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The Real Judge Dee: Ti Jen-chieh and
the T"ang Restoration of 705

udge Dee, the urbane county magistrate whose cool detachment and supe-
rior intellect solved the sadistic crimes committed in his Jurisdiction, prob-
ably has a larger international reputation than any other hero from China’s past.
The complex and, at least early in the process, ironical factors that lie behind
his ascent to worid-wide fame are, however, less widely known. The following
pages describe how Ti Jen-chieh 7k {=# (630—700), the original historical figure,
gave tise to a political legend, which, fully explored, offers a number of textual,
pelitical, and religious insights into the late-medieval period. They wilt show
that Ti Jen-chieh’s medieval reputation was essential to his much more recent,
and largely fortuitous, international appearance as a fictional detective and judge.
The historical Ti Jen-chieh was a medieval statesman, whose career culmi-
nated at the late-seventh-century court of the usurping empress Wu EJ5 (r
Bgo—705). ‘This was a period, in history as in fiction, of high drama, when the
empress’s Chou f& dynasty, replacing the T’ang ¥ in 6g0, was threatened by a
succession crisis and when China itself was menaced by hostile Khitan and
Turkish forces to the north. For most of the thirteen centuries since his death, Th
Jen-chich has been seen, not as a detective or judge, but as a T’ang loyalist at
the Chou court, working assiduously for the restoration that took place five
years after his death. His traditional reputation crystalized around two specific
achievements: first he was held to have secured the eventual restoration of the
T ang house by persuading the empress Wu to recall her son the T’ang prince
Li Hsien 2288 from exile and make him heir-apparent, and second he was
credited with recommending and instructing five officials, the so-called “Five
Princes.” These men murdered the Chang 3§ brothers, the most notorious of
the empress’s favorites, early in 705, and so brought about the abdication of the

The substance of this article was given to seminars at the University of Colorado at Boulder on
March 8 and at Harvard University on March 11, 1gg1. 1 am grateful for their help to Paul W, Kroll
at Boulder and Peter K. Bal at Harvard. Much of the section on TF Liang kung chuan TKI2 oM was
given as a paper at the 1991 International Conference on the History of the Sui, T*ang and Five
Dynasties at the University of Hong Kong, [ wish to thank Joseph Wong of the Centre of Asian
Studies, its organizer, for helpiul comments. Glen Dudbridge of Oxford University gave me a series
of detailed and substantial suggestions. [ also wish t¢ thank Clifford Evans, Fellow of St Joho's
College, Cambridge, for sharing with me his exhaustive knowledge of the Judge Dee stories, and my
brother, James McMullen of Oxibrd University for suggesting numerous improvements to this article.
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empress, the succession of her son as emperor and the full restoration of the
Tang.

Such, then, were the achievements at court that appealed to successive
generations in dynastic China. From within a matter of decades after his death,
they led to a surge of praise for Ti Jen-chich. Tributes were paid him in prose
and verse by a succession of emperors, officials, and scholars. In the ninth and
tenth centuries, a large body of anecdotes celebrated his loyalty, daring, skills,
and wit. At the height of his reputation, in the mid-cleventh century, Ti was
praised by the great statesman and scholar Fan Chung-yen JE{h# (989—1052)
in terms that suggested superhuman powers:

When heaven and earth are blocked up, who will open them forth? When
sun and moon are in eclipse, who will reveal them? When a great edifice
lies prostrate, who will raise it up? When the sacred vessels [of dynastic
power] fall, who will lift them up? The greatness of Ti [Jen-chieh] alone is
able to confront this task.'

Only the analytical rigor of the neo-Confucian movement led to a revised
assessment of the achievements with which traditien credited Ti. A turning
point may be seen in Ssu-ma Kuang’s T 3% analysis of the sources for the
reign of the empress Wu. In compiling the chronological history Tzu chif tung
chien BB, Ssu-ma questioned the textual evidence-for Ti’s role at court by
casting doubt on the authenticity of a much-praised biography of him titled 77
Liang kung chuan 3KZ2{#. This work, which was attributed to a well-known
literary and calligraphic figure of the early-eighth century, Li Yung 2§ (678~
747), occupies a central place in the account of Ti's ascent to fame that follows.*

The transformation of Ti Jen-chieh, the T"ang loyalist of tradition, into
Judge Dee, the fictional provincial detective, nearly thirteen centuries after his

' Fan Wen-cheng kung o TAL T/ (SPTK edn ) 11, p. 1a; Plog-tee hsien ohih FEBEEE edn. of
1592, tpt. in Chung-kua fang-chih tsimg-she (P /7758 % (Taipei: Ch’eng-wen, n.d.) g, pp. Gb-11b.
For this stele text and Fan Chung-yen’s interest in Ti Jen-chieh, see William H. Nmnhauxr_Jn (Nl
Hao-shib {2+, “Tu Fan Chung-yen T'ang Ti Liaog kung pei” Ei?ﬁfﬁﬁ%ﬁiﬂﬁi#, in Chi-
nien Fan Chung-yen i-ch'ien mien fan-ch'on kuo-chi hsieh-shu yen-chiv ee-lun hui wen c.ffx
RKE T — T R B MR AT T @3 4 (Taipei: Wen-chien hui, 198g), pp. 411—44. This
article takes Fan's text as its amework, dividing it into 20 sections, 19 of which concern Fan's
account of Ti's career. The author adds comments and cites relevant T"ang sources. Though the
material he quotes is also used in part of the analysis given below, the authog“s perspective clearly
cliffers from that of the present article. I am grateful to the author for sending me a copy of his
article, which I saw only while unclertaking a final revision of the present work. .

* Teu chih Pung chien BB (Peking: Ku-chi, 1956; hereafter TCTT) 206, p. 6:?3}', Kag-y HH
Wang Shih-chen E1H 2 {1526-1560) was also sceptical: see “Tj Liang kung tz’u pei” B aai,
quoted from Yen-chon shan jen kao BN LA T, in Liu i chih i bt FREBZ 3 (SKCS edn) g, pp. rzb—
13a. See the scathing comments of the Ch’ien-lung emperor on Ti, in Pring chien ch ’MJM‘;ﬁﬁME
{1771 edn.) 5, pp. 13b—17b. See also below, “The Informal Biography Ti Liang kung ciman.
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dealh is straightforwardly described. Robert van Gulik, the creator jn English
fiction of Judge Dee, based his master detective on the first section of the Wa
Tse-tien ssu ta ch% an BRIRIYAZTE, an anonymous Ch'ing novel in which
the historical Ti Jen-chieh was the protagonist. Van Gulik himself translated the
first half of the novel, and provided it with a scholarly introduction and some
annotation.? In the translation, Ti Jen-chieh and his henchmen are immedi-
ately recognizeable to their Western language devotees as the models of the
long series of brief novels that foliowed from van Gulik’s pen. Van Gulik himself
conceded that his Judge Dee, though based on this figure in Ch’ing fiction, owes
little to his seventh-century origins. Another Durch scholar, W, L. Idema, trac-
ing the role of Ti Jen-chieh in popular literature, was also unable to establish
any continuity between the historical Ti Jen-chieh and the detective in the first
half of the Ch’'ing novel 4

Indeed, only one, laconically recorded, incident in Ti Jen-chieh’s career as
the earliest historical sources portray it suggests that he could solve legal cases.’

' Robert van Gulik, Celebrated Cuses of Fuuetge Dee (Dee Goong An): An Authentic Eighteenth-centery Chinase
Deicctive Novel, Translated and with an Introduction and Notes {(New York: Dover Publications Inc., 1976).
First published as Dec Gaong An: Tiiree Murder Cases Solved by Judge Dee {Tokyo: 1949). For the Chinese
novel, see Wit Tir-tien ek an HHEEFE (Shanghai: Chia-chang, 1930). See also van Gulik's
“Translaters Postscript,” pp. 225-27, for other editions of this novel. For a translation of Ti Jen-
chieh’s biography in Hsie Tang shu 5 E, see Suzanne E. Cahill, “The Real Judge Dee: An
Aanotated Translation of the Official Biography of Ti Jen-chieh in Ch.1 15 of the New T'ang His-
tory,” Phi Theta Papers (University of California ar Berkeley) 14 (September 1g77). This paper parmits
the focus on the Chiv Tang shu biography that runs through the present article. [ am grateful 1o
Vicky Cass of the University of Colorado at Boulder for sending me a copy.

* W, L. Idema, “The Mystery of the Halved Judge Dee Navel: The Ananymous Wy Te-2in Sm-
fa Ch'i-en BHIERIGAZE and its Partial Translatian by R.H. van Gulik,” Tamkang Remiew 8.1
{1977}, pp- 155-649, esp. 159-62.

* As deputy president of the Court of Justice in the late G70s, Ti was said to have pronounced,

within the space of one year, on criminal charges [acing no fewer than 17,000 individuals, “and there
were no plaints of injustice.” High-ranking officials in the Court of Justice, by virtue of their role in
deciding capital cases, exerted a power that had wide socia repevcussions. The threat of action by
wrangly sentenced individuals as vengeful ghosts madle it especially likely that such judicial figures
might be remembered in popular lore. But nothing further in the history of Ti Jen-chieh’s reputa-
tian for the ten centuries after his death suggests that he was a figure in either a popular or an elite
tradition of judicial case solving. See Chiu Tang vin WIER {Peking: Chung-hua, 1975; herealter
CT5) 89, p. 2886; To's fis yitan kuei FHFF TR (Li Ssu~ching’s 1642 ecln; ipt. Peking: Chung-hua, tg8o;
hereafter TFI'K} 618, p. 19b; Hsin Tang shu (Peking: Chung-hua, 1975; hereafter HTS) 115, p. 4207;
Tu ¢ chilt FFTE (Peking: Chung-hua, 1983) C, p. 69. This information is not included in anecdotal
or institutional sources that have entries for the Court of Justice. Bee Ta Tang hstn yi KSR
(Taipei: Jen-ai, 1685; hereafter TTH) 7, p. 102; Tung tien AL {Peking: Chung-hua, 1988; hereafter
T} 25, p. 701, and Tang hoii yao BB (Peking: Chung-hua, 1955; herealter THY) 66, p. 1148, for
the cases of Tai Chou R¢W, Chang Wen-kuan SRZCHE, and Yaan Jen-ching S{"% The three
Judicial case books identified by van Gulik as the oldest in the Chinese teadition, £y chi BETRAEB, Che
i bt chien P 3R, and Tang yin pi shih BEEIE®E do not mention any case involving Ti Jen-
chieh. For the first twa compilations, see Yang Feng-k'un {3251, ed.,  yi chi Che yii kuet chion chigo
shik SERAIEHTEME SRR (Shanghai: Fu-tan ta-hsiel, 1988); for Tang yin pi shik, see R. H. van
Gulik, Tang-yin-pi-shih: “Pasallel Cuses Jrom under the Pear-tree” (Leiden: EJ. Buill, 1956), pp. vii-xi.
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The image of Ti Jen-chieh as a master detective is thus clearly a recent one. It
represents a case of transposition: the author of the Ch'ing novel transferred to
Ti Jen-chieh the tradition of detective writing that had developed around such
later historical figures as Judge Pao (Pac Cheng HIK, 998-1061) and Judge
P’eng (P’eng P'eng #20B, 1637-1704}.° As Idema suggests, in portraying Ti in
this way, the author of Wau Tse-Uien s5u ta ch’i an probably intended simply to
create an effective introduction to the second half of his novel. In this, Ti is
portrayed in his traditional role as a court statesman and T ang loyalist. Van
Gulik, however, distissed this section of the novel as inferior to the first and not
deserving of attention. Judge Dee as a high court official therefore hardiy fig-
ures in his stories.

Since his death, therefore, Ti Jen-chieh has given rise to two traditions, not

Just one. The second, that of the master detective, is recent and, for all the
pleasure that it affords, should be set aside as irrelevant to the historical Ti. But
it is the contention of this article that the central theme in the first, more an-
ciet, tradition about Tj, his loyalty under the empress Wu’s brief Chou dynasty
to the supplanted T"ang house, was also based if not on fiction then at least on
hearsay and on a distortion of the facts of his life and attitudes. It is argued that,
beginning in the mid-eighth century, Ti’s achievements as a T’ang loyalist were
significantly exaggerated. Unassailable facts about Ti's career contributed to
the growing legend, but it developed largely through romantic invention. Its
success is to be related to deep-seated changes in the political world of China in
the eighth and ninth centuries. These changes concern the attitudes of the me-
dieval elite to a central concept in Chinese political philosophy, that of dynastic
loyalty.

Exploration of Ti Jen-chieh’s historical role and attitudes during the final
years of the seventh century involves close scrutiny of a range of sources from
the T"ang and Sung, including Ti’s own surviving works, formal historical ma-
terial, epigraphical texts, verse, and anecdotal accounts. Particular attention
will be paid to the textual history of his surviving memorials and of his official
biography in Chiu Tang shu BFE S, completed in its present form in g45. Nei-
ther a provincial detective nor a T’ang loyalist emerges from the sometimes
conflicting evidence, but a figure of considerable interest nonetheless, a dynas-
tic servant of energy and panache, a man who lived more dangerously than
most at a time when high-level political life carried horrendous risks.

4 For Judge Pao, see Patrick Hanan, “Judge Bao's Hundred Cases Reconstructed,” HJAS 40
(1980}, pp. Jo1-23.
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THE EVIDENCE FROM TI JEN-CHIEH'’S OWN HAND

Ti Jen-chieh’s reputation in the eighth and ninth centuries had many sides.
As a major statesman, he held some of the highest posts in the official hierarchy,
He was recognized as having been an effective administrator of the northeast
frontier at a time of great crisis. Elsewhere in the provinces, he was known as a
fearless challenger of disruptive supernatural forces, and as a compassionate
administrator of the people in his charge. At court, he was seen as clear-minded
and unsullied by the corruption and cruelty that surrounded him. He also had
areputation as a practitioner of medicine, and as a calligrapher. Itis an assump-
tion of this article that each facet of his reputation reinforced the whole, and
that it was precisely this many-sidedness that enabled him to become a hero-
figure, even though the various aspects are kept distinet in T’ang and Sung
sources. But the search for the original figure and for the starting point of the
legend that grew up around him must distinguish between early evidence and
later accounts. And for the former, there is no better introduction than the few
compositions that are attributed to his own hand.

Here, however, investigation is confronted by an immediate difficulty. A
ten-chtian collection of Ti Jen-chieh’s writings was extant in the eighth century,
was held in the imperial library, and was recorded in the imperial catalogue of
7227 Had his collection been transmitted, it would have provided answers to
many of the questions with which this article is concerned, But it was very prob-
ably destroyed, with the imperial collections, in the sack of Cl’ang-an by An
Lu-shan %] in 756. Very little of Ti’s own writing, therefore, now survives.
This makes it the more important to analyze what does remain, for it is this
scanty and imperfectly transmitted primary material that points to Ti's real role
in the late-seventh century, The few surviving works may, for convenience, be
considered according to the division that gave structure to the Ch'ing novel
about him, between those from the earlier, provincial phases of his career and
those that were composed in the last years of his life, mostly at the capital and in
the setting of the court.

Only two texis of any length attributed to Ti Jen-chieh survive from the
period before he attained high court office. The first is a proclamation banish-
ing a local divinity from his temple, the second a recuest for tax remission for
the county of Peng-tse #532 in present-day Kiangsi, where Ti was banished to
the magistracy for four years. Neither of these texts relates directly to the T’ang
loyalistn that was central to his later reputation among the elite, On the other

7 CTS 47, p. 2075; HT3 6o, p. 1600. HTS 50, P 1540, lists a work entitled Chin fon FH5 (Model for
the Family) as by Ti Jen-chich,
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hand, each helps account for the enormous authority that he came to have in the
wider late-medieval world, and to which Fan Clhung-yen’s encomium bears witness,

The Dispasch to Hinng Vit

Ti's "Announcement to the Hegemon Prince of Western Ch’u,” the first of
these twao texts, is a brief composition preserved in condensed form in the Ming-
dynasty Shuo fu 338 and in some editions of the late-tenth-century Tai ping
kuang chi FX - EC." Tt leads immediately into a dramatic episode in the provin-
cial phase of Ti’s career. Related to other similar incidents from other parts of
China where he served, it helps explain an aspect of the reputation that he had
in late-T"ang lore. In 688, Ti was appointed pacification commissioner (hstin fu
shih SKHIGE) for the province of Chiang-nan, charged with inspecting the vast
arcas south of the Yangtze. In this capacity he undertook a large-scale and par-
ticularly harsh suppression of local religious cults. One of the shrines that he
destroyed was dedicated to the spirit of Hsiang Yii ¥8%, king of Ch'u 48, the
unsuccessful contender for the empire after the breakup of the Ch’in dynasty at
the close of the third century Bc,

The destruction of a cult that was held to have existed for nearly nine hun-
dred years was not to be lightly undertaken, To achieve it, Ti cited the authority
of the law in a written dispatch in which he directly addressed Hsiang Yu's
spirit. The text of this dispatch demonstrates knowledge of the original account
of Hsiang Yu's death on the banks of the Wu-chiang B57T contained in Shik chi
&0 and of Ssu-ma Chlien’s F)F5 ¥ judgment on him.” It also contains a rea-
soned case for the suppression of Hsiang Yit's cult. Ti Jen-chich charged Hsiang
Yii with having failed to recognize the destiny of the Han and the schedule of

* Shuo-fu 33 (rpt. Shanghai: Shang-wu, 1927) 2, pp. ob-11a; T'ai-ping buang chi(Peking: Chung-

hua, tg5g; hereafter TPRC) 315, pp. 2495-96. Teng Ssu-yii BTFE, ed., Tai-pling kuang chi plien mu
el yin shu yon-1e KPR E B3| B3 18 {Peking: Harvard-Yenching, 1934), p. 0, suggests why, in
the indexed edition, this anecdote is attributed to 2 Ming source entitled Wi-hrng chang ku shik SRBL
B Lo Kam-t'ong B##E, in “T"ai-p'ing kuang chi yin shu chung shu shih Can” X TFERE2EE |
WIEBIE, Han hiieh yen-ciive TEESTREE 2.1 (1984), p. 262, indicates that the eardy ms, of TPEC
consulted by the Cl'ing scholur Sun Ch'ien FE#F lacked this passage, and points to the version of it
contained in Shupfu, where it s cited as drawn from the mid-eighth-century Ch'ae yeh cf e tray EHET
e 8. The Shua fit version, which thus has a transmission independent of the present TPKC, contains
a number of variants when compared ta the TPAC version, and concludes by stating that only Yii's
shrine at Kuet-chi @8 remained. [am grateful to Glen Dudbridge for this reference, for whom see
alse “Yii-ch'ih Chiung at An-yang: An Eighth Century Cult and Tis Myths," AM ad sec 3.1 {1gg0),
P 44, 0. 50, Fukuda Toshiaki BB, Chapa senser itadun shu SIEFSrdibtE S8 0 Doits bukn
dusgaku kivd KFIALKURZE 4 (1986), p. g,

* For the original text rom which Ti Jen-chich drew, see Shih chi #7528 {Peking: Chung-hua, 1959;
hereafter §C) 7, p. 336; for Ssu-ma Cly'ien's assesssment, see PP. 338-39. For independent confirma-
tion of Ti’s tenure as pacification commissioner in 688, see Feng shih wwm chien chi chino cheng fie yin-to

KB R 3DREENTE |15 (Peking: Harvard-Yenching, 1933) 7, P-7-
6
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history, and with having caused the deaths of the “eight thousand young men”
with whom he had originally left Chiang-tung 15 on his bid for conquest. He
argued that Hsiang Yii’s exclamation that “Heaven is destroying me” was a
misapprehension: “[Your death] in truth derived from himan actions; how could
it have anything to do with destruction by Heaven?” Hsiang Yi was therefore
not a fit subject for popular worship, and Ti was “sending the torch to destroy
your shrine and to raze to level ground your halls and chambers. ... You should
move away with all speed, and not bring about catastrophes for the people.”™

"This episode and Ti's actual destruction of local cults in the south in 688
made a vivid impression on the T’ang mind, for both are artested in several
sources. The most important of these is Feng shik wen chien chi BB, the
reminiscences of a certain Feng Yen $1i8, probably of early-ninth-century date.
In a brief account of Ti’s suppression, Feng mentions the dispatch to Hsiang
Yii's spirit and echoes the charge that Hsiang Yii had caused the deaths of
“eight thousand young men.” Thus he attests the text of the dispatch as it is
contained in T'ai p’ing kuang chi. Other texts of T’ang date that mention the
suppression are the mid-cighth-century Ch’ao yeh ch’ien tsai B} € by Chang
Cho 3R, the source also named in the Shug fit version of the incident; a mid-
eighth-century collection of anecdotes by Liu Su SIg£, the Sui Tang chin hua
FEERAE; the T i chih B/HRE by Li Jung ZE7, of mid- to late-ninth-century
date; Tang b yao FEEIE,; and Ti Jen-chieh’s official biography in Chiz Tang
shu." Less directly, the late-cighth-century Kuang i chi BEFZT, a particularly im-
portaat collection for the witness it bears to Ti’s confrontations with the super-
natural, also refers to Ti's campaign of suppression. ™

* Jean Levi, “Les fonctionnaires st le divin: Luttes de pouvairs entre divinités et administrateurs
dans les contes des six dynasties et des Tang,” in Cakters d*Exireme-Asie 2 (1986}, pp. 81-110, esp. Bg~
go. For Hsiang Y as a local divinity, see David Johnson, “The City God Cults of T"ang and Sung
China,” HJAS 45 {1985), pp. 363457, and Dudbridge, “Yu-ch'ih Chiung,” p. 32, n. 17, and p. 44.
The reference to “eight thousand young men” was standard in Tang compositions on Hsiang Yii;
see lor exarnple Wang Chi's Fiff “Hsiang i ssu Wu-chiang san” TBERITR, Wang Wa hamg
cht Tung kao teu ohi pu | T AETHMEH 20 T HRE (Tai-nan ko ts'ung shu edn ) 1, p. 5a; Ling | &~
“Hsiang wang miao” I F B, Chiian Tang sheh BFEFF (Peking: Chung-hua, 1960; hereafter CT Sk
Bog, p. gr27; Li Te-yii ZEFH, “Haiang wang t'ing fu ping hsu JHEERRFES," Li Wenojao wen che
ek chi FEL BRI MUK (SPTK edn} 2z, p. 116a. I am grateful to Rbt. Neather for drawi ng my
attention to this composition.

" Feng shah woen chiert chi g, pp. 1—3; Ch'ze yeh chien tsai, evaluation of prominent poiitical figures by
Fou-hsiu tzu 224k F, quoted in TPKC 16g, pp. 1235-36, “for razing improper shrines, be had the
initiative of a heroic geatleman; Suf Tang chiz hua FREERRES (Shanghai: Ku-tien wen-hstieh, 1958}
3 P 24 THY 77, p. 1414 See also TFYE 655, p. 142; and Tang yi tin FE3BHE (Peking: Chung-hua,
1987) 3, pp.18g—go, 219. The Suf Tang chia ua and second Tang yii fin account read 700 rather than
1,700. Tuichth C, p. 76, makes the number 1,200, For "1,700," see Han shu &ﬁ(Peking: Chung-hua,
1962} 25B, p. 1270,

* Kiwng i hd, quoted in TPKC'208, p. 2571 For iss authorship and dating, see Dudbridge (Tu Te-ch’ias
FLBHE), “Kuang i chi ch'u Can” RERATIIE, Henpe hsiich pap FTEASBE 15 (1986), pp. 395-414.
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These texts establish that as pacification commissioner Ti put to the torch
cither 700 or 1,700 shrines for popular deities in south and southeast China.
The accounts mention a small number of the deities by name, all of them his-
torical figures: king Nan #§, the last of the Chou kings;" king Fu-chi 8% of Wy
;" lord Ch’un-shen FM; * Chao T'o #8{%, ruler of Nan Yieh B in the
early Han; ' the Later Han general Ma Yiian FE4%; 7 and Sun Ts'e f£58, king
Hstian & of the San-kuo Wu ZEIR." Others, probably the great majority,
were for unnamed local gods of the far south, in some cases not even Chinese.
Only the four cults of Hsta Yii 5, Wu T ai-po 82K1F1,* Chi Cha Z=4(,,»
and Wu Tzu-hsii {3 were left untouched. ™

" 8C4, pp. 169-70. The commentary, from the eighth-century Shih chi cheng | 58 1F #, quoted
Liu Po-chuang FU{FTEE as saying that the name Nan, meaning to flush red through shame, was an
indication of his humiliating powerlessness. Ti may well have held that his performance as emperor
did not merit his being a cult figure. ] )

" King Fu-chi of Wu was zan acior in the drama in which Wu Tzu-hn‘sﬁ was ln\.-fl)l\-'tt!, and his
conduct was far from exemplary. In the acecunt given in SC 31, pp. 146667, he aclvised h}s brather
king Ho-lu BAEE of Wu to attack Ch'y, and then took the throne of Wu himsell'._ When his blmt_he_r
returned to drive him out, Fu-chi fled to Ch'u and was enfeoffed at T'ang-chi HE8. Again it is
possible to see how Ti Jen-chieh might have objected to such a man being a cult figure.

" Far Lord Ch'un-shen, see 5C 78, pp. 2487-gy. He was a minister of Ch'u lor 25 years, whose
decisions were controversial in later comment. He failed] to accept the warning of Chu Yingl SR
that Li Yiian 268 planned his murder on the death of king K.'ao-lieh 2§ of Ch‘u. He was ia the
event murdered, and his property destroyed. For Ssu-ma Ch'ien’s comment, see $C 78, p. 2399. He
was another figure who appealed to the literati imagination: see Chao Chii-chen /B 5, “Hsin
hsiu Ch'un-shen chiin miao chi” FEEFRPEEAIC, inscription dated 751, Ch'ian T:mg wwen ‘%Ej[
{rpt. Taipei: Hua-wen, 1965: hersalter CTH) 266, pp. 1gb—21b; Liu K'n ?]Ei:il! “Tai Hsiin Ch'ing yi
Ch'u hsiang Ch'un-shen chan shu” ({HREFHERER, T’m:g wen &5 Fﬁ:?j# (SP'T'?( ccln:;
hereafter TWT) Bg, pp. gn-1ob; Tu Mu # 3, “Ch'un Shen chiin Shll:l“ HHREFF, in Fanclh'uan ".*_"*
chi chu Y | 2§81 (Shanghai: Ku chi, 1973} 2, pp. 145-46; P'i Jih-hsiv 2 El14K, “Ch'un-shen chiin
pei” BB, in P% tu wen sou 7 T3, (Peking: Chung-hua, 1956} 4, pp- 4142,

*® Chao T'o, a former Ch'in general, established himselll as king of Nan Yiieh in the early Han,
but, on the arrival of Lu Chia B, the envoy of the emperor Wen 37, pleaded o revert to vassal
status. Nonetheless, within his own country he continued to be honored as an emperar. S_ec SCns,
pp- 2967-70; Harold J. Wiens, Han Chiness Expansion in South Ching (Hamden, Cunnecucll.ut: Shoe
Suing Press, 1967), pp. 133-38; and Donald Harper, “A Chinese Demonography of the Third Cen-
tury B.C.,” H745 45 (1985), pp. 475-77.

?' For Mfz( ﬁa:‘,Js(e?%‘{)mI:fl)dg S\ft?ton, “A Case of Literati Piety: The Ma Yaan Cult from High
T ang w High Qing,” Chinese Litrratire: Frsays, Articles and Reviews 11 (1989), pp- 79-114.

* For Sun Te'e, see San kuo ckik =B (Peking: Chung-hua, 1959) 46, pp. 1i01-13.

" For Hsia Yu, the paragon ruler of high antiquity, see 5C 2, pp. 4970 He was a frequent
subject for composition: a contemporary of Ti's, the court writer Sung Chih-wen FZF, wrote a
prayer text for his temple; sce Wen yiian jing Aua K;ﬁﬁ% {Peking: Chung-hua, 1566; hereafter

WYYH) 998, p. 2a; also 734, pp. ga—roa, text by Sun T'i TEi. . i

* For Wu T ai-po, see SC g1, pp. 1445-47. For an eighth-century wibute, see Wu Yiin 1255,
CTShih 8g3, p. 9656.

* Por Chi Cha, see SC 31, p. 1449-65; p. t475 gives Ssu-ma Ch'ien’s judgement. He was akso a
frequent topic for composition; see e.g. CTW 194, pp. 19a—20a, Kao Shao 38, dated 722 ; and
CTW 464, pp. 1b—3h, Chao Chin-yung #% 7, dated 746. ‘

“ For Wu Teu-hsi, see the thorough analysis by David Johnson, “The Wu Tzu-hsii Pien-wen and
Its Sources,” H7AS 40 {1) pp. 937156, and 40 (2) pp. 4657505
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Histerians and social anthropologists of China have recently devoted sig-
nificant research to the state’s role in popular religion. They have established
that the category of “improper offerings” {yn ssu YEHE) or “improper shrines”
{yn 2w W), which was Ti's target, originates irr the “Chii | Bl section of
the Lz cht. They have shown that it was claborated in the Confucian writing of
the Later Han, and became a frecuently used term in the Period of Disunien
and in the T"ang itself. The category also figures in Taoist usage, where it desig-
nated those popular cults to which organized religious Taoism had not extended

sanction.” To a late- T ang writer, advising officials, it was the absence of any
written documentation that defined a cult as “improper™;

If even [the shrines of] sacred peaks, seas, chen $, famous mountains, and
rivers are not at the places where they are officially established, and if they
are not recorded in the literature, they are “improper offerings.” If in life
the performances of human beings have no merit to be acclaimed and in

death no virtue to be used for exhortation, then [their worship] will consti-
tute an “improper offering, ™

Suppression of “improper” cults is mentioned in official historical sources
[rom Han times on. In popular lore, however, suppression carried a consider-
able risk, for it might provoke a response from the spirit whose shrine was de-
stroyed.® In practice, therefore, the T"ang administrative response to _pin-ssu
varied widely. A moderate approach was to attempt to modify local belief in
unorthodox spirits by education. There is an example of Chang Wen-ts'ung
HR3LER, a matter of perhaps no more than a decade before Ti Jen-chieh’s sup-
pression. As prefect of Chien-chou B in present-day Fukien, in Kao-tsung’s
reign, Chang found that the people within his borders “had always set value on
improper offerings” and neglected the statutory cults 1o the god of the soil. He
therefore issued a “document of instruction,” linking recent crop failures in the
prefecture to the neglect of the agricultural offering. “He showed the people the
regulations for restraint, and they gladly put them into practice.” This approach
was adopted by others, for example by Lo Hsiang ##A) as governor of Lu-chou

 For the term pin o, see Li chi chu shu fECTERS {Taipei: Shib-chieh, 1g71) 5, p. 41b. James
Legge, The Li ki {Oxford at the Clarendon Press, 1885), p. 116, translates “licentious offerings.” See
also Han shu ta, p. 351; Ying Shao, Feng su tng i chizo shik BR{A R FH RS (Tientsin: T"ien-chin jen-
min, 1980) 9, p. 325, p. 330; San kua chih 1, p.q4; 27, D 749; 52, p. 1228,

“ ¥ hne be [H5ESE (Shanghai: Ku-tien wen-hsieh, 1957) 5, pp- 108—g. This unusually exact
definition is foreshadowed by phrasing in the 7th-c. history of the Notthern Chou (557-581 An); see
Chou shu [E# (Peking: Chung-hua, 1971) 5, p. 5.

= For the example of Ku Shao RAEE, see San fuo chih 52, p- t229. For the anecdote ahout the
ghost's retribution, see TPAC 293, p. 2332, and Levi, “La lutte,” pp. go—gi.

* CTS 85, p. 2816, HTS 113, p. 4187, biography of Chang Wen-ts'ung,



DAVID MCMULLEN

! in present-day Anhui,? and, alongside his harsher suppression, by Li Te-
yii . In some cases, officials participated reluctantly and with conde-
scension in offerings to local divinities, especially when they had power over the
climate.® Or they might try to propitiate them with gifts or other favors.™

Other T’ang central government officials might take an extreme position,
do as Ti Jen-chich did, and simply demotish the offending cults. This was done
by Wei Ching-chiin B %5 at Fang-chou F&J% in present-day Hupei,* by Yi
Ti SF## at Su-chou B¥JH{ in present-day Kiangsu,™ and by Li Te-yii more gen-
erally in the southeast. Indeed the people of the southeast and south, of “Wu
and Ch’u 8% ” were described in a range of sources as credulous and super-
stitious. Initiatives suppressing cults in those regions therefore appear to have
been more aumerous than elsewhere.®

Some local cult figures who were mentioned in the histories or in literature,
however, were not only deeply rooted in local society but also appealed to the
imagination of successive generations of lettered Chinese. Some writers, there-
fore, took established local cults, those documented in respectable histories, as
the starting point for their compositions, in some cases even describing their
observances. Hsiang Y, the very divinity whose shrine Ti Jen-chich demal-
ished, was a case in point. He was the subject of a number of compositions in
the eighth and ninth centuries. Though some were ambivalent towards him,
others were laudatory. His cult was therefore hardly likely to have been univer-
sally considered an “improper” one. The same was true of lord Ch’un-shen and
of Ma Yiian, the “Wave Subduing General,” whose cult Ti suppressed. It is not
surprising, therefore, that in these cases the evidence of later T’ang writers shows
that Ti's intervention was not permanently effective.®

o Chian Tii-chih wen chi W2 L2 (SPTK edn.) 23, pp- 6a-b.

B T8 174, p- 4510 HTS 180, p- 53 28 Li Win-jao wat o 4, pp. 5b-6a. L am grateful to Jovana
Muir for this refercnce.

s Kug shik pu 5070 {Shanghai: Ku-ten wen-hsiseh, 1957) 3. p- 65.

* Dudbridge, “Yi-ch’ih Chiung,” p. 30, quoting CT5 88, p. 3093

# CTS 1854, pp. 479798

# (TS 156, p. 4129. See also Denis Twitchett, “The Seamy Side of Late T"ang Political Life: YU
Ti and His Family,” AM 3d sec. 1.2 (1988), p. 35, and n. 12. The cults that Yit left untouched, those
of Wu T'ai-po and Wu Tzu-hsii, were two of the four that Ti was said to have spared.

3 For the southern regions of Wu and Cli'u as especially eredulous, see the references in preced-
ing n.; also TT 182, p. 4849, and TWT 49, pp- 4b—s5a, by Lo Yin FEf3, and TPKC 288, p. 2352,
quoting Ch'as yek ch'ien fsal. '

# For compositions on Hsiang Y, see n. 10, ahave. Also Y Lu kung wen cfi BRI (SPPY
edn.) 5, pp. 20b—21a. Yer's inscription includes the claim, “To the present, offerings of sustenance at
his temple have been uninterrupted. The deeds wrought by his spirit appear comprehensively in the
{llustrated scripture recorded by Lu Yii %7, Master of Chin-hing &R Li Wen-jao pish cht 22, P-
116a, preface to “Hsiang wang ving fu,” indicates that the mid-Bth-c. statesman Fang Kuan B8
had composed an inscription for Hsiang Yi that “praised his rlents.” A fien i 45 poem in the
collection of Yen Chen-ch'ing’s contemporary and friend the monk poet Chiac-jan 4K, however,
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It foliows that Ti Jen-chieh's action in banishing the spirit of Hsiang Yi by
written dispatch, and in burning down his shrine was, by T"ang standards, more
than usually harsh. It is, therefore, important to emphasize that it was not un-
dertaken in a spirit of open scepticism about the supernatural. In his dispatch
T did not dispute the existence of Hsiang Yi’s spirit; rather he acted on the
grounds that Hsiang Yii was an inappropriate subject for worship. His action
has rightly been seen as the ruthless wielding of superior power, the assertion of
central dynastic authority over a troublesome local spirit.

It is likely that in the cases of the seven other listed historical figures whose
cults Ti Jen-chieh suppressed, Ti also formally charged them and provided the
political and moral reasons for their unacceptability Thus a passage in Kuang 1
<hi records a tradition that even in burning down the shrine of an unnamed
aboriginal god in Tuan-chou &}, in present-day Ganton province, Ti served
the spirit with a written notice of its fate.®

Moreover the exceptional and daring exercise of central authority that
marked Ti’s treatment of Hsiang Yii characterizes a whole group of accounts of
his confrontation with local spirits in provincial T"ang China. In these episodes,
he prevailed over, demoted, or dismissed the spirits he encountered and re-
mained unscathed. The episodes are recorded mainly in Kuang t chz; but several
other sources, some from the eighth century, contain them.

The earliest such encounter is recorded in almost as much detail as Ti’s
confrontation with Hsiang Yii, and indeed immediately precedes it in several
sources. It took place in 679, at least nine years before Th suppressed the “im-
proper” cults in the south. The emperor Kao-tsung was about to make a progress
north to Fen-yang ¥}, near T"ai-yuan AJ& in modern Shansi, the home of
both Li Yiian ZE#Y, the Tang founder, and Ti’s own faruly. Ti was commis-
sioned, in a junior capacity, to arrange the journey.

The route of the imperial progress involved passing by the shrine of an-
other troublesome spirit, the Jealous Goddess (Tu shen ) at Fen-yin 3.
Tradition maintained that this goddess was the younger sister of the ancient
hero Chieh Chih-t'ui 41 fi. She was represented by a statue in her shrine and
by a nearby spring. It was believed that she would take revenge on any who
slighted her, bringing down hail, storms, or thunder. The senior administrator
of Ping-chou F¥, Li Yian-ch’ung #7, had undertaken to ensure that
Kao-tsung’s visit would not risk such humiliazion by opening up a bypass route,

suggests ruined tcmplr:; see Chow shangsen chi B b A3 (SPTK edn.) 10, p. 2b. For Ma Yiian, see
$utt0n, ‘A CasF of Literati Piety.” For Lord Ch’un-shen, see n. 15, above, inscription commemorat-
ing repair of his temple in 751.

® TPKC 298, p. 2371, quoting Kuang i o, Levi, “La lutte,” pp. 87-88.
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using corvée labor on a large scale. But Ti Jen-chieh had intervened in the
name of a higher authority, stating that:

"The Son of Heaven’s progresses have a thousand carriages and ten thou-
sand cavalry. The Earl of the Wind pacifies the dust and the Master of the
Rain sprinkles the road.® How could the Jealous Goddess dlare to do harm,
that he should wish to take avoiding action over her?

The construction of the alternative route was then abandoned. A note that
is contained in Tung tien B, in connection with another imperial visit to Fen-
yin, by the emperor Hsilan-tsung in 723, mentions that under the empress Wu a
goddess’s statue had been remaoved from the shrine, and another divinity in-
stalled instead. It seems likely, therefore, that Ti Jen-chieh’s intervention led to
the temporary suppression of the cult. However, the premises survived the An
Lu-shan rebellion, and by the second half of the eighth century the Jealous
Goddess was again being worshipped: there exists a lengthy inscription dedi-
cated to her dated 7763 Again, therefore, Ti was in the long term unsuccessful
in curbing a troublesome local divinity. But again, viewed closely in its context,
his initiative was unusually bold: not only did he put down a disruptive spirit, he
also prevailed over 1 Yiian-ch’ung, the senior adminstrator of Ping-chou, a
man who seems likely to have been a L T’ang clansman and the nephew of one
of the great dynastic servants of T ai-tsung’s reign. From both encounters, more-
over, Ti remained unharmed, #

Several other incidents demonstrate Ti Jen-chieh’s role in exerting author-
ity in the supernatural domain in provincial China. One of these, again re-
corded in Kuang i chi, involved his suppression in 688 of the aboriginal deity at

% The Ear of the Wind and the Master of the Rain were recognized T'ang gods; see THY 22, pp.
425-26. But this and the preceding sentence adapt a line from the “Fu on the Eastern Capital” by
Pan Ku HE[#, and may here simply be metonymic hyperbaole for a grand imperial progress; see Liu
ch'em chu Wen hsian 7 FIPE X058 (SPTK edn.} 1, pp. 3ib-gaa,

? THY 7, p. 517 Feng shik wen chign chi 9. p. 1, reading Li Yian-ch'ung ZETLHH; CTS Bg, p. 2687;
Tang yit lin 3, pp. 189—go. There is a fuller description of the Jealous Goddess that differs in detail
from thase cited above in, TPEC 201, Pp. 2314-15. See also Ya yong tsn tsa PSR HEAR (Peking: Chung-
hua, 1981} 14, P- 13, quoted by Nienhauser, “Tu Fan Chung-yen,” p. 417. For 8th-c. developments,
see David McMullen, “Bureaucrats and Cosmology: The Ritual Code in T'ang China,” in David
Cannadine and Simon Price, eds., Rituals of Royalty: Potwer and Covemonial in Traditional Socisties {Cam-
bridge: Cambridge UP, 1987), p. 221. Again neither Ti's intervention nor the later changes resulted
in the lasting suppression of the cult. See Chin shih hsi pien S ET MR (rpt. Taipei: Kuo-lien t"u-shu,
1965) 8, pp. 189-g2, stele text by Li Yen 33, dated 776. The text mentions two major provincial
administrators, one of whom, Hsiieh Chien-hsiin %3, was replaced by Pao Fang HIlH late in
775; see CTS 0, p. g10; and 146, p. 3957. )

* For Li Ch'ung-hsiian, see C7§ 6o, p. 351, and HTS 704, p. 1g84. He was the nephew of Li
Hsiao-kung F#, prince of Ho-chien FI{lf], whase biography precedes his brief notice; see CTS
50, pp- 2347-49. Chin shik & chigo chong S #EBIEE (Shanghai: Shang-hai shu-hua, 1985) 4, p. 73
(no. 773), recards his epitaph dated Gg3.
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Tuan-chou, to whom he served a written notice. In this episode, he was on the
point of having his agents set to the torch the deity’s shrine, But “those who
entered the shrine died immediately.” Ti nonetheless called for those able to
burn down the shrine, offering them 100,000 cash, and obtained two volun-
teers. He provided them with a written order, so that the spirit became inactive
and the temple was burnt.

On his way back to the capital, however, at Pien-choy YF M, Tiwas told by
“a man who could see ghosts” that he was being followed by a ghost who sought
revenge for the burning of its shrine. But his informant reassured Ti that he was
on the point of being given high central office, and that, with a retinue of over
twenty ghosts providing lor his own safety, he was in no danger of harm. “After
a while, the spirit went back to Ling-nan.” In a different way, this episode again
shows that Ti was the representative of the central government who prevailed
over a local spirit precisely because he had greater authority. The Tuan-chou
spirit gave up its pursuit of him as he neared the capital, powerless in the knowl-
edge that he was destined for high office at the center of both political and
supernatural power* Since Ti did not have Jurisdiction in Ling-nan, this story
also suggests that traditions deriving from his suppression in Chiang-nan had
spread to nearby areas,

Another account in Kuang i chi similarly emphasizes Ti’s authority in the
face of the supernatural. The incident, which may be dated to 686, concerns his
arrival as governor of Ning-chou BEHY, in present-day Kansu, The governor’s
residence was haunted, and more than ten incumbents had died. Ti was in-
formed on arrival that the house had been abandoned and had become
delapidated, so that it was no longer habitable. But refusing to accept this situ-
ation, Ti had the original residence repaired. For several nights he was pestered
by strange manifestations. Stung to anger, he remarked, “I am the prefect and
this is my house. ... If you are a spirit, obey the true teaching forthwith, If you
are a demon, how dare you interfere with me?” In a morment, a ghost, fully
clothed, came out and identified himself as the official of a previous reign, bur-
ied under a tree on the west side, his corporeal soul (#’ ) pierced by the tree’s
roots. He had wished to state his case to Ti’ predecessors, but they had died
and he had not been able to reach them. Ti assented to his request for reburial
elsewhere, and the activities ceased.

Yet another incident, comparable in the light it throws on Ti’s relations
with the supernatural, may perhaps be dated 696. Ti Jen-chieh was then overall

 Sec n. g5, above, The text of the anecdote presents difficulties and my understanding is tentative.
* TPRC 329, p. 2614; Levi, “La lurte,” p- 8g; Dudbridge, “Yii-ch'ih Chiung,” p. 30. A compa-

rable story is in TPKC 327, pp. 250798, citing Liang ching chi B{STED | quated by I J. M. De Groot,
The Relygious System of China {rpt. Taipei: Literature House, 1564) 4, pp. 445—46.
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commander (tu-tu B at Yu-chou B4, in modern Hopei. In the neighbor-
ing province of Ho-tung i[5, present-day Shansi, a sophora tree had been split
open by lightning, and it was believed that a thunder god had been squeezed in
the tree. Ti Jen-chich set out with a retinue; but as they approached, his follow-
ers ail shied away, so that he went up to the tree on a single mount, and dealt
successfully with the spirit.!' Again, as in the case of Tuan-chou, the setting was
outside Ti’s actual jurisdiction, and this again suggests that stories of his power
over the supernatural had spread beyond the areas he administered.

A final, later story, also from Kuang ¢ chi, is important in two respects. It
indicates that Ti’s general reputation was still very much alive in the fifth de-
cade of the eighth century; and it also shows that by this time he had, in popular
lore, crossed over the divide between the living and the dead, and was active
among the “unseen authorities” beyond. Huo Yir-lin EHHF, ajunior officer in
Chi 7%, had died and in the underworld been mistakenly charged with taking
the kidueys from a living sheep, in order to gratify his local superior’s appetite.
Released to return to life, on his return Journey he saw a court entitled “The
Grand Censor’s Court.” His guide informed him that the grand censor in ques-
tion had been Ti Jen-chieh. Huo Yu-lin was Ti's maternal nephew, and he re-
quested to be allowed to see Ti. An emotional interview took place, and Ti
ratified the appointment as chief minister of Li Shih-chih ZH2 (d. 747). He
then gave Huo two pills to apply to parts of his body that had decayed since his
death. Huo, returning to life after seven days, rubbed on the preparation, and
the affected parts were cured. Li Shih-chih was in fact appointed chief minister
about a month later

The tradition that Ti was skilled in medicine cannot be attested by any text
attributed to him. But it is strengthened by two other anecdotes, one from early
in his career and another from near its close. In the Hsien-ch’ing B5B¥ reign
period {656-661), he was said to have used acupuncture to cure a boy with an
apparently terminal tumor of the nose. Ti then rejected the large reward of-
fered and left the scene of his success* In the second, which has a capital rather
than a provincial setting, Ti described a young scholar, Ydan Hsing-ch’ung
TEATH, as “an itemn in my medicine store not to be left out for a single cay,”
because of his ability to deliver astringent advice 1t

¥ TPKC 393, pp. 3138-19.

* TPKC 381, p. 3042, quoting Kuang { chi. For a censor’s court (it stk piian GHLBF, see Ta Tang
fiu tien FFE 7B (rpt. Tokyo: Hiroike gakuen jigyobu, 1573) 13, p. ga; Vo hus fn 5, Pp- 101—4. For L
Shih-chih F32, see CTS g, p. 15; and 99, pp. 31012,

O i chi BLAZE, by Hsiieh Yung-jo ¥R {Peking: Clung-hua, 1580} 2, pp. 14-17%; Lt shuo %8
Z (rpt. Peking: Wen-hstich ku-chi, 1955) 8, p. 3b.

" CTS 10y, p. 3177; TCTT 206, p. 5532; HTS 200, p. 5690. For anather hint that Ti may have
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How literally true some of these anecdotes were js not altogether impor-
tant; their “outer stories” are in most cases factual, for the narrative frames in
which they are set are largely compatible with what is known of Ti’s official
career® But anecdotes of this kind from the medieval period take the form of
discrete episodes, and very rarely generalize or contain more than minimal par-
enthetical information about their subjects. The recurrent theme of Ti's tough-
mindedness is therefore never explicity characterized. There i also a conspicu-
ous lack in these stories of references ta the predominant late-medieval theme
of his loyalty to the T’ang house, even though neither Kuang i chi nor Feng shih
wen chien ot was oblivious to the events and personalities surrounding the em-
press Wu and her court.1

Explored in its wider context, T’ composition en Hsiang Yii suggests chat
he was a courageous official effective both in the supernatural and administra-
tive realms. Unlike many others, he survived these confrontations victorious
and unscathed. The fact, too, that he could achieve a remarkable cure before
his official career had even begun and that as a junior official he could confront
a senior administrator means that he was, in T"ang lore, not simply the agent of
central power, but emphatically a heroic individual in his own right.

Concern for Popular Welfare

The second provincial text that purports to be from Ti Jen-chieh’s own
hand is 2 much less reliable document than his dispatch to Hsiang Ya. But
whether authentic or nog, it points 1o another aspect of his wider reputation
from early times, his concern {or popular well-being. The tex: purports to be a
memorial submission asking for tax remission for the people of P’eng-tse on the
grounds of crop failure through lack of rain.” The earliest version of it is con-
tained in the P’eng-tse county gazetteer of 1582. This also prints a note dated
1344 by a scholar of the Yiian period, Wang Kuo-fu FZg##. In this note, Wang
mentions producing a version of the text in the hand of a calligrapher, Ly [Ju-
lin] 3 [{FAK], clearly a contemporary or earlier figure '

The grounds for suspicion about the memorial’s authenticity are that it is
not mentioned in either of Ti’s official biographies, though all the other extant

!Jcen inleresni:d in mcc!icine, see TPRC 146, pp. 105253, quoting Ting ming e TR, an anecdote
mn which at Pien-chou 7¥4{ he delays his journey to his place of banishment “tq treat sickness,” buc
s hastened on by the magistrate Huo Hsien-ico.

* Dudbridge, *Yii-ch'ih Chiung,” p. 43.

1 See TPK{J 298,_p. 2374, 444, p- 3633, quoting Kuang i cht;, and Feng sitih wen chien chi 4, pp. 1, 27,
7 The text is copied into CTH 169, pp. Ba-b, under the title “Memorial Requesting the Remis-
sion of the People's Grain Tax.” See also Pleng-tse hsien chih g, P 3b.

* CTW 199, pp. 22a-b; Pag £ tumg pion BEHHES (TSCC cdn Y5, p i ; pet

9, ; -} 15, P 430, quoting Fu chai per in

TRIETRER. P trn roen son does not include this jten, s b
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memorials by Ti are either incorporated or referred to in them. Nor s it re-
ferred to in other eighth- or ninth-century compilations thar include material
about Ti. The commemorative texts written for engraving and erection at Pleng-
tse m 864 by P’i Jih-hsiu &7 Bk (ca. 834-883) and tn 1038 by Fan Chung-yen
do not mention this memorial, though the former survives only in a fragmen-
tary state.

The earliest reference to the P’eng-tse memorial would seem to be i the
Southern Sung geographical handbook i 5 chi sheng BUMIEOER, compiled by
Wang Hsiang-chih F £ with an author’s preface dated 1208, This text explains
that the Southern Sung state promoted the cult of Ti Jen-chieh at P'eng-tse: in
1137 the emperor conferred on Ti’s temple the title “Tlustrious and Upright”
{Hsien cheng BAIF). ¥y ti ok sheng also records that “in the Tien-shou PR
period (6g0—692), Tt Jen-chich had been slandered by Lai Chiin-ch’en SR {fFS,
and was banished to be magistrate of P’eng-tse.” On arrival at P’eng-tse, it
continues, Ti made a statue of the dead T’ang emperor Kao-tsung and pre-
sented twice-monthly offerings to it:

He was in this post for five years. ... The record [compased)] for his shrine
states, ... Since it had not rained for a long time, he submitted a memorial
asking for the remission of one year’s grain tax for his prefecture, Wi; Tse-
tien allowed this. In addition, he released prisoners so that they returned

[home] in due time. The people of the prefecture were moved and set upa
shrine for him,

The lateness of this, the cariiest reference to a memorial from Peng-1se,
the patently fanciful detail about T¥s offerings to a statue of Kao-tsung, and the
fact that no version of the text itself can be proven to be earlier than the Yiian
period all justify suspicion that the memorial text may have been fabricated in
the Southern Sung to amplify the cult to Ti. This amplification, in turn, rmay be
related to the Southern Sung dynasty’s need at a time of acute crisis to identify
and extol exemplary loyalty,

Despite its probable spuriousness, the P’eng-tse text articulates the theme
of Ti Jen-chieh’s concern for popular welfare that other, unquestionably ay-
thentic, texts and biographical records bear out in some detail. The early-ninth-
century anecdotal collection o Tang hsin yi KIEFTEE suggests Ti's ability to

¥ Yk & chi sheng BHIICHE (rpt. Taipei: Wenhai, 1962) 30, pp. 10b, 1za. There is valuable back-
ground information to this measure in Valerie Hansen, Changing Guds in Madizoal Ching [127-1276
{Princeton: Princeton UP, 1990} esp. pp. gg—to4. This memorial shoutd not be confused with the
request {or cessation of tax shipments from Chiang-nan that Ti made at the end of his career; see o,
61, below. A related local tradition about Ti at Peng-tse is recorded in Hu-k's hsien chik WOeEE
{1756 edn.}, rpt. in Chung-kuo  fang-chth ts'ing-sim, pp. 5012,
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cut through normal legal procedures and attitudes in order to restore c.:onficlc:nce
in government. It records that as a commissioner at Ch’i-chou 85| in present-
day Shensi, Ti encountered several hundred deserters who plur.n?lcrecl by night
and hid in the valleys by day. The prefectural and county authorities had caught
several tens of them, before Tiinterceded. He argued that “these are men wbo
have reached the end of the road. If you do not treat them lenientl;r, t‘hcre will
be disaster.” He then put clear notices on the important routes, permitting them
to confess, and had those already bound in jail released, provisionn'-ng them and
sending thermn on their way. Kao-tsung commended the policy, which was then
extended empire-wide,™
Then probably in 686, as governor of Ning-chou, Ti “brougt.lli pcace.ar.ad
harmony to Chinese and barbarian, so that the people founf:l a 5p1r?t o.f re]c):c’-r
ing. The people of the commandery engraved a stele in praise of his virtue.” 4
Early in 688, as vice-president of the Board of Works, he was one of three com-
missioners for famine relief in the provinces of Shan-tung and Ho-na‘nﬁ" Late:t
in 688, as governor of Yii-chou M|, following the abortive rebellion of Li
Chen ZEH, the prince of Yiieh #§, against the empress Wu, he pleaded ff)r
clemency for the 600-700 under prosecution and the 5,000 under thrcat of dlsl-
possession. Again, this is said to have resulted i a popular expression of grat‘l-
tude. Another stele was erected in praise of Ti, this time in Feng-chou W in
present-day Sutywan, where, after their execution had been commuu:.c]T the rel.)cls
had been banished.™ This was an intervention that concerned participants in a
purely political rebellion. Nearly a century later, when Ti ‘]cn-(%hich had be-
come a loyalist hero, this plea was to be invoked as a precedent, in an effor% to
secure clemency for collaborators in the far more destructive political rebellion
of An Lu-shan. ‘
During this same incident at Yi-chou, Ti intervened to persuade the chief
minister Chang Kuang-fu 5R3¢##, who led a force of 300,000 that crushed the
rebellion of prince Chen, not to allow looting and the massacre of thl? people. A
stele was again erected for him there, though its date is }ess certain. A latf?-
T"ang story, preserved in Liv Pin-k’o chia hua tn BB ZESEEE, records a mi-
raculous event relating to this stele and to another near it. This second stele,
which stood facing the one for Ti, commemorated the good government at Yis-
chou of the dubiously loyal Wu Shao-ch’eng 5273 (750—80g). Wu Shao-ch’eng

® TTHY 4, pp. 6364 _

* TTHYg,p. 139; TFYK 677, pp- 22b—23a; CTS Bg, p. 2887; HTS 117, p. 4252; maog. p- 644,
suggesting the date of 686. TFYK 820, p. 15b, contains the same account as 75, but with the name
of the prefecture missing, . .

® €786, p. 118. This is nor mentioned in Ti's CTS biography.

@ TTHY 4, p. 66; CTS 89, p. 2 887; TFYK'618, p. 16b; TCTC 204, p. 6452.
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was a fictive kinsman of the rebel Wu Yian-chi 2705 (d. 817}, a provincial
warlord based at Yi-chou (named Ts'ai-chou ZEM] after 762) against whom
imperial forces took the feld in the celebrated Huai-hsi HEPY campaign of 815-
817. In the course of this campaign, a series of portents had taken place at Ts'ai-
chou. Then finally: “The Wu stele sweatec| and turned to clay, while the stele for
Ti [ Jen-chieh] remained as before.”» Engraved steles, this anecdote suggests,
had supernatural properties. If, like the text for Wu Shao-ch’eng, they com-
memorated men contaminated by association with rebellion, they might, when
imperial authority was reasserted, dramatical ly and spentaneously decay. A
monument to a man of true uprightness and loyalty, like Ti Jen-chieh, on the
other hand, was unatfected by such corrosive forces.
There are further examples of Ti Jen-chieh’s concern for popular welfare.

As prefect of Wei-chou B! in present-day Hopei in 696-647, a tenure that
followed his magistracy at P’erig-tse, Ti encouraged the people to continue nor-
mal farming activities in the face of the Khitan threat, rather than force them to
withdraw to the towns, as his predecessor in office had done. The people erected
a stele and built a shrine for him.* In a memorial submitted in 668 as overall

commander in Ho-pei Ik, Ti asked for special clemency for the people in his
Jurisdiction, then under threat from barbarian power to the north and in a state
of disaffection towards Chinese dynastic authority.* In one of a number of in-

stances in which he asked for clemency for individuals, finally, T pleaded suc-

cessfully for the life of Li K'ai-ku Z2#4(E], a junior Khitan general who defected

to the Chou and later gave valuable service to the dynasty. The empress Wu

expressed gratitude to Ti at a banquet in 700, the last year of his life.”?

It is of course difficult to assess these successive testimonies to Ti’s concern
for clemency and popular welfare, There was, even among his contempaoraries,
and certainly later, cynicism about the attitudes behind the erection of steles in

“ TTHY 4, p. G6; CTS By, p. 2887, TFYK 674, pp. 15b—168; TCTC 204, p. 6453. Paz &' trung pien
5: P- 117, quokes Fang pei fu ZREEEE that a stele ar Yi-chou had a text by Yiian T'ung-li JTiH#S
written out by Tang Fu 878, and that it was reerected in 787. For the sequel, see Liw Pin-k's chia fua
fn BV EEPEIEH (TSCC ecln.) by Wei Hsiin R#], preface dated 856, . 6. This anecdote may be
deficient: the text continues, “Before ten days were up a eunuch envoy arrived and erazed Han
[Y@'s] ¥ [®) composition, reengraving with an altered ftext].” For the background to Han Yiu's
text commemorating the victory in Huai-hsi, and its replacement by one by Tuan Wen-ch'ang
E¥3Z 8, see Charles Hartman, Han Yii and the Tang Search for Unity (Princeton: Princeton ULP, 1486),
Pp. 83-84, 261-62. For Wu Shao-ch'eng and Wu Yiian-chi, see CTS 145, Pp- 394552 For the
change of name from Yii-chou to Ts'ai-chou, see CTS 18, p. 1434.

= TTHY 4, p. 66; WYYH 877, pp. 30-6a, Feng Su 1B7E; TFYX 688, pp- 13b—14a; B20, p. 15b. The
Tu-ku Ssu-chuang HHLEFH named here may be the same person as Tu-ku Chuang IR, for
whase notorious cruelty see TPEC 267, PP. 209495, quodng Ch'ne yeh o 'ien trad,

# THY 77, p. 1414; WYYH 6g4, pp. ga-b; TFIE 312, pp. 21b—22b. See also the next section.

# CTS 8y, p. 2893, TCTC 208, p. 6547,
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praise of local administrators.” At a time when disaffection in various sectors of
society was taken as a serious threat, Ti’s concerns may have been as much a
matter of political calculation as of real solicitude. But the number of recorded
monuments for him was unsurpassed in the documentation provided by Chix
Tang shu and other sources for any other late-seventh-century official. Even
among a largely illiterate population, the display of these widely dispersed texts,
with the supernatural powers that tradition accorded them, must surely have
spread his fame.

Memarials to the Empress
The remaining texts transmitted as the works of Ti Jen-chich all derive
(rom the final stage of his career, when he served in high court or field-com-
mand posts. This last phase of his life has given rise not only to the tradition of
his loyalty to the T’ang but also to a rich body of lore, much of it patently
{anciful yet of great charm. The court in the final years of the empress Wu's
reign was a very different environment from the provincial world of turbulent
local spirits or disaffected populations in need of protection. Yet, refrac'ted
through hearsay and storytelling, it appealed no less vividly to T’ang tradition.
From 697, the court was dominated by the notorious favorires Chang Ch’a:ng-
tsung 7 B 5% and Chang I-chih 38 527 , who stood for unprecedented dissipa-
tion and frivolity, and by the empress Wu's nephews, the politically ambitious
Wu princes. Several of the stories about Ti from this period involve his con-
fronting the Changs or the Wu princes and showing, through his quick wittedness
and exemplary self-restraint, his superiority over them
The texts by Ti that survive from this period, six in number, are, however,

untouched by such lore. Four are policy recommendations and were transcribed
into official compilaticns, probably at an early date. The remaining twe, less
directly political in content, were engraved in stone in the final year of Ti’s life.
In the search for the real Ti Jen-chich, this small group of surviving works plays
a central role. Three in particular strongly suggest that Tt was not the resolute
T’ang loyalist that later tradition held him to be.

# CTWzoy, p. 75, by Sung Ching; TFYK820, p. 15a. The rules for erecting steles to commemo-
rate good government, involving a report and investigation at plmna‘al 11_3\-"&1' and a rljlel‘ncn’lil] to
the throne, are in Tang fix ten 4, p. 32a. See also TCTC 206, p. G540, lorbidding erection of stele
without an imperial order.

# For two of the most vivid anecdotes concerning Ti a1 court, see TPRC 313, pp. 247879, quot-
ing ¥4 £ang hnen hua TEREMHEH; Chi i di, in Ru hano-shuo tr'ung-Kan g7 /N30 MEF] (Peking: F]hung—hua,
1980} 2, p. g. {In a note reprinted for this text, Cheng Chen-to ﬁﬂﬁg states that this story was
made intc a tra-chii @ play by the Ch'ing writer Ch'iu Lien ZER); Lai shuo 8, pp. 20b—22a; Shieo fu
15, pp- 7b—8a, “Chi ts'ui ch'iv” 2.
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The four policy memerials form a homogeneous group. In them, T Jen-
chieh urged the unwisdom of expansion beyond the traditional borders of China
and the folly of grandiose religious building projects. Just over a decade after
Ti’sdeath, in che first years of Hstian-tsung’s reign, these principles were among
the ideals of particular concern to a group of senior officials, some of them
historians, led by Ti’s former political ally Yao Ch’ung k22 and by Suug Ching
KRIR. Their appeal to this group in turn may explain their incorporation inte
the official records,™

"The first memorial was submitted late in 697. Its background was the threat
to dynastic power gathering on China's northeastern borders. From 646, first
the disaffected Khitan, and then the Turks under the leadership of Mo-ch’o
BABR, made incursions iuto the northeastern plain, and at the same time tried
actively to intervene in dynastic politics. Both groups were involved in the suc-
cession crisis of 696-698. Both prociaimed their preference for the Li-T*ang
dynasty over the Wy-Chou, Ti, from being governor of Wei-chou, had been
appointed overall commander of Yu-chou, with headquarters at madern Peking
From there he had been brought back to court with the post of vice-president of
the Chancellery (fuan t'ai shin lang EBEIERN). His advice on the northeastern
frentier therefore had the benefit of first-hand experience,

This first memorial is a plea to abandon expansionist aims in both the far
west and the northeast. Ti drew Up arguments from history for a policy that
required China to remain within her traditional borders. He argued that che

“Four Garrisons” of Kucha, Khetan, Kashgar, and Tokmak should be aban-

doned and that the An-tung Z2H protectorate in the northeast should be en-
trusted to the Korean kingdom of Kao-jj =i Describing the possession of
unproductive foreign territory as extravagant and vainglorious, he cited the Han
emperors Yiian JT, who had disengaged from the commandery of Chu-yai Bijs
in Hainan in 47 B¢ and Hsijan H, who had abandoned Chii-shih HHN in present-
day Sinkiang to the Hsiung-nu &4¥ in 64 sc.

As well as oceurring in Chiu Tang shu and T5% i ytian kuei, commissioned in
1005, this memorial is included in War yiian ying hua, commissioned in 982, and
Tang wen t5"i, completed in ro11. It is given in the same form in all four, and
there are only minor, single- or two-character variations in the texts. Both Chiu
Tang shu and Ts'¢ fi Jiar kuet give the memorial the same narrative frame, and

“ These cancerns are listed in Yao Ch’ung’s B4 “Shih shib yao shuo” +HES for which ses
HTS14,p. 4383, and CTW 206, pp. 14a-h. Other cancerns that Yao lists include irregularities in the
court, favoritism, excessive power in the hands of imperial relatives and the danger of too intimate
a relationship between sovereign and high ministers, a! of which play a part in the Ti stary. See also

the note in Po Chip-i's poem “The Old Man of Hsin-feng with the Bent Arm,” Po Chii-1 hi 5 ERiE
{Peking: Chung-hua, 1979}, p. G2.
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relate that Ti also submitted a memerial asking for the abolition of the An-tung
protectorate, the restoration of the Korean kingdom of Kao-li as a T’ang
dependent state, and the cessation of tax shipments from Chiang-nan. The
memorial also occurs in a longer form in T"ang hui yao, completed in 961, where
it is given an almost certainly inaccurate date and a more specific context. In
this version, Ti’s arguments were countered in a long statement by the court
scholar Ts'ui Jung Z2 73k &

The second memorial is a plea, dated late in 698, for a special act of le-
niency towards the people of Ho-pei.™ In that year, the situation with th‘e Turks
reached a crisis: Mo-ch’, resentful at having been offered a Wu prince in .mar-
riage to ane of his daughters instead of z Li prince, invaded Ho-pei. Chmesc?
armies were at first unsuccessful against him. Only in the ninth month, after Li
Hsien had been declared heir-apparent, was the Chou dynasty able to muster
enough forces to deter the Turks andl force their retreat. The heir-apparent did
not lead the armies in person; this task fell rather to Ti Jen-chieh, and Ti’s
memorial was submitted when he held field command in Ho-pei, The memorial
is the first composition by Ti that contains evidence for his attitude to the Chou.

The third memorial also concerned the northeastern frontier [t was prob-
ably submitted in 6qg, after Ti returned to Lo-yang from his Ho-pei field com-
mand. In it, Ti asked for the dismissal of Hsiieh Na E¥3, who had been ap-
pointed protector general of An-tung in 698, the abolition of the An-tung pro-
tectorate, and the restoration of Kao-li in Korea as a dependent state. T lik-
ened the possession of territory in the east to having a serpent in one’s hand. He
again cited the examples of the Han emperors Yian and Hsiian, who had aban-
doned far-off conquered territory.

This third memorial is unique among the four because it is not contained

fi 8q, pp. 288g~91; THY 93, pp. 1 26—y, TFYK g1, pp. i3a-14b; WYYH 6aq, pp._Ba-B_b;
TWTCZ}'?pg gf—lob;g?_gft‘ 206,? 6%?24; Sii W. L. Guisso, Wi Tie-r'ien and the Poli{ic.r of ILegtkmanan
tn Tang China (Bellingham: Western Washington, 1978), pp. 14443, a:nd notes. Dc_ms Twitchett, ed.,
The Cambridge History of Ching: Suf and Tang Clina 589-906 {Cambrldge: C:ambrldgc UP, 1979) 3
part &, p. 3i1. The THY text differs substantially from the other versions in two respects. I"i:*st, it
places the memorial in the context ol a court discussion abeyt tlhe value of retaining the “Four
Garrisons” recaptured by the general Wang Hsiao-chich F2£E in fig2 (see TCTL 205, pp. 64@7—
88}. It then has a long discusssion by T5'ui Jung %8 2 historizn of the vight (yu shik %) opposing
Ti's position, for which sec also WYTH 769, pp. Bb—12a. Second, the text jtsell diflers, mc.luclmg a
citation from ¥em igh fun EXEH absent from the other five versions. The THY date of 693 COnﬂIIC{S
with the posts mentioned, since Ti jen-chieh, according to CTS 89, p. 2889, ‘was appointed vice:
president of the Chancellery only in 697, while Ts'ui Jung was historian of the right probably o_nly in
the late Bgos, see CTS gy, P- 2996, and Denis Twitchett, “A Confucian’s Vie»\:r of the Taxation of
Commerce: To'ui Jung’s Memorial of 703," BSOAS 36 {1973}, pp. 429—45. For Ti's references to Han
histary, see TCTC 28, pp. 02-5, and 25, pp. 827-29.

r" r()J(Tz"Sl':!g, P 2892;[;%-1?’77,' PP- t414~15; TFYK 312, pp. 21h—azh; WYTH 6g4, p. 11a; TCTE 208,
p. B336.
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in Ti's Chiu Pang shu biography or in 75% Ju yiian kuei, but in the early-ninth-
century T’ung tien, in Tang huci yag, and in an early-Sung geographical treatise,
entided 7 ai-p’ing huan yii chi KFEEFE. The most plausible explanation for
the separate transmission of this memorial would seem to be that it was col-
lected by Liu Chih #[¥X, the compiler of the wastitutional compendium Cheng
tien B, before the loss of Ti Jen-chieh’s works during the An Lu-shan rebel.
lion. Liu Chih is believed to have advocated the same radjcal separation of the
Chinese and barbarian worlds that this memorial argued. From Cheng tien, Ti's
text would then have been copied into Tung tien, in the slightly condensed form
in which it is now represented there and, in a fuller version, into the Hid yao
B2 of SuMien BR. Becausé to some extent it repeated the argument and
content, even to the use of the same historical allusions, of the first memorial, it
may not have been considered worth including alongside it in Ti's Chay Tang
shu biography and in Ti%  Jie yiian kuet. It is almost certainly one of the memorials
referred to in the biography’s narrative remarks following the first memorial. It
is also the only one of Ti’s four extant memorials that Ssu-ma Kuang omitted
from Tzu chik Cung chien b
The fourth memorial, submitted just weeks before Tt’s death in late 700,
attacked a proposal to exact a special tax on Buddhist clergy to meet the cost of
a large statue of the Buddha. It is one of several memorials submitted by offi-
cials from this perjod protesting against expenditure on Buddhjst projects. The
text is contained in Ti’s Chix Tang shu biography, in Ti’  fu_yiian kuer, in Tang wen
ts%u, and in Tang hut yao. The Tang hui yao version is shorter by a few sentences,
The T3 fu yisan kuet and Chiy Tang shu versions agree but for single- or two-
character variations that do not affect the sense. A later Buddhist source, the
Yian-dynasty /o tou £ gi tung tsar SR FF(CE#E, contains a condensed version
of the text and states that the statue was for the Pai-ma (5 & slope.®
It is the second memorial, then, pleading for compassion in Ho-pei, that is
tmportant to the argument of this article, for it contains an explicit statement of
Ti’s attitude to the Chou dynasty. As well as being contained in his Chiy Tang
shu biography, the memorial is also entered in 7% fi; yiian kuet, Wen yiian ying hua,

“ TT 186, pp. 5019-20; THY 73, pp. 1318-19; Tai-p'ing huan wi chi KE®T (Hung-hsing
shan-fang, 8os) 173 PP- 11b—12b . For Hsiteh Na's appointment as protector general of An-tung,
see CT8 g3, p. 2964, and TCTC 206, pp. 6534-35. The THY version is the longest, but erronecusly
has Hsiteh Jen-kuei BR{~ 9, Hsiieh Na’s father, who had died in 683, instead of Hsiieh Na. For Liy
Chih's inwplicit views on sino-barbarian relations, in his brother Liu K'uang's B8 text “Wu clik
HIE,” see Lir:n-shang Yang, “Historical Notes an the Chinese World Ovder,” in John King Fairbank,
ed., The Chinsie World [ {Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard UP, 1568), pp. 3, 5730; and 77 200, Pp.
5498—502. This involves assuming that “Wu chih” was incorporated inta Liu Chih’s Clieng fian,

M €TS8y, p. 2893-04; THY 49, p. b57;, TFYK 327, PP- 2th—23a; TWT 27, p. 10b; TCTC 207,

PP
054950, Fo tou & tar Fung chi (Taishg edn) 1, p. 584c.
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and Tang hui yao. The texts, however, vary significantly. .The Ts’e fiu yiian k:ez
version contains a paragraph that is omitted fron'{ the Chiu T ang shu, ’Pwri . t;:
ae, and Wen ytian ying hua versions. This paragraph includes a statcmcnt, in whic

)”'I'i ::lcarly commits himself to the Chou dynasty in preference to the T’ang. The

passage reads:

The people are like water. If you block it, it forrf'ns poois. If yoF channel it, ft
forms rivers. That it should pass through barriers or follow in a cl,lrn:ncti is
not [automatically] part of its unvarying nature. .Let me use the T”aingHz:
nasty as an illustration, for “the mirror of Yin B is not far dlstarft. rn o
pei and Ho-nan at the ume when there there were labor ‘]cwcs or e
{construction of ] the Kung-ling #5 [mausoieum for ﬂ.wf helr-apparen.t i
Hung =7, who nad died suddenly in 675], thve autho'ntlcs used coercion,
and their harshness went beyond the regulations. Tiles and stones were
thrown down in disorder, and in an instant [the laber force} had ﬂe;l away.
Surely this was because their strength was exhausted and they had . Ecome;
resentful, and had lost their fear of what the documents of punis mer?

might bring. But men are not all of this category. Fortunately, we expeg-
enced the setting aside of the T’ang, and now tht? Great Chou has made
men pure again. If we were to lack the gracious [virtues of] ol;(:c}mpassmn
and reciprocity, how could we open the road lor self-renewal?%

Here then is an indication that Ti Jen-chieh, at least in his public pro-
nouncements, was an open supporter of the Chou d).(nasty, There ar.e, 100, fa‘c-
tors in the situation that Ti analyzed in this memorial that malke his cqmmzlt-
ment the more significant. These concern the role ‘that Ho-pei played in prlc-
cisely the issue over which later tradition accorded Ti t}.xe fullest honors, namely
the restoration of Li Hsien to the heir-apparency late in 6g8. ‘

The memorial states that in 675, the year when the Kung-ling mauso!eund'l
for the heir-apparent Li Hung had been constructed, thv': tabor force had 22;6
and anti-T’ang sentiment had Alared among the population of Ho-nan and Ho-

% The episode of the Kung-ling mausoleum for Li Hung, the heir-apparent, who died z;:ldinf));
in 675, is confirmed in C75 86, p. 2830; LHY a1, ]:u.r 41 ;d:f—‘::_, C('3nhlnn %ﬁél:;:r;:i :sn ha 'g,ther
i lashed with Ti, a consistent advocate o moderation i 5 ‘
canlstr:uft;:: ’CEI%SBQ p- 2886. A satellite burial at Kung-ling is mentioned in C"KS’ 85, p. _E:l 16, Ku-ni
fing v Kou-shih, east of Lo-yang, near Mount Sung, and becarne 2 fﬂVD_I'{lE area for the empre:
1\:’:'15 i‘:lat;lenﬁna.l ycarslof the seventh century; see below, “Engraved Cc;igg;gr;{ .‘@T,%c @ﬁm&r;;
“Hsi i -t1 Jui e chi” i, is
rative stele for the mausoleum, “Hsiao-ching huang-ti jui tg Ry A
‘ang T#H in-shih is' pi 8ag edn.} 58, p. 4b, and Ym-shih sien . =
Clvang  ed., Chin-shik &'l pien STIZEHR (1 e
} fang-clah ts'ung-shu 27, pp. 25b—29h. For ung )
it larly Cfm&!‘*’"‘{ ; have murdered him may have derjved
Fior (o . 6377. The tradition that the empress Wy may have mu 1
fi Ljol\z %E&%?an is contained in ek hou chin chuan IHRF M, for which see below at n. 167 and
x{lobr:rt Dien, “The Use of the 264 ko chia chuan as a Historical Source,” HJAS 34 {174), p- 234
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pei from which it had been drawn, It does not point out, however, that by the
final decade of the century, their attitude o the T'ang had been reversed, a
change brought about in part by the conduct of the Wy princes in military
campaigns against the barbarians to the north. Wu San-ssu and Wy, Vo-; e,
who were commissioned in 696 to resist the threat, had both proved ineffectual
It was against this background, of a Chinese pepulation in Ho-pei made restive
by military incompetence and brutality, that Ti Jen-chich had been appointed
governor of Wei-chou in 6g6. In 697, when Ti was still governor of Wei-choy,
the situation had further deteriorated: Wu I-tsung FBx= } g behaved with
extreme crueity against the Chinese population of Ho-pei, and Ti Jen-chiech
must have come close 1o witnessing his excesses. ™

The low standing of the Wu cfan in He-pei also affected popular attitudes
nhearer the capital, When the newly invested heir-apparent Li Hsien was putin
nominal charge of the campaign late in 668, the Iong-standing problem in mus-
tering troops was said immediately to have been solved.” Ti was put in overall
command of the resulting forces, and led them in the f
that he submitted his memorial,

The Ho-pei Population for which Ti now asked for special leniency had
therefore changed from jts carlier anti-T"ang outlook to an anti-Chou, pro-
Tang, attitude, Tt is therefore surprising that Ti should have included in his
plea for leniency 2 reference to the anti-T’ang Kung-ling riots of 675 and an

eld. It was in this context

The 75 fu yiian kusi Paragraph of the memorial is 5o strikingly at odds with
Ti’s accepted Ieputation as an advocate of T"ang restoration that further analy-
sis of its origin and transmission should be undertaken, Teis particularly impor-

% Wu San-ssu and Wu Yy bath held high cornmand jn Ho-pei and wers ineflectual; see TCTT
205, p. 6508, for Wu Sao-ssu; and CTS 1998, p. 5351, TCIC 205, p. 6507, for Wu Yu-i. For Wu I-
tsung’s cruelty see TTHY o, P- 33 €18 101, p. 3154, biography of Wang Ch'iu-li ki C73 183,
P- 4737;: CT5 1874, p. 4884, second biography of Wang Ch'iu-li; THY 45 P 744; 55, pp. g67-68;
TFYR 459, p. 258; TCTC 206, pp. 6522, 6535, which mentions the appointment of Wy, 1-tsung and
Wu Yu-kuei. For Wa L-tsung's cowardice, see alsg W'ao-yek ch'ion &ai, quoted by TPKC 254, pp.
1978-7g; TTHY 2, p, 33.

¥ Guisso, Wa Tie-t'um, pp. 145-46; TCTC 206, p. 6534. The story is alsa in Ch'a yeh ch'ien tsai,
queted by TPRC 277, p. 216, see also TCTTC 206, p. 6528, and in TTHY 1,p. 33,
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The fact that the Ts'e fu prian kuet version is the fullest str:ongly suggests Lhat‘
its editors drew it from a source prior to the Chit T%ang shu blog.raphy of Ti. F‘m
o ; an editorial and compilatory discipline that emphasized the copying
‘thmir's ‘{";:;al d;)cumenls. Copying, moreover, if not verbatim, tended to involve
:ernlcﬁ'a:dng or condensing, rarely if ever, expanding In this tradition, fthetl;ei?er::
fuller versions almost certainly mean earlier oncs. There a.rc.g‘rf:mnds 0}1; . t:;f -
ing that it this case the fuller source was one of three possibilities: the shah- u
lf;'&g or Veritable Records, for the reign of the empress Wu, completed in 716; an
inc;c endent collection of exemplary memorials compiled before t.ht‘,‘ cl?angelm
litl;::al climate made the survival of pro-Chou statcmt‘er:ts less .llkely, or c_ie
fhoe 759 kuo-shifh B35, or National History, b)./ Wei Shu ZE3ifi a]:lfi}fall;\ﬂ?:iﬂ]fé
which spanned this period. Though no certain a.nswe.r as to whic ?l i e
sources contained the original memorial is possible, it seems that the ba.
abili 7
pmbz‘)b:tt:eitc;: 2]: ?!Tis{}i]: t;i!;t T’ang official historians would very pmbal?ly
have pll:med critical policy memorials of this kind il'.l the ske}’z-é'u’sl :am nazratll:i
under the date on which they were submitted. wa:lenc:c th,a[ this was r guthc
T’ang practice 15 as follows: a remark, from late.r in the Tang, ;:{:t;ﬂ;@trbg
official historian Ling-hu Huan 4348, the CDmpllelj ci Tai-tsung s t—l i :f
§#, for not including 2 memorial attacking Yiian Tsai ‘mik‘ by Yen C en-c 1:g
ﬁ’ﬁfﬁl Yen Chen-ch’ing’s death did not occur ur?.tll 784, ‘zmd his bl(:‘JgTap ,y
should therefore have been entered under that year in tl‘m shifi-tu I"tcrr.'I‘::u-tsunil f
successor, the Te-tsung shik bu TR5R B §%. But the shih-lu bmgraphy, ‘1f it waslrﬁrlloﬂt
eled on his ksing-chuang fTHR or on his epitaph, both o.F which sur.wlvc, wou m:sc
in any case have contained the full text of .ch’s pohq—z memorials, sllnct:; e
were too long. The remark does, however, imply th_at it was a;cccptc tha i
portant critical memorials should be entered in full in a shh-fu’s narrative a
i were submitted.® o
pom;r:zlllt:;ot: ?’1 the shh-fu of policy mcmorials.on issue.s about whlc]; Fll:t;l;-
ans felt keenly would also explain how groups Ot. them, hike Fhose to v.lr d‘llC.‘l ls
submissions belong, survived in 5% fu yiian kuet, whose editors wou SI-mPiz
have retrieved them from successive shih-{u and g.roupcd them by ;z;tegorlcls; i
their compendium. Inctusion of memorials in shif-fi, morft(.)vclli, e psi t{;x:as "
why the role of official historian under the T’ang was as politically sensitiv

t orials concerned was probably that on direct access to the
imperialr iiiicﬁ heereuelulinirn 766. Itis referred to indirectly in Yer's lumg-dtggrig? by Yin
Lizlljng &pﬁ and in his epitaph by Ling-hu Huan $100; see Yo Lu bung t;.\‘iﬁ‘! be: é%,_s ptpﬂ,3 > 3,592-
The textis contained in Tén Li kung wen chi 2, pp. 2bgb; TFYK 546, pp. 10b-12h, ,

94; and TCTC 224, pp. 718990,
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was. For to include a submission critical of the attitudes of a recently dead soy-
ereign was to inflict grave embarassmeut on his son, the reigning emperor. Yet,
viewed in the context of medieval historiography and it ideals, it seems a wholly
reasonable provision. It was, moreover, followed by Ssu-ma Kuang in his great
chrenicle, though considerations of space led Ssu-ma drastically to condense
his texts. Thus Ssu-ma, perhaps even fellowing the shifr-fu for the empress Wu's
reign itself, incorporates three of Ti’s four memorials in his narrative,
Moreover, less directly, numbers of outspoken policy memoriajs from pre-
cisely this era, by otherwise ohscure officials, are now included in the feh thuan
SIH section of Chiy Tang shu, where in some cases they are given minimal
biographical scttings. This seems to imply that, though their memerials had
been preserved, no standar -form biographies for the authors concerned were
available to the historians. Ti’s near contemporary Hsin T'i-p’i 32875 is an
example of this. His Chsu Tang shu biography consists essentially of two memo-
rials. Both are harsh criticisms of over-expenditure on Buddhist buildings. The
first was submitted in 708, the second in 710.% Another cxample, particularly
relevant to the question of Ti Jen-chich’s T’ang loyalism, is provided by another
otherwise obscure official, Su An-heng $XE45 . His Chiu Tang shu notice con-
sists almost entirely of the text of three memorials submitted in 701, 702, and
703. The first two are the most outspeken of surviving attempts to induce the
empress Wu to abdicate in favor of the heir-apparent and restore the T’ang
dynasty. The third was an attempt to defend Wei Yian-chung #TE from
wrongful punishment by the notorious Changbrothers. Later historians, realiz-
ing the importance of these memorials, may have taken them from the shif-ly
and provided them with the short biographical frames that they now have,»
Ti Jen-chieh’s H 0-pei memaorial, maoreover, is by no means the only case of
a memorial text existing in full form in the s’ fus yiian kuei and in shorter form in
the Chiz Tang shu biography of its author. There are similar examples in the first
of Hsin T't-p’’s and Su An-heng’s memorials and in others by Huan Yen-fan fa
ZH, one of the “Five Princes,” and a figure politically close to Tt Jen-chieh,”
and Wei Yian-chung™ A likely source from which the 7% Ju yiian kuei editors

drew the full forms of these menmorials is the shik-# for the reign of the empress
Wu.

™ For Hsin Tip't's memorials, see CTS 104, pp. 315558, THY 48, p. 850, WIrTH 698, p. Ga;
TFYK 545, pp. 4a—7b, for the fust; CTS 101, pp, 3158-61; TTar, pp, 556-57; TFIK 545, PP 7h11a,
for the second,

" For Su An-heng’s three memorials, see (i) ¢TS5 1874, pp. 4879-80; WITH 594, pp. th—3a;
TFYK 544, pp. 42~6a. Part of° this memoerial is also included in THY 43, p. By1; () CTS 874, pp.
488081, WYTH 604, pp. 3242 TFYE 544, pp. 6b~8a; (iti) CT5 1874, pp. 4881-83; WY¥H 6qy, Ep-
3b—4b; TFYK 8ys, Pp. 20b-22b. A narrative frame similar to that of his €75 biography and a brief
accaunt of owo of the three memorials is alsoat TTHY 2, pp, 2526,
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The second possible source for Ti%s Ho-pei memorial was an independent
collection of monitory memorials, compiled befere the change in climate made
it uniikely that pro-Chou sentiments like those it contained would have éur-
vived. The most likely work heve is Tang ming ch’en tsou i B A E %, compiled
by the long-serving official historian Wu Ching 2%, who lived ‘thljough tl'fe
events concerned. This work is not entered in the Chix Tang shu b1bl1og_rap}{1c
treatise, and was therefore probably completed after 722 But‘ Wu Chmg,. its
compiler, had served under the empress Wu. He also took partin the compila-
tion of both versions of the shit-fu for the empress. He mlght have been ex-
pected to have preserved the whole text of pro-Chou mcmona:ls, rather than FO
have excised pro-Chou sentiment from them. Wu Ching believed stror.lgly in
meonitory memorials and later urged their importance on Hsiian-tsung h},rnselﬂ
His compilation cannot be ruled out as the source for the full form of Ti’s Ho-
pei memorial. ™ .

The third possible source, the fuo-shif presented to Su-tsung 1759, was 130
chiian in length and covered the whole of the T"ang to 759. It certainly contal.necl
an account of the dramatic events of the period 696-700, zmd. equally certainly
included a biography of Ti himself. Its principal compiler, Wei Shu, had started
his career in the middle of the K’ai-yiian period, at a time when scholaljs such as

Yiian Hsing-ch’ung, who had served the empress and known Ti‘]en-chu.:h, were
still in high office. Wei Shu’s kuo-shik survived into the Sung and was avallablf: to
the T5’e fit yiian kuet compilers. There is, however, a persuasive .argumcn.t against
accepting 1t as the source of the 7% fi yiian kuei full texts.of le’S I’-Iu-pel memo-
rial and other full-form memorials, such as those by Hsin T'i-p't, S.u An-heng,
Huan Yen-fan, and Wei Yiian-chung Recent research has cor‘wincmgly s.hown
that the present Chix Tang shu represents Wei Shu’s kuo-shik without s:gmﬁca:?t
textual alteration. The condensation that can be detected in the present Cf‘uu
T'ang shu text, not only in the cases of these memorials but also in narrative
passages of Ti’s biography analyzed below, must ha.vc been dor.le, not t.oy the
Clan Tang shu editors in the tenth century, but by Wei Shu and Liu Fang in the

" Huan Yen-fan has twe surviving memorials: one, concerning the impeachment of Chang Ch’z}ng—
1sung, is in CT8 gt, p. 2927, where it has the introductory sentences rem,:ved_. The fuller {'qrm isin
TFIK. 544, pp- 8a-b. The second, submitted soon after the T‘ang restoration, is not present in TFrK
but is surr,:marized in THY 52, pp. go7-8, and quoted in partin T7 21, p. 541. CT3 g, p. 2929,
closely follows THY. o _

» F}:or Wei Yian-chung, see TFI'K 331, pp. t5h—14b; his biography at CTS g2, p. 2954; and TCTC

208, p. 6615, o .
i ing ok’ i . 1624. Tor Wu Ching's meimorial

™ For this, the Tang ming oh'en tsou by Wu Ching, see HTS Go, p. 1624 i
au admonition to Hsitan-tsung, see 475 133, pp. 4526-28; CTW g8, pp. 14a-16b. The mem(}nal
mentions Hsin 1°-p’i and Chang Ting-kuei 383EH: for whom see n. 135, below, as exemplary
admonishers early in Hsilan-tsung’s reign,
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mid-eighth century. It is thus unlikely that Wei Shu’s histo
from which the 7% fi ydan kuet editors drew the full versj
Ho-pei memorial or other comparable submissiong »

The shih-fu for the ernpress Wu, then, or else an independent collection of
memorials made by one of its compilers, is the most likely source for T; Jen-
chieh’s full memorial, It 1s as well, therefore, to recall the background and author-
ship of the shik-fu. It had first been compiled in 706, under the supervision of
Wu San-ssu, Wei Yian-chung, and others and had been approved by Chung-
tsung. This version may be assumed to have been favorable to the Chou dy-
» OT at the very least not hostile to them. But the final

Ty was the source
on of Ti Jen-chieh’s

st years of Hstian-tsung’ reign made a
revision on political grounds desirable. This was undertaken by a small com-
mission consisting of Wu Ching and Liu Chih-ch; #1515 7 Both these scholars
had served under the empress Wu in the final years of her reign. Though they
certainly felt hostile towards some of the central political figures of that periad,
they probably had little of the resent

that was later to develop, Indeed Yao Ch'ung, who submitted a request that
they be rewarded, was particularly devoted to her”

These historians were, therefore, more likely to be concerned with the policy
content of Ti’s memorials than with Tis attitude to dynastic loyalty. They would
thus have been prepared to respect the expression of loyalty to the Chou that Ti
had inctuded in his plea for leniency in Ho-pei. Indeed Liu Chih-chi had strong
convictions precisely against trimming historical documentation for contempo-
rary political purposes that altering Ti’s pro-Chou stance would have entailed.”
For this commission to have left T1's statement unaltered in their shif-fu of 716
was fully consonant with their political and schalarly orientation.

Whichever work was the original full source, it is certain to have been an

™ Denis Twitchett, The Whiting of Gfficial Hutory under the Tang {Cambridge: Cambridge ULP, 1gga),
The complicated sequence of events behing the Tang shu by W Ching, Wei Shu, and Liu Fang is
described in pp. 171-87. See also the chart entjtled “Filiation of the Various Tang National Histo-
ries,” on p. 165.

™ Ibid. pp. 13234, provides a full set of references. The first version of the shih-lu was directed
Wu San-ssu, Wej Yisan-chung, and Chy Ch'in-ming {7289, The compilers included Liw Chih.
chi. For the revised version commussioned from Liu Chih-chi and Wy Ching and submitted shortly
after Jui-tsung’s death in 716, see ibid., anl references. Tt was said to have covered the period 684
705. Penelope Herbert, “A Hawk among Rabbits: An Appraisal of the T'ang Chief Minister Li Lin-
fu.” in Nuneme Chaly Hakushi Kinen Ronshi Kankokai Henshi [inkai Fﬂiﬁﬂﬂﬁjﬂe*&:ﬁ
%ﬂﬁﬂﬁnﬁﬁﬁﬁ, eds., T dfia ns i to shakoi F 7 o 7 Dk & AW (Tokyo: Kyiiko syoin, 1gg0),
P- 7, points out that relatives of the empress still served in the K'aj-yiian peniod.

" Yao Ch'ung, CTS 96, pp. 302023, THY 64, PP- 1094-95; TFYK 622, pp. 1ob—11a.

? He had expressed his ideas in Shik Pung just six years carier; see Shik Vung tung shik 3055
{Taipe:: Li-jen, 1980} 7, pp. 190—gg.
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early-eighth-century compilation, one that ac.ceptefj Ti‘s.' c.ommit(;ncnt tot::e
Chou dynasty with a detachment that later editors, identifying an gror.no f
him as the greatest T ang loyalist of his time, found unacr:cptablc ut l:n }:-zal
serving Ti's original wording, the editors cnsure_cl thata major clgefas to his !
attitude was preserved. Moreover, the absence in 75’ fu yian kuei o any T;;nsu
rial by Tiasking for the restoration of the T‘ang., co.mpar.able o _tzosc ini by
An-heng, means that no such memori?tl by Ti exxslied in offici » F:;)}lrcnc_(.:hieh
reasonable, therefore, to conclude that in the Ho-pei crisis of 6g tl‘.]e hich
was indeed openly committed to the Chou and was prepare.d to ::xtc;i 1t!.1'¢::.)suSe "
ally superior to the T’ang, He clearly envisaged no change in dynastic

the foreseeable future.

Engr?lfrfocjt?liitta:lspositions, each very different but both from the last year of
his life and both preserved through engraving in stone, add weight 2{;{ tl,lc arf:t-
ment that Ti Jen-chieh was a committed mcn‘lt?er of the empress ) u’s COOSi;
The first of these to be written is his only surviving poem. Th.ls brie com? o
tion dates from the time when he enjoyed the hlshest esteem in the eyre:; o ne
empress. It concerns not the political world domlr?a.ted by the threa:l:) ar ar
ian invasion, but rather the world of the court at leisure, s.‘?duced, as ; ¢ crlr‘lp‘ous
herself began to fail in health, by Taoist images of longevlty.and b)f t le re cli?nce
environment of Mount Sung, east of Lo-yang, W".lth od'lfar cplgraphllf; e\nt e .
it proves that Ti followed the empress faithfully in her journeys to Moun g
i e.

; Sc?ﬁ:ﬁﬁi:ﬁ of 700 the court made a progress to the recently complclted
San-yang = Palace near the mountain. This was t.he newest of afs}t:ccesst:on
of grandicse buildings that the empress had ordered in the courseho er Ir:.f;l;
and it expressed the changed climate of her final Zzgears on the”t r(:in;. s
Taoist in conception. A building on the site of the threcyang's }éa c;n i.c_
Joined in a prophetic inscription discovered at Mount Sung in 674 and p -
sented to Kao-tsung, through the agency of Fan W:en %ﬁ, The :s%r;;tzn;hc
retrospect clearly frandulent, was in the name of K’ou Ch 1ef1-ch1 - r;&r-
great Taoist master of the Northern Wei (d. 448) and contamec! o 1q1.|u;-.l ol
ences to Li-T'ang rule, to the Wu corregnum and t.c; a long' reign by t et o
press. It also suggested that the sovereign had obtained enlightenment a
'Cmtlr;laft:t:;kt. 690, the phrase “three yangs” had been interpreted by Fhe c,om-
mentators to the Ta yin ching X' EE as a reference ‘to the .famm.fs M}ng l; ;r;g-
BHE, which was to be built not at Mount Sung but in the imperial city a
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yang itself, while the enlightenment at the Central Peak was understoad
reference to the empress’s grant of a title to Mount Sung in 688. But b iy
four years after the completion of the second Ming-t’ang, the EmIC;I‘CSS ha)::lwc’)’
dently ceased to believe that the K’ou Ch’ien-chih pro[:)hecy involved he o
;st buigc:ng, and held instead that it intended a Taoist-inspired palace at ﬁ:ﬁ:;
ung i
mofa]itye{);n?; :;E;SO have hoped that the mountain would confer physical jm-
At this newly built precinct, therefore, the court gathered in the sum f
700. They proceeded the short distance to Shih-ts’ung 75%2, a beau ot e
t]jle south of it favored by the empress. It was probably at her ;Jchest thtz:tsfmtl:o
Mineteenth day of the fth lunar month the princes, senior officials rary
mer? who made up the party all wrote poems to celebrate the occ;sion Poe
by sixteen offictals, listed with their officia] titles, and a preface by the e;m 1'ms
herself were written out by the calligrapher Hsiieh Yao EEZ, cousin oF t;ss
better known Hsiieh Chi F¥RE. They were later engraved on th)c rorth face l;'
the rock at Shih-ts’ung, where they have survived to the present.” ’
A check of the list of titles for the participants as other sources document
therfl for the summer of 700 reveals very few discrepancies: for example, Chan
I-chih was referred to as president of the Feng-ch’en i ZEIRFF, a title t’hat wag
probably conferred on him only after the excursion at Shih-ts’ur;g. In the lise Tj
Jen-chieh himself is referred to as president of the Central Secretariat and é‘la:’u
Tang shu confirms that he had received this appointment on the first c}ay of the

sccond. month of that year { December 12, 699}.™ The occasion of the poem
makes it one of the last of Ti's extant compositions.

and literary

# . .
Is;im‘:,n]?;t:-s l::)rt:, gnif:wa[ Propagande and Hdeology in Ching at the End of the Sevenih Centtrery {Naples:
e o Sy Msa; .-0 _ ncntf'tle, :976)_, PP- 230, 24750, and plate 19, reprocucing the relevant pas:
R s & 502; and zdem,_Mmg&mg and Buddhist Utopias in the History of the Astronomical Clock
e ity g tzhano per il Medio ed Estremo Criente, 1988), pp. 1B9-g0. For the construction of
bl ln{-yramg; . alace\an Mour;: Sung, see THY 30, P- 557; and TCTC 202, pp. 5545, 6546, 6548: n?i
ming'ggt;?gl;;in ;%Tmhﬁ,a] Sui Tang kung-L'ing chign-chu ¥ap HEE TR {Siain: Sh’ilnfﬁsi’ ;21
1, ' PP-475. T he palace was completed in three months ; i ioni ;
of life, and it was demolished in ¥ i i Richard B Moo vy red 05
Iife, was 704. For K’au CN'ien-chih, see Richard B, Mather “K" b
;l:;l;:;n;id;heF aj:j:s} 'l;l_legcragy at the Northern Wei Court, 425-451," in I-‘[olm-le;e‘:;ﬂ’c!;o;g;:?;
) " g 3 ; : 24 ‘
o aosm: Lisays i Chinese Refigion (New Haven and London: Yale U P, 1979), pp.
™ CTShih 46, p. 555 with editorial int i
X ’ 40, P. 555 w b roduction. The text and preface by the
::::er.iedﬁl nn{?ia:u Hah 15 pier 6., PP- 1a-52. See also Chin shik ke chigo cheng 5, p.YSE (n§?§;§5guTal::
jm';;_kz ‘c’; 1 is r:plroc_iuced as a rubbing in reduced size in Pri-ching Cu-shy-kuan ti'ing ICJ’umg—bwl ft-tai
e Pf“:_ 51::’:5:0 jﬁfﬁy‘;fﬁﬁﬁi %ﬁéﬁﬁﬂfﬁ#ﬁ@ﬁ {Cheng-chou: Chung-choy ku-chi,
hu: szn-hsgen, 1563 3 g v i shele e tzu chi G720 {rpt. Taipei: Chung-
momlr; [’2, (! Tad.c[‘;;}:‘omt?cm see CT8 6, p. 128, which specifies the date ksin-ssu 320 in the 4 ]
momhj ot S?ut ) P 55f15- and T:S".;, P- too, which give the date ting-ye T in the same
xteen s given 1o CTShL 46, p. 555: Chin shift wen f2u chi 3, pp. t5a-b. In Chin sl

jo

THE REAL JUDGE DEE

The gathering at Shih-ts’ung was politically significant in a number of re-
spects. Nearly two years had passed since the empress had invested Li Hsien,
who had taken the surname Wu in 699, as heir-apparent, and the court’s politi-
cal shape would remain as it was until the abdication in 705, Friction between Li
Hsien’s younger brother Li Tan 22 B, the future Jui-tsung, and the Wu princes
had been at least ostensibly buried by a formal oath that they had taken in the
Ming-t'ang in 699." The heir-apparent and Li Tan, as prince of Hsiang £H,
were both present, so was Wu San-ssu, the nephew of the empress and the
ablest of the Wu princes, who still cherished imperial ambitions. But the new

favorites, the notorious half-brothers Chang I-chih and Chang Ch’ang-tsung,

whose ascent to full membership of the court circle had begun by 6g7, were also
there. There was also a significant group of literary officials of varying ranks.
They included Yen Ch’ao-yin [E¥{I®&, who in 6gg, when the empress was ill,
had offered his own life for hers to Mount Shao-shih 2 the second of the
two peaks on Mount Sung, and Ts’ui Jung, who had opposed Ti Jen-chich in the
debate of 698 about the scaling down of Chou power in the far northwest. The
inclusion of the relatively less well-known calligrapher Hsiieh Yao and one or
two other almost completely unknown figures adds authenticity to the list.
Although members of this assembly were later to be represented as impla-
cably hostile to each other, this record shows that they were able to meet to-
gether and to join in 2 common activity. Indeed following the Ming-t’ang oath,
this seems to have been a period of at least cutward harmony. In two of the
poems written for the excursion, references to the Two Houses, the nearby

&5'ut pien B4, pp. 7b~10b, the list is collated with their titles as recorded in their biographies. Some
minor addition to this callation is as follows: Chang I-chih is listed as president of the Feng-ch'en fu
LT, the renamed K'ung ho chien #5885, According to CT5 78, p. 2706, and TCTC 206, p.
6546, Chang can only have received this appointment in the sixth month of 960, when the name of
the institution was changed. Chang Ch’ang-tsung was listed as divector of the Imperial Library (Lin
v'ai chien BY3EES) and baron of Chung-shan (L] county. CTS 78, p. 2707, implies that he was
director only after the completion of the encyclopaedia San iz che ymg =BBEZE, which was in
late yo1; but TLTT 206, p. 6546, refers to Chang as director of the Imperial Library in the sixth
menth of 700, Hstieh Yao #¥I is listed as a grandee of the Feng-ch'en fu and baron of Fen-yin ¥H&
county. The latter title as a hereditary Rel for his family is confirmed by HT574B, p. 3007, He is also
mentioned as a participant in the San chiae shu ying in the period 608—700; see CT8 73, p. 2591. Yang
Ching-shu UL is entered with che title deputy general of the left Yiichin guards {ts0 yi-chin we:
lang chiang 7 R #5EEHT). He is attested in surviving sources only at a later date and with different
titles; see WYX 402, p. 7a; and Tang fang chen nien piao 7T MEE-2% (Peking: Chung-hua, 180} 8, p.
47b. Yis Chi-tzu T-Z-1 is entered as supernumerary secretary to the Bureau of Enfeoffments (s
Jeng pian wai lang BT 8 #-8ff). He has other poems extant and is listed in Yiian-ko fsing truan TTHIEERE
- (SKLS edn.) 2, p. 26b. Shen Chitan-ch’i 7E{2H] is cntered as audience usher (Pung shik she jen ST
& A). CTS8 190B, p. 5017, tmplies that he was given this post in the Ch'ang-an period {701—704), buc
also places his tenure before mentioning the San china chu ying.
" For the oath in the Ming-'ang in G99, see CTS 6, p. 128; TCTC 206, p. 6540. For Chung-tsung’s
receiving the surname Wu eady in 69g, TCT( 206, p. 6539, and THY 1, p. 4. This is not mentionsd
in CT5 6, p. 18, or 7, p. 135.
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rTlc‘n'mt.ains of T ai-shih A5 and Shao-shih, may thus have Played on the
ticipation of both Li and Wy princes at the gathering But this was more tiar-
s.lmplya c'onventional court literary occasion. It was the expression of a ¢ E;n
llterary‘f m{[icu dominated by the aging empress and by extravagant ima ory. );‘
longevity, tmmortality, harmony, and prosperity. e
Moreover Shih-ts’ung was not the only ptace in the Mount Sun area t
occasion v.?:rse of this kind. Not far to the east, at Kou-shih $Z % in thg;: a Ci'“
the Kur}g-]mg mauvsoleum, there was a shrine for the mid-sixth-cen,tu BC \;fa .
tzu Chin EF% 2 member of the ancient Chou-dynasty imperizlinc wavl;i

ou a crane. In the spring of 699, just over a year before the Shih-ts’ung e
ston, the empress had been tg his shrine with an entourage of high m%ni:::ur-
.She l}ad c‘omposcd for engraving a long and high-Aown tribute (o hirmn invzsrts-.
u":g him with the name of “Heir-apparent Ascended to Immortality (Shcr:g hsien
t'ai tzu ﬁfﬂjjk-?}.” On the back of the stele was fater added a list of the rmin;
ters who had accompanied her, and Ti Jen-chieh is included among them T}llsc:
figure of Wang-tzy Chin, suggesting physical immortality, continyed to'e
aPpea]. In the court the following year Chang Ch’ang-tsung was identiﬁe;crt
his dcsccn.dant and was made ta enact the part of Walng-tzu Chin, mounti N
dummy bird. Just as at Shih-ts’ung, the company was called upor: te com e
verse. Those present included T5'ui Jung, whose poem for the cn::casionpaSe
later upheld for special scorn, and Su Wei-tao BRYRIE, vice-president of T:s
(?cntral Secretariat, while the Wu princes, the Chang brothers, and Yen Ch’ i
yin were charged with participating in this kind of occasion.‘*" -
Ti Jen-chieh was not of course listed in the transmiteed records as bein
member of the party who wrote verse for Wang-tzu Chin. But the ir'nagt:rygozt1

* For Y ‘an-yi

Wanga Enhflhs szny;r}, see T8 190B, p. 50?, and TCTT 206, p. 6334. For the empress’s visit to the
CTS G b rprrp e 1265:998 and Chang Ch ang-tsung’s identification in 700 as his descendant, see
helping o c]a;-jf , u}:‘. 700; 143, . 4735; TCTC 206, Pp- 6539, 6346. [ am grateful to Jenny Liu for
T e :;1 is sé_c}r;‘;r_lce. See also TPKC (88, P- 1406, quoting Kuo shik i fruan BT RE. For
i, ”0_-[;1) o, see i 68, p. 767, and Tang shik chi shik ﬁﬁﬁﬁg(ﬁ:lﬂng: Chung-hua, 1 65)
b 1o man; Edg;l:.ud] h£ was a crown prince of the Chou royal house who became 2 cgn?-
iy o cozme ¢ Lo-yang region. He dwelt with the Taoist Fou-ch'in kung ¥R for

iy e : dec_amc an :mrrfortal at Kou-shih shan BRI The eMpress’s composition |
which dnves ed him wllth thc title Sheng hsien v'ai czu is at Chin seht 15'ud prien 6 Ilm-sjﬁbmlE P
produced as a tubbing in reduced size in Li-tai shih-k's t'a-pen Jud-pien 18, p IBE,SIP l;;‘:t:ea also‘C; o
, p- 161, ]

isit of . ,

E:azgéai, ;Lr:j rt:je third 2 list of those present, mainly belonging to the household of the prince of

- rwc,rse el :1-_&;_2& in ?05, when the reverse side was engraved. There is 3 transcription of

T ot Tm ¥ ?mm fﬁ:h 27, pp. 35b—30a. For the EMPress’s interest in this cult see Ja

o AR, Is'ung shih-k's lun W bou chil tsung-chiao hsin-yang” ﬁEﬁlﬁﬁﬂ:F‘zbﬁg

20, “CI)'O? 35.3 (t974}, pp. 397-418. See also Madeline K. Spring, “The Celebrated Cra':I 7‘Fl’o
s MOS8 {t9gn), pp. B~18, esp. pp. 11~12 and n. 27 e
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his own poem for Shih-ts’ung shares features with the notorious Ts’ui Jung com-
position, and clearly derives from exactly the same milieu. And whatever Ti’s
own views on local cults may have been twelve years earlier, when protest against
the Chang brothers came, it was not apparently from Ti, but from Chu Ching-
tse AR and from Wang Chi-shan £} 2, two senior but subsequently less
well-known officials who evidently kept their distance from this activity. Again,
had a memorial of protest by Ti existed in the early-eighth century, it would

surely have been quoted or referred to in his biography™
What is more, Ti Jen-chieh’s own poem concludes with what appears to be

a particularly charged literary reference:

The flying springs scatter spray, forever resembling rain;

The dense trees hold the cool, for always like the autumn.

Your old servant, having partaken of this feast at Hsien-p’u §%[H],
Would spend his last years roaming with the Master of the Red Pine.

The references here are first to the mountain of Hsien-p*u on K’un-lun,
the abode of immortals, and second to the final episode in the life of a well-
known hero in the Chinese tradition, the minister Chang Liang 58K Chang
had served the first emperor of the Han, Kao tsu =i, from his initial cam-
paigns until the point when the great Hsiao Ho #§{d] was appointed chancelor.
He then decided to resign and pursue immortality, saying to Kao tsu, “... [ wish
to abandon hurnan matters and to follow the Master of the Red Pine in his
roaming.”"" References to the Master of the Red Pine as a symbol of longevity
are common in T'ang verse, but Ti’s citation permits a more specific reading:
Tiidentified himself with one of the great founding ministers of Chinese tradi-
tion, and saw the empress as 2 contemporary equivalent to Kao-tsu, the founder
of a great dynastic house. His poem may be read as a valedictory, and hardly a
modest one. Again, its tenor is not consistent with the tradition that he was a
deeply convinced T ang loyalist. Nor does it suggest that, as Wang Chi-shan

and Chu Ching-tse had done, he kept himself detached from the empress Wu’s

court.
The final extant composition by Ti has the most dramatic implications of

* C'T5 78, pp. 2706—7, biographies of Chang Ch’ang-tsung and Chang I-chih; €T go, p. 2911,
biography of Wang Chi-shan. Ym-shik hsen chik 27, p. 35a, lists Wang as being present at the Wang-

- tzu Chin shrine in 699. He died later that year
M 8C 53, p. 2048, “Liu hou shih chia.” It is possible that Ti was also referring to the empress Li
£ in this poem as an antecedent for the empress Wu. The empress Lii, after Kao-tsu's death, forced
Chang Liang to abandon his ascetic regimen and to continue living. She was aften cited as a prece-
dent for a ruling empress; see Guisso, Wit Tse-tien p. 54; and CTS5 87, p. 2844; 84, p. 2706; TFTK n44,

P- 4b. '
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all for his reputation as a steadfast Li-T'ang loyalist. It was an epitaph text
engraved on a stone measuring 70 ¢cm by 74 cm. Theugh Ti may be assumed to
have written aumbers of such compositions, it is the only cne by him so far 1o
have been recovered. It was for Yiian Kung-yii O, a middle-ranking offi-
cial buried on the twenty-eighth day of the tenth lunar month of 700 (Decem-
ber 12, 700). The engraved text lay buried for centuries after the events it com-
memorated, to be recovered and published in rubbing form only a decade ago.
As evidence for Ti’s outlook, it has a pristine quality deaied even the engraved
text at Shih-tsung, written earlier that summer™
Ti himself died on the twenty-sixth day of the ninth lunar month of 700
(November 11, 700), probably at least one month before Yiian Kung-vii’s final
burial took place.* There is likely to have been a straighforward explanation for
this sequence of events: Yian had in fact died in remote exile some ffteen years
before, in the summer of 685, at Pai-chou FT in modern Kuang-hsi. His coffin
was then brought north for temporary burial at Teng-chou ¥/ in Honan.
The burial for which Ti composed the text was therefore a reinterment. It took
place on the same day and in the same graveyard as the burial of one of Yiian
Kung-yii’s sons, Yian Ch’eng-chia A&, for whom an epitaph text, not by
Ti Jen-chieh, has also been retrieved and published. The day of the joint burial
was probably determined by divination and incorporated in the two epitaph
texts to be sent for engraving some weeks before the event. The whole process
took time, and it was between the composition of the texts and their engraving
and final burial that Ti died.®
What is immediately striking about Ti’s epitaph is that its subject, Yiian
Kung-vii, far from being a T’ang loyalist, was actually instrumental in the rise
to power of the empress Wi, and had even been publicly honored in this role.
He is mentioned three times in Chix Tang shi. On two occasions, he provided
substantial political help in her campaign to destroy a rival, the empress Wang,
and to consolidate her position as Kao-tsung’s empress. Firstin 655, he informed

" Ch'ien Tang chik chai 'ang chih TFEEERERESE, intro. by Wu Chih-vian FEZ53% and Kuo Chien-
pang FHEER (Peking: Wen-wy, 1983}, 0o. 48; Chou Shaoliang G B, ed., Tang tof mu chih hut
pion BRI A (Shanghai: Shang-hai ku-chi, 199}, pp- 975-76. The exhaustive work by Yoshioka
Makoto ZHEM, “Sen T4 shisai sosh; kankei bunken chasa gaiyo” ?Eﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬂﬁ&ﬂﬁﬁfﬁ}
&, in Yokoyama Sugata B and Teraji jun FH, eds., Cluigoku stakuishi n shiss R €5
DIRFD (Tokyo: Keiso shoba, 1988), pp. 235-6g, indicates, with references, that both La Chen-yij
BIEE and Te'en Chung-mier Z{18 cited this and the following epitaph texts.

¥ €736, p. 129, 8y, p. 2894, say simply “the ninth month.” The specific date ksin ch'oy FEH-,
correspanding to November 11, 700, is given in HTS 4, p, 101, and TCTC 207, p. Bg1.

¥ Ch'ten Tang chif chai &'ang chil, no. 48q; Tang tai wmu chily fud pien, pp. 976-77. For divination for
the day of burial, see Tn Tang K'tt-yiion i A B8 {rpt. Tokyo: Koten kenkyakai, 1972) 138, pp.
16b-172; 14, pp. 162-172; 145, pp. 1b-13a. For the special rituals prescribed for reeintermenis, see
141, Pp- 1a~7b; 145, pp. 1a—7a; 149, pp. 1a-a.
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on three senior officials, P’ei Hsing-chien Z{T{%, Chang-sun Wu-chi E%ﬂﬁ,
and Ch’u Sui-liang #&# K, who were discussing ways of blocking the establish-
ment of the new empress. Yiian was linked at this time with Hsi Ching-tsung
Fréf R, LiI-fu ZEFEHF, and T'ui -hsian HF 3, all three of whom supported
the empress, and whe were destined to become notoricus in thaf rolfe.““ $econd,
in 659, he was sent by Hsi Ching-tsung to conduct a rcinvestlgat.lon into the
charges against Chang-sun Wu-chi, who had been banished to Ch’ien-chou o
| in modern Szechwan. Here in the far southwest, he forced Chang-sun to
commit suicide.™

In both these roles, Yiian was providing valuable suppport for the empress.
She recognized this publicly after his death, for in g2 she post.humously ap-
pointed him governor of Chiang-chou JTH{, and provided one of his sons, Chung-
ch’en EEE, not the son buried with him in 700, with a fief income of 200 hou‘se-
holds.* Here then was a man who had staked his political future on ?.upportmg
the empresss very early in her ascent to power. The compilers of Chix T’ang shu
noted that role alone and implicitly condemned him. To them he was a minor
and contemptible player at the start of the sequence of events that culminated
in the Chou interregnum, and that dominated their narrative for more than

f acentury.
" When '?i(‘]cn-l:hich composed his epitaph, Yiian Kung-yiz had been dead
for nearly fiftcen years and the empress had been in power for over two de-
cades. The heir-apparent, though a member of the Li-T’ang house, had t.aken
the empress’s own surname of Wu. Had Ti been, as tradition Portrayed hu.n, a
steadfast T"ang loyalist, he would surcly not have agreed at this time to write a
text for one of the Chou’s long-dead supporters.

The text itseifl of Ti's epitaph for Yitan Kung-yii, moreover, dispels any
doubts that may remain about his approval of Yiian’s career. For Ti actual}y
commended Ytian for his foresight in helping to establish the empress. He did
so, referring to his role as an informant, through historical references:

When the present ruler was a heavenly consort, at the beginnning,
Before her secluded virtue had fown forth,

He early understood the auspicious signs of Sha-lu ¥[Fg,

And argued in advance for the vapor of Ch’ung-ling 7.

- ™ C1884, p. 2801; TCTC 199, p. 628¢. ) o
t CTS 6;, |}; 2456; TCTC 200, p. 6316, Yiian Kung-yii is also mentioned in a separate anecdote,
X d in TFYK 337, p. 15h. . ‘ i ‘ o
pl?“s'erctr;'sé?pp. 770-3[. '];"he honor was annulled on the accession of Jui-tsung, ?{u;\n Ch eng-chia is
mentioned at the close of Ti fen-chieh’s epitaph as holding the post of assistant in the Palace Service
andl inner attendant in the Feng-ch'en fu.
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The “auspicious signs of Sha-lu” referred to a prophecy,
Ch'un-ch'iu Z5EK tradition and described in Han shu, that after 645 years, follow-
ing the collapse of the Sha-lu mountain, a sage woman would appear. The
“vapor of Ch’ung-ling,” a reference to an incident at the start of the Later Han
period, refers to Su Po-a #8{3F, who identified a vapor that symbolized that
the mandate of heaven would be transferred to Kuang Wu-ti ¢ % from Wang
Mang F¥§ o2

Ti Jen-chich also recorded the posthumous appointment that the empress
had bestowed on Yiian. The date he gave was 692, the same year as that given
in the Chiu Tang shu account, though Ti describes the post as the governorship
of Hsiang-chou {8/ rather than Chiang-chou.

It is therefore safe to conclude from the evidence of Ti’s epitaph text for

Yian Kung-yi that at least in the final year of his life Tt was far from being

committed exclusively to a restoration of the T’ang. He accepted the empress
Wu's claim to be ©

originating in the

the present ruler,” and was willing to praise the sequence of
political events, violent and treacherous though it seems likely to have been,
that had enabled her to claim the throne and the mandate of Heaven.

The evidence of three of Ti Jen-chich’s small surviving corpus of court and
high field-command compositions, his memorial asking for leniency in Ho-pei,
his poem for the beauty spot at Shih-ts’ung, and his epitaph for Yiian Kung-yii
therefore all indicate that in the final years of his life he was fully committed to
the Chou dynasty, in two cases in open preference to the T’ang. They make
untenable any idea that he can have been a relentless and profoundly con-
vinced advocate of Tang restoration. Clearly, if in 698 he played a part in the
institution of the future Chung-tsung as heir-apparent, it is unlikely to have
been in the extreme terms in which later tradition depicted it.

TI JEN-CHIEH’S CHIU T’ANG SHU BIOGRAPHY

Ti’s own compositions, the foregoing argument shows, suggest that the pic-
ture of a deeply committed T"ang loyalist, the architect of the restoration of
705, has no basis in his own extant writings. The question is then: how did the
later image of Ti develop, and is it possible to trace stages in its acceptance?
There is indeed a process that may be traced in the growth of the tradition of Ti
Jen-chieh as a T"ang loyalist, and it spans almost the entire eighth, ninth, and
tenth centuries. A summary of this evidence shows how the story grew in au-
thority, and how, when probably in the late-eighth century, the romanticized
biography of Ti analyzed below, “Tj Liang kung chuan,” was composed, the

* Hen shu 98, pp. 4014, 4035, ® Hou Han shu {B W (Peking: Chung-hua, 1965 IB, p. 85,
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tradition of his T’ang loyalism was greatly strengthened, In 94,5,‘t0wa.rds the
end of this process, an important official account of Ti's career, }u.s Chiu T’an:g
shu biography, was approved in the form in which it now CXIE'.:tS‘ This aCCOLlnt‘l,S
significant first because there is no other early commem.oratwe account Of,Tl 3
careet, and second because it makes no mention of Ti's loyz.dry to the T'ang
antil its final paragraph. Its text and the stages in its compilation should there-
fore be subjected to detailed examination, for they involved a complex process
of condensing and addition.

It s now accepted that Ti’s Chiz T ang shu biography bel‘ongs to a parE c‘1f
Chiy T'ang shu that was compiled as a kuo-shek originally by V.Vel Shu-m the K’ai-
yian or T’ien-pao periods, before the An Lu-shan I‘f.:belh()l‘l..ThlS work was
submitted to the throne after completion by Liu Fang in the reign of Su-tsung.
This account of Ti's career would, if standard procedure hfxd been. followed,
have been based on the biography of him attached at the pmr}t of his deaLFx 10
the revised shif-lu for the reign of the empress W, c?mplctcd in 716. The biog-
raphy would have been edited [or the kuo-shth by WCl Shu. ‘Niﬁl would have habcl
access to Ti Jen-chieh’s own collected works, the tille of which was t?nt?rcd in
the Ch’itn shu ssu pu Iy catalogue of 722. He would also h:w_e }_w.d .at his disposal
any memonials by Ti incorporated at their point of submission in the ,.Wu Tse-
tien shih-lu and anecdotal sources completed up to the end of the T’ien-pao
pem;i' theory, insertions, additions, or alterations to Wei Sh‘u’s accol.tnt of Ti
Jen-chieh could have been made at any time from cowpletlon of his kuja-:kz}:
under Su-tsung until the completion of Chiv T ang shu in g45. H.owever, it h?.s
been convincingly argued that the Chi Tang shu editors, produ@ng the te_xt in
its present form, adopted Wei Shu's text virtually without alteration. Idt?ntlﬁca-

tion of extraneous material, added in after the submission of the. k@-sﬁtk to Su-
tsung, can therefore only be persuasively made on strong stylistic or textual
historical grounds.® .

As a narrative, Ti’s Chiu Tang shu biography is full of incident and ch:arna%. It
presents a figure of great ingenuity and resolution, \ctfho livec'l a life of ‘hlgh‘nsi’c.
The biography may be divided into thirty-four mdividual epls.;odcs. Itis an indi-
cation of the enoermous appeal of Ti Jen-chieh from the eighth t(f the tenth
centuries that all these incidents are represented in other compendl.a and col-
lections of anecdotes. The challenge posed by this situation is to a.scertam. whether

these parallel versions, which often have only minor d%ITerf:nccs in w.vonclmg when
compared to his Chiu Tang shu biography, can provide information about the

s See n. 74, above, and Twitchett, Qfficial Hisiory, p. 187.
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dating and composition of the original Chiu T ang shu text. OFf course, the exist-
ence of parallel versions in other texts is in itsell no proof that the Chiv T ang shu
borrowed from-those texts. The borrowing is as likely to have been in the re-
verse direction, or both versions may owe to a third, earlier, text. When the Chiu
Tang shu version is significantly more abbreviated than that of other versions, it
may be permissible to infer that the fuller versions preceded it. If material i
added out of sequence, too, it may represent a later editorial hand.

"Tis biography in its present form, itis argued, is indeed likely to have been,
almost in its entirety, an carly text, written by Wei Shu probably before the mid-
"T’ien-pao period and contained in Liu Fang’s kuo-shik submitted to Su-tsung, Tt
was based principally on, and represents a slight condensation of, the account
of Tiin the shih-lu for the empress Wu's reign, and contains, in the three monj-
tory memorials that it includes, what Wei Sh u, with access both to Ti's collected
works and to the shih-fu, judged the most important of his submissions to the
throne. The cne passage in it that extols Ti’s role in securing the reestablish-
ment of Li Hsien as heir-apparent and in the restoration of the T’ang, coming
anomalously at the end, is, it is argued, an addition, made in the light of his
tater, inflated reputation.

The compendium that contains most of the Chiu Tang shu materials is the
carly-eleventh-century 75  fu yiian kuei, Its editors not only included full forms of
three of his extant memorials, discussed above, they also excerpted no fewer
than twenty-seven of the thirty-four episodes present in Ti's biography. Whar is
more, T5’% fu yiian kuei contains, with the exception of gne incident to be ex-
plored below, no material on Tj that dees not have a close textual relation to the
biography or to other parts of Chiu Tang shu where Ti is mentioned. This makes
the compendium an enormously important source for Ti's career, and analysis
of its text imperative for tracing the origins of the Chiy Tang shu account.

Because the Is% fu yiian kuei editors reproduce verbatim its final, suspect
paragraph, it is clear that they had access to Ti’s Chiy Tang shu biography. But
the kuo-shik of Wei Shu and Liu Fang was also extant, and the text of Ti’s biog-
raphy that it contained is believed to have been substantially the same as the
present Chiz T ang shu version. The editors of 75’ fi yeian kuei also had the Wi
Tse-t'ien shih fu, completed by Liu Chih-chi and Wu Ching in 716, the basic tex.
tual source for the kuo-shif and for Chiu Tang shu, for this was extant in Sung
times. It has been argued above that they probably drew the full text of Tj’s
three memorials from the shif-l biography of him. But which text did they use
for the bulk of their narrative excerpts on Ti? Was it the shifi-fu biography of
716, or the kuo-shik biography of 759, now contained in the Chin Tang st of 9457
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There are indeed indications that the 75’ fx editors, in one ?f the episodc.s
they excerpted, drew their account from a fuller source than.Tt‘s present (f:‘izzu
T’ang shu biography, and therefore a fuller one also than his kus-shik notice.
Their account of the episode concerned includes proper names absent from thle
Chin T ang shu version, and presumably therefore absent too from the kup-shik
Vem'cl)“r}llz f;::)?s?odc concerns an early but characteristic requcrst for clemency by
Ti, an attempt in 676 to rescue a certain Ch’tian Shan-ts'ai #3%F from the
death penalty. Ch’iian had been charged with cutting down cypress trees on the
mausoleum of T ai-tsung at Chao-ling A&, and Kao-tsung, full of s.clf-repro.ach
at his own lack of filial concern for his father’s grave, had u‘l'dert%d hlS' execution.
Ti intervened, pleading Ch'iian’s case. The 75’ fu yiian £uei version, in common
with versions held in two other sources, 7a T ang Asin yii and T ang hut yao’,"sup’—
plies the name of the minor official who first inlbrmed. the emperor of Ch'ban’s
felony, Fan Huai-i 731%3%. It also provides the extra in Fon‘"natlan, absent fr.om
the Ta Tang hsinyii and Tang Aui yao versions, that the magmtra‘te‘ of Chao.-lmg,
K’ung Chen i, was forced to leave office and that Fan Huai-i was banished
to the far south. The 75 f editors, in other words, had access: o a.fu[ier, but
otherwise very similar, account of the episode from that contained in the 4uo-
shih of Wei Shu, Chiu Tang shu, and other sources.™ .

Another, though indirect, indication that the editors may have Paccn ufm.g a
source earlier than Wei Shu’s Auo-shif is supplied by the one major om}ss‘lcrn
they made from Ti’s biography. This was an account {?f ’1?1’5 escape f_rom jailin
the early summer of 6g2, the most dramatic incident in h:s career. T1 had been
falsely charged with sedition by the sadistic Lai (?h{in-ch en, and had pleaded
guilty in order to avoid execution. Awaiting pumsh::nent, he haid managed to
smuggle out a message in his discarded winter clothing, and thl.s message was
submitted to the empress. As a result, she had the charges against Ti investi-
gated, his death sentence was commuited, and he was banished to serve as mag-
istrate of P’eng-tse. .

The incident is teld in detail in closely parallel versions no few?r than”fou.r
times in three T'ang sources: it is contained in two anecdi?ta] Cl(,)UCCtl‘Dl'lS,J Yii shih
vai chi HEILEEC" and Ta Tang hsin yi. It is included in T}s Chin Tang 3{:1{
biography, but also, in contravention of the rule that material should not be

; ~17a; -79: TTHY 4, pp. 56—57. Both the lateer ver-
- Bg, p. 886; TFYK Gry, pp. 12a~13a; THT@,p 7% TTHY 4. >, !
sionis fn-?r'uigona,n Huai-1. The episode is mentioned in de Groat, The Rc{:grow \‘g'vsfem of Clona 21, p 44:(:'.
" Yii shit Vs chi {152 M52, quoted in TPRC 267, pp. 2098-90. Tor this cﬂlectmn of aneI(:F ctlntglfj, i f
authorship, dating, contents, and transmission, see Ikc?la On . “Kan En Gyoshidaiki n
tsuite” PABEHIEBEE 1 D> T, in To dsia no hd 1o shakad, pp. 11138,
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repeated in a history, in the Chiu Tang shu biography of Laj Chiin-ch’en.» Thig
latter biography is contained in the “Cruel Officials” (k-4 Ba5T) section of
Chiu Tang shu, which is believed to have been added in the reign of Taj-tsung or
Te-tsung, some years after the completion of Wei Shuy’s kuo-shih. " Tie fy _yiian
kuei, however, has only a very general account of the Imprisonment of T4, with a
number of other high-ranking officials, and of the efforts of the Wy faction, and
specifically of Huo Hsien-k’o &S and two others, to have them executed
.rather than banished. This account is sober and circumstantial; it is also unigue
m the 7 fis account of Tt's career in having textual parallels in neither the
present Chiu Tang shu nor Tang hui yao
It might be objected that the editars considered narrative material of this

Yai chihas not been transmitted as an integral text, byt excerpts were edited into
Tai ping kuang chi, A Sung bibliography indicates that the original collection
spanned the years from the start of the dynasty to 717, that is until one year after
the completion of W4 Tse-Lien shih-ly, The omission of this episode (rom I5e fu
yuan kuet would be readily understandable if the editors had used as their main
text the shik-lu version of Ty biography, whicl had been compiled before the
completion of ¥4 shif 1'g; chi, and might well not therefore have featured an
account of this incident. The Jail ruse incident, this hypothesis argues, would
have been edited into Ty’ biography by Wei Shu some time between 717, the
latest date represented in Yii stih U'ai chi, and 747, 2 date to be explored below: In
the process of editing it in, moreover, Wer Shu condensed it, just as he con-
densed the episode involving Ch'iian Shan-tsai, for he omitted the names of
Tr's fellow prisoners, and of 3 certain jailer. These names had, however, been
included in ¥4 shi 1'4; ¢, and were preserved in the repetitious Chix Tang shy
Lai Chiin-ch’en biegraphy and in the 7z T"ang hsin yii versions of the incident,

o TTH&:’:_;, Pp. 182-83; TPKC 268, P 2105, quoting Shen { dling FIEAE. There are also refer-
ences to Ti’%s \mprisonment in C78 g4, p. 2gga, biegraphy of Li Chiag,

T CTS K !| chuan,’l’ biography of Laj Chiin-ch'en, Arguments for dating the “K*y li chuan”
section to the reign of Tai-tsung or Te-tsung are given in David L. McMullen, “The Death of Chou
Ll-d:(cn: Imperially Ordercd Suicide or Natural Causes? ” M 3d sex. 2.2 (198g), pp. 46-51. Tkeda
Ol;l': ]’I;a‘)-’“XEn Gyoshi dgﬂ_u," P- 137, 0. 5, draws a similar conclysion,

i’ 522, pp. 17a-b, specifying Huo Hsien-k'g BB, Hsiang Kuang-tuo 138, and Ch
Chih-mo IB4% The efforts of the W faction and of Huo Hsien-k’o to kill Tiara m't:rltium:c‘!l Tr%

TTHY 12, p. 185, and are included jn HTZ 115, p. 4210, but t : 1
Huo Hanr 5 & Tioseen o 3+ P- 4210, but the other two names are omitted. For
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There are, moreover, grounds, albeit negative ones, for holding that it was
Wei Shu who condensed the account of Ti' €scape, rather than the tenth-cep-
tury editors of Chiu Tang shu. For if it was the latter, they would surely have paid
attention to both accounts of the incident that their history contained, and would
either have brought them carefully into line with each other or else have abbre-
viated the repetitious Lai Chiin-ch’en account, to avoid duplication. Instead,
however, they appear to have Icft both accounts alone, The Lai Chiin-ch’en
account, despite having been compiled later, is fuller: it contains an inaccurate
list of Ti’s fellow prisoners, but is otherwise closest of ali versions to the original
Y shite Uat ch version of the incident.™ The account of the incident in Tj Jen-
chieh’s Chiu Tang shu biography is therefore likely to have stood condensed and
unaltered since its completion and inclusion in the kug-shit of 759.

So far, analysis of Ti's Chix Tang shu biography has suggested, though it has
not actually proved, that Wei Shu adopted the text of Ti's shih-lu biography,
added int the texts of three memorials from their peoints of entry in the shih-lu,
and also included at least one major episode in Ti's career from an anecdotal
source. Comparison with other versions has indicated that he condensed all
these sources slightly. In the case of the Ho-pei memorial, he excised Ti’s state-
ment of commitment to the Chou dynasty. In narrating two other incidents in
Ti’s career, he removed the names of certain minor participants. Otherwise, he
kept faithfully to the wording of his primary sources. Beyond suggesting that
Wei Shu's text was completed after 717, the latest date in %3 shik f'ai chi, the
evidence considered so far has not narrowed down its date of composition.

Prima facie evidence, however, that the biography was compiled before the

0 Vi shih tai chi lists by name “T; Jen-chieh, Jen Ling-hui {£458%, and Lu Hsien ER, with a
total of “five men in all ¥ TTHT has exactly the same wording, £75 186A, p. 4838, biography of Lai
Chin-ch’en, lists Ti Jen-chieh, Jen Ling-hui, and Lu Hsien, and then three more, Li Yu-tao ZEHE,
Yiian Chih-hung B8%, and To'ui Shenchi R, with the total “six in all.” These last three,
however, according to the very precise account of HTS 4, pp. 92-g3, were not arvested and banished
until the ninth month, after Ti’s release and banishment, and this may therefore be another case of
tnaccuracy in the “K'u li chuan” section of CTS. CTS 94, P- 99, bicgraphy of Li Chiao, jists Li Ssu-
chen ZERE and P'ei Hsizan-li LEM. CTS8s, p. 2818, biography of Hsii Yu-kung #8951, lists
by name two men only, P'ej Hsing-pen 372K and Jen Chih-ku R4, with “seven in all,” The
total and the two names correspond with the list provided in the independent account in TFYK
menticned in n. 98, above. There the names of seven are given: jen Ling-hui, Ti fen-chieh, Pei
Hsing-pen, P’ei Hsiian-li, Lu Hsien, Wei Yian-chung, and Li Ssu-chen. Ssu-ma Kuang, in his
account of the incident, adopts this list; see TCTC 205, pp. 6479-81. For another case of repeated
material in CTS, see n. 66, above. An epitaph writer for a descendant of Ly Hsien, Lu Po-ch'ing B
1B, was to claim in a text of 840 that Lu Hsien, with Ti Jen-chich and Wei Chiliku FRETHT, was
instrumental in the restoration of the Trang; see Ch'ten Tang chile chai, p. 1979, and T ang tai mu-chit
hut fiten, p. 2204, Wei Chih-ku seems likely to be an error here for Wej Yian-chung, since Wei Chil-
ku’s career had barely started under the empress Wu; see CT5 98, p. 3061, and HTS 126, p. 4413
The claim i5 chiefly interesting as an indication of how imprecise by this stage recallection had
become,
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end of the T ien-pao (742-756)period is supplied by its failure to mention one of
the greatest of the posthumous honors that Ti Jen-chieh received. This wasg the
introduction of his spirit tablet into the shrine of the emperor Chung—mung in

les, Wei Ytan-chung and Wang T’ung-chiao TR, major statesmen whgo
had alse been honored by satellite burial ac Chung-tsung’s mausoleum. It was
also bestowed on two officials of Kao-tsu’s reign, three of Tai-tsung’s, and three
of Kao-tsung’s. " It js a general rule that this honor i entered in the Chiy Tang
shu biographies of the officials concerned. The officials honored iy 747 are the
most obvious exception from the first century and a half of the dynasty: none of
the eight introduced in 747 has the honor listed, In al| Tang history, the only
comparable omission is that of three of the four officials of Hsien-tsung’s reign,

recording this sort of matter hac| been lost. * In the case of TiJen-chieh and the
others, this surely means that their biographies were completed before 747, and
that later editors, including Liy Fang, who completed Wei Shu's kuo-shif, failed
to enter the honor granted in that year,

The foregoing analysis suggests, therefore, that the Chiy Tang shu biogra-
phy of Ti Jen-chieh may have been a slightly condensed version of his shif-fy
biography, with at least one episode, that of his escape from the hands of the
sadistic Lai Chiin-ch’en, drawn from a near contemporary source, Han Wan’s
Yt shik £'ai chi. Wei Shy edited the biography into his kuo-shik between 717 and
747; but the textitself was basically an early account of Ti's life, originating lirtle
more than a decade and a half from his death in 700. IF this is 50, the fact that it
makes no mention of Ti’s sole in restoring the T’ang until its finaj paragraph
must be significant, for jt reinforces the picture of T; as silent on this issue that
analysis of his own writings has already suggested. It is to the final, problematic

the main account, for it describes Ti's role in the reinstating of Li Hsien as heir-
apparent. There are, however, persuasive grounds for believing that it was a late
addition, made under the influence of the romanticized account of his lifa in 77
Liang kung chuan, The passage reads as follows:

e 7?{1’18_, PP. 370-72, TT 50, pp. 1408~10, The meritorious officials up ta those mtroduced in
718 are also listed in T3 Tang biu tien 4, pp, 35b—96b.

" THY 18, p. 372. The one exception is Kag Chlung-wen B3 for whom, however, the
honor is undated in €73, 51, p- 4053. , ,

A
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Earher, when Chung-tsung was at Fang-ling B, Chi Hsii 3578 and Li
Chao-te ZXRB1E both made loyal statements on the restoration [of the Li
line], but [Wu] Tse-tien had no intention of restoring him [to the heir-
apparency]. Ti, however, always used times of leisure to memorialize and
give answers in conversation, ever speaking ol the duty and love between
mather and son, Tse-tien, moreover, gradually reflected and came to real-
ize [the true position], eveniually to summen Chung-tsung back and re-
store him as heir-apparent (¢’ ori FEEL).

Earlier, when Chung-tsung returned to the palace from F ang-ling, Tse-t'ien
concealed him in a curtained screen and summoned Jen-chieh to talk of
[him]. Jen-chich, tull of feeling, memorialized, and wept as he spoke. Tse-
t'ien suddenly produced Chung-tsung and said to Jen-chieh, “T am return-

- Ing you your heir-apparent.” Jen-chieh descended the steps and wept in
congratulation, and having done so, memorialized to say, “The heir-appar-
ent has returned to the palace, but none of the people know, and so how
can public opinion conclude as to what is right and what is wrong?” Tse-
t'ien agreed, and reestablished Chung-tsung at Lung-men fgfH, providing
aceremony to welcome him back, so that people’s feelings were stirred and
delighted.

Jen-chieh’s successive memorials and conversations on restoring [Chung-
tsung], in all amounted to several tens of thousands of words. In the K’ai-
yuan period the governor of Pei-hai F Li Yung composed an “Informat
Biography of the Duke of Liang,” comprehensively recording these state-
ments.

‘There are two grounds for seeing this final paragraph as a later addition,
The first is stylistic: the account of Ti's intervention is added on anomalously
after the account of his death, The second is textual: other texts containing
accounts of T’ang loyalist interventions compiled as late as the early-rinth cen-
tury make no mention of Ti. There is also an unambiguous indication, supplied
in Ssu-ma Kuang’s textual notes to hjs T2u chih ung chien, the Fao-i EH that
other sources, including even Wi Tie-tYien shuhi-tu, the first official account of the
period, made no reference to this episode. ’

The stylistic argument rests on an understanding of the conventions fol-
towed in the biographies contained in the early section of Chix Tang shu. Nor-
mally a biography closed with an account of its subject’s death, followed by the
posthumous honors accorded him. The early section of Chin Tang shu, with few
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exceptions, adds only two categories of information after this: first, the person-
nel recommendations that an official may have made in the course of his career,
The men an official recommended, if they in turn were successful, were an
important dimension to his performance, and Chiy Tang shu frequently records
cases of eflective recornmendation. About half of these are given in the body of
the biography; at the point in its subject’s career when the recommendations
were made, and about half follow after the subject’s death. Secondly, if sons or
brothers had run successful careers, this would be menttoned either before or
after his recommendations. Any other material following this close to a biogra-
phy is rare, and is usually added in from anecdotal sources, '™
With the exception of its final paragraph, Ti Jen-chieh’s biography fulfills
these conventions. In its closing passage, the biography notes Ti’s final tenure,
the submission of his anti-Buddhist mermorial, and his death, which is given as
taking place in the ninth [unar month of 700. “[Wu] Tse-tien held Mourning
for him, dispensing with the court for three days. He was posthumously pro-
moted right chancellor of the Department of Affairs of State (swen-ch'ang yu hsiang
X BE%#E) and given the canonization Wen-huj X8 There follows an ac.
count of the important officials whom Tj recommended. These were first Hyan
Yen-fan, whose recommendation is elsewhere set in a discrete anecdote," and
then “Ching Hui #(E, Tou Huai-chen WA, Yao Ch’ung, and others.” Al
these last three had careers that were well advanced by the time of Tj% death.
The version of these recommendations contained in 5%  fu yiian kue, moyeover,
dates them to the time when T} was president of the Central Secretariat, that is,
during the last year of his life, Alter this list, there is a specific mention, made
in an anecdotal frame, of a particularly famous official whom Tj is said to have
recommended, This was Chang Chien-chih B, the first of the “Five Princes”
and the instigator of the plot that five years after Ti's death resulted in the

** The following are some EXCEPtions o the normal format for sarly CT5 biographies: CTS 83,
P 2776, biography of Chang Chien 38{g, adding a note about the lines of ceremanial halberds that
he and his brothers erected a; their gates; ¢T3 84, p. 2796, biography of Liu Jen-kuei, adding an
inciclent about a well-known prognasticator, Yiian T'ien-kang FXB, who early in Liu's career
had foretald his rank and life-span; CT5 88, p. o8ys, biography of Lu Yian-fang BETCH, where a
story about Lu's serupulousness in Preserving confidentiality in making recommendations is trace-
able to 1y thik t'aF oh, quoted in TPKC 494, p. 4052, CT8 87, p. 2848, biography of Liu I-chih
2, describing his conduct as he met the death penalty; see also TTHY 9, p. 139; CTS g3, PP
297576, biography of Lou Shib-te, quoting Ch'eo  yeb chy e tsar, where the same incident isin TTHY
7: P 108; THY 53, pp. g1g-20; TFYE 325, pp. 52-5b. Also CT5 1864, P- 4850, biography of Chj Hsii,
describing his interest in restoring Li Hsien as heir-apparent, where the information also oceurs in
Tan pin tu PP, which is quoted in TCTT 202, pp. 6527-28; in THY 51, pp. 88g—go; and in
TTHY 1, pp. 6-7. Nienhauser, “Ty Fan Chung-yen,” pp. 43637, suggests that the narrative device
i’y ] in CTS biographies may denote supplementary material from a different souree,

A TFYK 321, pp. 7b~18a; CTS g1, p. 2927, biography of Huan Yen-fan.

™ TFYR 324, pp. tgb-t5a; see also THY 75, p- 1357.
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execution of the Chang brothers, the abdication of the empress, and the full
restoration of the T*ang,*s

Following these recommendaticns, the biography mentions two of Ti’s sons.
One, Ti Ching-hui K&, had brought disgrace on the family by rapacious
conduct at Wei-chou, the Ho-pei prefecture that T4 himself had governed and
in which a shrine to him steod. The result was that the local populace destmy‘/ed
the shrine. The other, Ti Kuang-ssu 3k 3§, had, contrary to good practice,
been recommended by Ti Jen-chieh himself. His success in office had led the
empress Wu to liken Ti to Ch'i Hsi fii4, an ancient grandee who had s“‘:.‘tccess-
fully recommended his own son, having first recommended an ener‘ny.' '

So far, then, the biography has conformed to conventions. But it now pro-
ceeds to give the substantial piece of extra information translated above, whm‘h
should, if the sequence had been chronological, have been set in t?ut body of his
biography, preceding the account of the end of his career and his death. T.hat
such an important episede should not have been entered at the appropriate
point in the account of Ti’s career is an obvious anomaly. ‘Its only rta.so'nable
explanation is that, as with other accounts appended to Chiu Tang shu blogra-
phies, the material was added in later. Very probably it was a (fondcnsed ve{"sm‘n
of Tz Liang kung chuan, the informal biography attributed to Li Yung, to which it
refers at the end of the passage.

To this stylistic evidence for the lateness of the final paragraph should be
added the evidence of other texts that draw either on Ti’s kuo-shif biography or
on the carlier shifi-fu version. Two major T"ang historical texts are invoived here,
and both were composed, wholly or in part, between 716 and 945. Both pre-
donunantly involved the copying of existing documents rather than report-

ing hearsay. Both appear to draw substantially from one or other of the early
versions of Ti’s biography.

s - 045 {117, pp. 411712, THY 53, p. g02; TFYK 324, p. 150, )

o ?3'777;; ?2',]:).91‘;;;%;;3}?;990; 75, p- 13?3:;; TFYK 867, p. 7a. For Ti Ching-huli, see also TFYR_’
949, p. 5b. Por Ti Kuang-ssu, see also THY 44, p. 789,‘and TPKC 427, PP 3414—75:, qﬁotlngllﬁgrg
efd. Tt was Ti Kuang-ssu who, probably in Jui-tsung’s reign, as deputy president of the unﬁ- ; A
Court commissioned a grandiose stele for Ti Jen-chieh’s l'at.her'[‘f Chih-sun Zj(ﬁ]_iﬁ, wh‘o ad been
buried in 690. This stele has heen damaged at least since Sung times, but a portion of its text is at
Chin shah is'ui pien G, pp. 36b—43a, with 2 critical account of Ti's ancesiry and descendants ap-
pended. See also Clan shik lu chiao cheng 4, p. 72 (no. 764); CTW, 993, Pp- 1a-qa; .a\nd a rcp.rod.l.xcuu‘n dlln
Li-tai shih-k'o £'a pen hati pien 17, p. 115. Su Chien BEGE, “Tang Ch'mng-lchau tz'u-shih Ti chiin pei chi
Ti Jen-chieh mu ¥’ao” @IBH%}R{&E’W&B{{;%Q%, C"mlng yiian wen '1%'?:3'_{[?% (Iglal-z),
PP- 9093, transcribes the stele, based on his own inspection of it at Ti-ch an E% village, Mang
shan CR|L}, near Lo-yang. This transcription, however, is not as full as those in CJ‘m! shely t'ut pien or
CTW. He also differs from the Chin shih &'t pien editor in dating the stele 1o the period $41—845, o‘n
the grounds that it matches a second stele 5 meters from it, for Ti’s d_escenda.nt Ti Ch1cn-mouh,i}(
FRI. 1 am grazeful to Glen Dudbridge for this reference. For Ch'i Hsi, see James Legge, The Chun
Ts'eww with the Tio Chum (London: Trubaer and Co., 1872}, pp. 419—20.
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The more important of these two compilations, because of itg apparent
homogeneity, is 7z Tang hsin yii, a collection of episodes made by Liy Sy 2,
with an author’s preface bearing the date 807. It is modeled on the celebrated
compilation Skik shuo hsin yii THERFTRE, and gathers together under category
headings anecdotal material about well-known T ang figures. It spans the pe.
riod from the start of the dynasty to 77g, but is particularly fuli in jts coverage of
the reigns of the empress W, Chung-tsung, and Jui-tsung. A high proportion of
this text may be seen to be parallel in wording to accounts of the same episodes
as contained in their subjects’ Chiz Tang shu biographies.” Tn the case of Ti Jen-
chieh’s biography, no fewer than ten of the thirty-four episodes in his Chiy Tang
shu biography are present in the 7 Tang hsin yi. They are distributed through-
out the work, under the headings by which it is organized, and their wording
often corresponds closely,

Itis a conspicuous feature of this compilation that, despite its full coverage
of Ti Jen-chieh, it fails to record the episode for which he became so famous in
Tang lore, This failure, moreover, is the more remarkable in that the work
provides coverage of precisely the issue of the T"an g restoration. In its opening
section, it enters accounts of some of the great T’ang loyalist interventions of

tions that Chi Hsii had, two with the empress Wu and one with Chang Ch’ang-
tsung In these, Chi Hsi urged the idea of “restoring” the princes of Hsiang and
Lu-ling and warned against considering the Wu princes. It concludes by stating,
“Then [the empress) welcomed [back) Chung-tsung. In the restoration of the
T'ang house, Chi Hisit was effective.”

The second episode concerned Li Chao-te and his attempt to demote the
Wuclanin the €mpress’s estimation, The empress was about to make Wy Ch’eng-
ssu a chief minister, and defended her action to Li Chao-te on the grounds that
he was her nephew, Li argued successfully that the parent-son relationship was
more important and should take priority. “The empress ... said, Thad not thought
this through.’ That same day, she put a stop to Wu Ch'eng-ssu’s governmental
activities.”

These two paragraphs are followed by a detailed account of the successful
Plan in 705 by the “Five Princes” to murder the Chang brothers, an episode that
is particularly well covered in this compilation, In the section as a whole, there
is no mention of Ti Jen-chieh. "

Ta T'ang hsin yii clearly defers to a number of figures besides Ti Jen-chich.

" The debt to the kue-shik is suggested in the modern editorial preface, p. 1.
" TTHY 1, pp. 6-8.
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Distributed through the compilation are what might be called principal entries
for such figures. These entries typically include a main anecdote, and then pro-
ceed to summarize the rest of their subject’s career, to conclude with his death
and posthumous honors, The principal en try for Ti Jen-chieh is in the “Abtlity
in Administration” (cheng neng BIRE) section. It relates his defense of the con-
demned participants of the prince of Yieh’s failed rebellion, and then con-
cludes:

Subsequently, he was summoned back to be governor of Wei-chou. His
authority and compassion were greatly wielded, and the common people
set up a shrine for him. He was promoted president of the Central Secre-
tariat. When he died, court and provinces were moved. [Wu] Tse-t'ten post-
humously appointed him chancellor of the left. In Chung-tsung’s court he
was posthumously appointed master of works, and in Jui~tsung’s court ret-
rospectively made duke of Liang, The grief felt for him and the lustre be.-
stowed on him were made complete in three courts. No one in his genera-
tion might compare with him. '™

Again, at this point it would have been natural to make reference to Ti’s role in
the T’ang restoration, but again the text remains silent on this point.

Silence about Ti ’s loyalism is also a feature of Tang hui yao. This text, by
virtue of the three stages of its compilation, is a problematic work; material was
added to it at each stage in its history, often under its original, early-ninth-century
headings, but probably sometimes also uades new headings. It is, therefore,
often difficult to determine at which stage, in 8o1, 853, or 961, entries were
tncorporated. Like Ta Tang Asin yit, Tang b yao contains a number of entries on
Ti Jen-chieh. There is a strong suspicion that at least one of these, claiming Ti
as the promoter of ali five of the “Five Princes,” is a late entry, made possibly
under the direct influence of the spurious Tt Liang kung chuan. But Tang hui yag,
like T2 T ang hsin yi, also contains a section on crucial T’ang loyalist interven-
tions in dynastic politics, which, under the heading of “Recognition” (skik liang
&), enters much the same sequence of anti-Wu and pro-Li initiatives that g
Tang ksin yii contains, Its entry for Li Chao-te sets Li’s discussion in the context
of the attempt by Wang Ch'ing-chih B in 692 to have Wu Ch’eng-ssu
established as heir-apparent. Li argues in the same kinship terms as in the 7z
Tang hsin yii account; history had shown that even in transmitting the throne

™ TTHY 4, p. 66. It is conspicuous that the TTHY general account of Ti fails 1o mention_tl}e
hanor accorded his spirit tablet in 747- The wording here closely parallels that of the close of Ti's
CTS biography and likely came from the shift-la ar [rom Wei Shu’s biograply of Ti.

" THY 75, p. 1357, see also TPRC 185, p. 1386.
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from father to son, there had been usurpations; how much more wag this likely
to happen if the throne was passed to a nephew. Moreover no nephew could be
counted on to maintain a temple for his aung. ™ .

The second entry on the T’ang restoration concerns Chj Hsu’s interven.-
tion of 698. It runs approximately parallel to the second half of the Ta Tang fisin
& account, There are some differences of wording, and in the Tang hui yap
version it is Ghang I-chifi rather than Chang Ch’ang-tsung who is made to
stand for the brothers. But the two versions are clearly textually related,” Fol-
lowing this entry, Tang I yao includes one more jtem relating to the Chang
brothers. It then relates an incident, occurring in 702, after Ti's death "

Neither work, therefore, mentions any episode in which Ti Jen-chjeh per-
suaded the empress to restore [ Hsien as heir-apparene. It has to be stressed

that these were compilations that capied in existing texts, and it must be con-

lost by this stage, the shit-f and kuo-shik biographies were available both to Liu
Su and to Su Mien. The frequency with which these compilers mention T Jen-
chieh shows that he had a considerable reputation at the time Hsin yii and Hui
Jao were compiled. But in the early-ninth century, Ti’s loyalism was a mattetr of
hearsay rather than of authentic, textually based record, and so neither text
mentioned it.

Another example of textual silence over the question of Ti' T’ang loyalism
is perhaps less significant. Tu Yu's #{5 T ung tien is after all primarily con-
cerned with impersonal institutional and political factors in shaping history;
rather than with highlighting individual acts of heroism. But it does contain a
brief account of Chung-tsung’s installation as heir-apparent in 698, and it also
recerds, in the form of double-column commen tary, loyalist interventions by
Hao Ch’u-chiin FEERA in 676, and by Chi Hsii in 6g8. Again, however, it does
not mention any act or speech by Ti Jen-chieh in this context.

Similar testimony is given by T fi piian kuei, which postdates the comple-
tion of Chix Tang shu by some fifty years. It has already been pointed out how
very fully this compilation incorporates material about Ti, and that only one of
the major incidents of his ife i omitted. It has been shown, too, that its editors
had at their disposal the full range of sources about Ti that had survived the An

" THY 51, p. 889

™ THY 51, pp. 889~g0. Ssu-ma Kuang in TCTC 206, Pp. 652628, alsa accepted that Chi Hsip

had played a role.
“! THY 51, p. 8go. -

"* TT 198, p. 5436; TT 21, P- 541. For Haa Ch*u-chiin's intervention, see also CT$ 84, pp. 2799-
8oo; TFTK 317, pp. 2a-b; THY 51, pp. 887-88.
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Lu-shan rebellion: Wi Tse-tien shih-lu, the kuo-shif of Liu Fang, and Chix Tang
shu. They, too, were bound by the same discipline of faithfulness to docu.mcn-
tary sources as the compilers of Tang fui yao. Yet there is only one mention (i,f
Ti's role T"ang loyalism at the end of his life. This, set in its section on “Loyalty
(kung-chung Z318), takes the form of a word-for-word citation of the final para-
graph of Ti’s Chix 'ang shu biography.'s o

Lastly, the evidence of Ssu-ma Kuang’s Tou chit t'ung chien mdxcates‘ clearly
that no passage corresponding to the anomalous final passage c.)f thc? Chin T ong
shu biography, translated above, was contained in the Wi Tie-t%ien shib-fu of 716,
In fact Ssu-ma Kuang covered the episode of the empress’s summeons of Chuflg-
tsung back to the capital rather differently from the final paragraph, stating
only:

In the third month, on the day chi-ssu 22, under the pretext that the
.prince of Lu-ling was ill, they dispatched the supernumerary secretary of
the Bureau for the Military Organization of the Regions, Hsii Yen-po 2 2{
of Hsia-ch’iu B 1, to summon the prince of Lu-ling and his consort and
children to visit the temporary court to have his sickness cured, On thc_day
wu-tzu [XF-, the prince of Lu-ling reached Shen-tu TR [Lo-yang]."s

In his notes for this passage, Ssu-ma rejected both the episode contained in
the final passage of Ti’s Chiu T'ang shu biography and the longer and more highly
dramatized version of it supplied by Ti Liang kung chuan, Ssu-ma Kuang also
cited an independent history, Tang ung chi FEHEAR by Ch'en Yich B, as
confirming the involvement of Hsii Yen-po in Li Hsien’s return to Lo-yang. A:’l
entry in T'ang fu yao, which Ssu-ma did not cite, also mentions Hsii Yen-po’s
involvement "7 Here, then, was a clear indication that the final paragraph of
Ti's Chiu Tang shu biography conflicted badly with the shif-lu, the primary ac-
count of the episode. ‘

If it is accepted that the main text of TiJen-chieh’s Chiu T’ang shu biography
represents a condensation by Wei Shu of his s#ih-fu notice of 7i6 and_ that the
final paragraph is a late addition, then the picture of Ti thal.: the ‘btography
supplies is again very different from his conventional late-medieval image. He
was a powerful and successful official, the leader of a moderate faction in the
late-seventh-century court, He lived dangercusly and barely escaped death orf
at least one occasion. He may even have urged the empress Wu to make Li

"> TFYK 315, pp. 21b—aza. "% TCTC 206, pp. 652g-40. )

" THY |,3p5. 4, “In the year 668, the sixth month, they dispatched the supernumerary secretary
of the Bureau for the Military Organization of the Regions Hsii Yen-po 1o welcome him at Fang-
chou.”
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Hsien, rather than any of her paternal relatives, her successar But he was by no
means necessarily the undying T"ang restoraticnist that he was later portrayed
as having been. The main text of the Chix Tang shu biography, in fact, offers
testimony to an early stage in his eighth-century reputation, one in which he
was not yet acclaimed for the achievemnents for which he was later to be known,

The final and completed Chin T ang shu, on the other hand, both by virtue
of the added paragraph and because the assessments and historians’ comments
it includes elsewhere betray so high an opinion of [i," belongs to the periad
when his fame knew few bounds, and when he was venerated particularly as the
architect of the T"ang restoration and the secret instructor of the “Five Princes.”
b is to tracing the process by which he gained this reputation that the next
section of this article is devoted.

THE GROWTH OF THE LEGEND

There can be no doubt that Ti Jen-chieh was one of the central political
figures in the final years of the seventh century. He held very high offices then,
and took part in major political and military initiatives. On his death he was
honored as highly as any great medieval statesman. But analysis of both his own
writing and his Chi T ang shu biography has suggested that his reputation as a
T’ang loyalist was a matter of hearsay and did not have a secure basis in the
official documentary tradition until after the completion of the fuo-shih by Wei
Shu and Liu Fang The way in which the tradition of his loyalism developed,
and the long series of commendations he received under its influence, can be
traced in some detail. But a summary of this story should be set, for the sake of
completeness, in an account of all the honors paid to Ti by members of the elite
and by high authority from his death until the tenth century.

The first stage involved conventional rather than exceptional recognition,
Immediately after his death in 700, Ti was given high posthumous honors. 74
Tang hsin yi and Chin Tang shz both record that he was canonized Wen-hui, the
first character indicating literary or scholarly achievement, the second probably
a reference to his compassion as a provincial administrator. Chiu Tang shu states
also that he was posthumously appointed chancellor of the right of the Depart-

ment of Affairs of State and that on his death the court adjourned for three days
of mourning,"*

" CTS 6, p. 133, 7, p. 151; 93, p. 7990 94, p. 3007.
" TTHY 4, p. 66, says chancellor of the left; CTS Bg, p. 28g4, says chancellor of the right, The

term /st was used to describe Ti's administration in Wei-chou; see WYYl 877, p. 4b, text by Feng
Su; and TTHY 4, p. G6.
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When Chung-tsung succeeded in 705, he honored many of the officials,
both living and deceased, who had exerted a moderating influence on political
life in his cause in the preceding ten years. The highest awards of rank went to
the “Five Princes,” the coordinators of the plan to purge the “Two Lackeys (er#
shu —B&),” Chang Ch’ang-tsung and Cheng I-chih. Ti was among the most
highly honored of deceased officials. The post of master of works (ssu-4ung 5]25)
conferred on him was comparable with the post of grand marshal (¢’ai-wei Z2)
granted to his former colleague, the senior official Liu Jen-kuei 8{=#l, (6o2—
685) at about the same time. It cannot, however, be tied to any idea that he was
loyal to the T"ang at the expense of the Chou.” This is particularly so because
in 705 Chung-tsung was anxious to show every respect to his mother and was
himsell hesitant over the restoration of the T"ang.*'

When in 7:0 Jui-tsung ascended, however, there was a large-scale and prob-
ably systematic program of honoring T"ang loyalists. The “Five Princes,” who
had been demoted and had died in exile in the far south in the course of 706,
had their original titles as princes restored. Particularly high honors were paid
to Wei Yuan-chung, who had fearlessly resisted the Chang brothers after Ti’s
death. Wei had died in exile in about 707 at Fu-chou #&H{ in present-day
Szechwan. With another member of the anti-Chang party, Wang T’ung-chiao,
duke of Lang-yeh 3RE, who had died in 706 when a plot to assassinate Wu San-ssu
leaked, he was given the honor of satellite reburial at Ting-ling Ef#, the mau-
soleun of Chung-tsung. Comparable recognition apparently was not recorded
for Ti Jen-chieh. Wei Yian-chung was bracketed with Ti Jen-chieh by memori-
alists over this period, and indeed his career has the same quality of drama and
endurance. It is therefore important to stress that, courageously though he re-
sisted the Changs, Wei was never described as a T°ang loyalist. Rather, after the
empress’s death, as chief minister he failed to curb the ambitions of the Wu
clan. He was also involved under Wu San-ssu in the first shih-lu for her reign,
and was willing, after the T’ang restoration, to recall his service under her."*

" TTHY 4, p. 66; CT5 8g, p. 28g5. For Liu Jen-kuei, see CT5 84, pp. 2796—g7. The common
ground between him and Ti Jen-chich is suggested by the conversation between them recorded in
THY 30, pp. 557753,

" See the references in n. 126, below,

™ For Wei Yian-chung, see CTS 9z, p. 2955, HT5 122, p. 4345, for his date of death, see TCTC
208, p. 6616; for Wang T'ung-chiao, see CT5 1874, p. 4878, and THY 11, pp. 414-15. Wei recalled
his service under the empress Wu in a resignation statement to Chung-tsung; see TETK 335 pp.
13b—14b, which supplies the text of the statement and CTF gz, p. 2954, which contains a similar
narrative frame, but omits the text. It was the return of Wei's body from his place of banishment
that gave the chance for burial at Ting-ling Ti Jen-chieh had presumably been honorably burjed in
700, while the empress W was still on the throne, and it may have been considered inappropriate to
reinter him on Chung-tsung's death in 7to. For mentiens of Ti and Wei Yian-chung together, see
TFIR 522, p. 22b, memorial by Ning Yian-ti S {8; and CT5E8, p- 2868, biography of Wei Ssu-li
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In this large-scale distribution of posthumous honors, Ti Jen-chiek was made
duke of Liang, the title by which he becamne conventionally known. " Iy o rescript
addressed to Ti's eldest son and issued about this time in connection with hig
refusal to quit mourning for his mother,jui-tsung opened hy stating, “We recal]
that your family has been loyal to the royal house.” This statement, preserved in
abrief entry in 72 Tang hsinyi, is too general to be interpreted asa commendation
of Ti Jen-chieh’s loyalty to Kao-tsung and Chung-tsung at the expense of Jui-
tsung’s own mother, the empress Wu. But it is a first indication that Ti might have

him. The Czy Tang shu biography of Wei Ydan-chung records that in 707 no
less a person than the emperor Ghung-tsung himself criticized Ti for having
attempted to persuade him to assume control of the government when the
empress was ill. For him to do this, Chung-tsung stated, was to contravene the
principle that there should be complete unity between minister and sovereign.
Ti had been guilty of trying to “incur a private debt” from Chung-tsung. Wei

Yitan-chung, who had secretly opposed Ti’s suggestion, had been correct to
have done so."s

This brief anecdote suggests that Chung-tsung, even two years after the
T'ang restoration, resented as sycophantic Tt attempt to detract from his
mother’s status as rightful sovereign of the empire. In turn, it underlines that

_—_—
BE®T, memorial of 699. Unusually, TFYK 604, pp. 4a-5a, has only a shortened version of this
latter memorial. For informed speculation as to Ti’s place of burial, see Su, “T*ang Ch'iung-chou
tz’u=shih Ti chun pei” p. g3, and n, 106, above.

'.ﬂ TTHY 4, p. 66; CTE8y, p. 98ys5.

o ml’ 12, p. 177. TI?c account ends by stating that thers was an order that the tescript be
edited into the dynz_tsuc h|§tor)q" probably here the shig-y far Jui-tsung’s reign. The phrase dhumg yii
wang shik ERnTE s applied to Ti Knang-ssu's family (chaa-men B9, and not specifically to his
le.tf}l:l‘ T:jen-chwh. Similar language was used jn a general reference to officials of the genetation of
Wei Yiian-chung and Ning Yiian-t; see TRYE 532, p. 22h.

™ CT8q2, pp. 2954755 For other occurrences of the h ]

‘ : prvase s s FLKE, see THY 55 p- 96g
memerial of Chiz Shoy WEE in 705; CT8 184, p. I, memorial of Ching Huj in L
Wensoo s o e vt p- 473 ot Lhing Hui 80§, also in 705; £i

™ See also TTHY ¢ p- 26, THY 56, p. 968; CTY 88 's atti i

. , . . P s » - 2865, Chung-tsung's attitude to h
mother is further suggested by TCTC 208, p. G501, quoting Pang ung ch. s T
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Asecond comment on Ti, to be dated to the early- or mid-Kai-yiian period,
is by Chang Cho, the author of Ch%p ek chien tsai. Chang included an anecdote
about Ti at court, in which he interpreted one of two dreams the empress Wu
had had in the light of the succession crisis, and which are discussed below. He
also gave 2 series of unusually incisive and clearly independent assessments of
the major political figures of the period 6g5-710, including even the notorious
Lai Chiin-chen and Wu San-ssu. Ti was second on his list, behind Lou Shih-te
TS (d. 699), a former chin-shth, a self-effacing and long-suffering official
who spent most of his life in frontier commands and whon he praised in terms
taken from the Analects. Chang wrote of Ti’s rough reading of the classics and
histories, and his superficial acquaintance with literature. He commended his
formulation of rules and principles, and his keenness in giving admonition. He
praised his suppression of “tmproper” cults in the southeast, and spoke of him
as courageous and decisive. He also quoted the dnalects in praise of his upright-
ness: “White indeed is one who can withstand black dye.” But he mentioned an
addiction to money in his late years, and characterized Ti as the Ho Chiao F
# of his age, that is as someone who was mocked for his miserliness."?

It was not until 747 that Ti received further imperial recognition. In that
year his spirit tablet was introduced to the shrine of Chung-tsung in the impe-
rial dynastic temple. It has been mentioned that none of the Chiu Tang shu
biographies of the various recipients mentions this honor, suggesting that these
biographies were completed before 747. This measure, moreover, coming so
soon after Ti Jen-chieh’s death, and thirty years after the same honor had been
paid to the “Five Princes,” registers a change in attitudes towards Ti’s role in the
‘T"ang restoration, and an increase in his prestige. This change took place not
only in the court but also among officials and men of letters outside court society.

In this development, the contribution of one man, Li Yung, the writer to
whom Ti Liang kung chuan was attributed, appears of germane importance. Li
Yung was the author of the earliest known inscribed texts in praise of Ti, while
other surviving tributes to Ti given in the middle decades of the eighth century
were almost without exception by those who had direct or indirect contact with
him. Li was himself in many ways fully as colorful a figure as Ti Jen-chieh,
leading 2 life of adventure and risk."* His political career started late in the
empress Wu's reign, at a time when the restoration forces were gathering. His

" TPKC 169, pp. 1235-36, quoting Ch'ao ek ch'ien tsar. For Lou Shih-te, see n.1oz2, above, See
Analects 17, vexse 6, and for Ho Chiao, Chin shu B {Peking: Chuag-hua, 1974) 45, pp. 1289~84.

" Much of the primary material relating ta Li Yung is coliected in T'ang Teu-p'ei RS, od.,
Li Pri-kai ch'ian shy FiLig 2 {Taipei: Lwen, 1968). This includes a detailed biography and a
reduced size reproduction of a rubbing of his recovered epitaph, for which see also Ch'izn Tang chin
chad, p. 916, and Pang tar m chik hug Hen, p. 1966,
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first significant tenure was as an omissioner, and it was in this role that he first
showed his mettle. In 704 he earned celebrity by supporting Sung Ching inan
attempted impeachment of the Chang brothers. He toid the empress that the
matter “concerned the dynasty itself” When asked why he had risked provok-
ing her, he answered, “If a man is not resolved and not rash, his name will not
become known.”s At this stage he was politically allied to the “Five Princes,”
for he submitted a memorial objecting to the appointment of a charlatan, Cheng
P'u-ssu BRF 8 as director of the Imperial Library, that parallels memorial by
Huan Yen-fan on the same subject. He was also a friend of Chang Chien-chih,
the first of the “Five Princes,” and, when in 706 the “Five Princes” lost politi-
cally to Wu San-ssu, he was banished for his connection with Chang, Chang
Chien-chih was closely connected with Ti Jen-chieh, who is said to have singled
him out for pramotion to chief minister. This means that L; Yung, though forty-
four years yeunger than Ti, had at the very least immediate second-hand expe-
rience of him through Chang Chien-chit. =

Li Yung was brought back to the capital after the defeat of the Wy clan. As
aserving censorin 719, he Played a dramatic part in the sequence of events that
led to Hstian-tsung’s accession. By acting quickly to shut the gates of the inner
city at Lo-yang, and by encouraging the city guard to “do great deeds and earn
wealth and honor,” he ensured that the attempt by Li Chung-fu Z &g, prince
of Ch'iao 3, to take the throne was defeated." Byt early in Hsitan-tsung’s
reign Li’s impetuosity earned him the hatred of both Yao Ch’ung and Chang
Yaeh 5RE8. He was again removed from the capital, to take up a long series of

FLE, which emphasized that he had “done great things for the dynasty” se-
cured commutation, ' Though he probably regained access to metropolitan
literary and scholarly society in about 735," he was not destined to resume a
career in the capital bureaucracy. As governor of Pei-hai, he was murdered by
one of Li Lin-fu’s ZE#kF agents in 747.

It may be an indication of the change in conditions during the K'ai-yijan
Peace and of the sense of distance that was evolving towards the Chou
Interregnum, that, returning to the capital briefly in mid-career, Li was the sub-
Ject of general public curiosity, as a man who had survived from a different

" For thisincident, see % fu kung wen chi 1o, p. 3b, spirit-path stele far Sung Ching; T72Y 2, pp.
31732 (TS 1908, pp. 5039—40; TCTC 20, PP- 6575-76; Tang yi lin 5, p. 44a: 3, pp. 228-2g.

™ €T3190B, p. 5040, ' CT3 86, p. 2836; TCIC 210, p. 6654

# CT5 1908, pp. 5041-42;, TFYK 804, pp. 16b—t8a; WirH Geq, pp. 5b~6b,

" TFYK 882, pp. 18b-19a; e Ly kung wen chi g, p. th, preface to the collected works of Sun T
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age."™ Yet it is ¢asy to see why he and others like him had an interest in promot-
ing Ti Jen-chieh’s reputation. He identified himself with dramatic interventions
on behalf of the dynasty, and could clajm a key role in the sequence of events
that led to the glerious reign of Hsiian-tsung, By building up the reputations of
those who had contributed to the early stages of the sequence, he emphasized
the political background to the great K'ai-yiian era. Indirectly, at the same time
he drew attention to his own achievements, perhaps in the hope of improving
his prospeets for appointment at Ch’ang-an.

Li Yung was a prolific writer, a master of the literary tradition, and a recog-
niized calligrapher, But, sadly, only a minute proportion of his collected works
survives today. Among the compositions that are known only by title two are
concerned with Ti Jen-chich. Both are supported by details that suggest au-
thenticity. One of these compaositions was a tribute to T engraved in stone and
set up at T’ shrine at Wei-chou in 722. The stele and its text are now lost, but
were recorded from Sung times, The earljest record of them is contained in the
great Sung epigraphical catalogue by Chao Ming-ch’eng #AH%, the Chin shif
e & A8k, This states that the stele was set upin the eleventh month of 7242 and
that the text was written in the hand of Chang T’ing-kuei sREEEE in pa-fern N\ 53
style." Chang T’ing-kuei was a particularly well-known calligrapher, and the
coliaboration between him and Lj Yang as the writer of his texts is well attested.
Lis Chiz Tang shu biography records that they were allies from early in the
Ch’ang-an period (701-704)." Moreover Chang’s biography both confirms their
collaboration and also records that Chang was governor of Wei-chou, listing
this tenure as his fourth post since the start of the K’ai-yiian period. At about
this time, Li Yung was governor of Ch'en-chou BEM, due south of Wei-chou. '

Li Yung’s other tribute to Tj Jen-chieh was in a poem entitled “The Six
Gentlemen” (“Liy kung p’ien” 7XVED, was also engraved, and has also failed
to survive. This poem is first attested by no less a figure than the poet Tu Fu, Tu
Fuwas an ardent admirer of L Yung, and included Li as one of eight deceased
officials in his series of “Eight Laments,” composed in the period 766-768, some
two decades after Li's murder. A Sung commentary to the poem identifies the
“Six Gentlemen” as Ti Jen-chieh and the “Five Princes.” Here was a deeply

W Nan pu hsin shu VLRSS {Peking: Ghung-hua, 1960) p. 8; CTS 190B, p. 5042, The degree 1o
which antipathies aroused over the restoration period may have receded at about this tme is sug-
gested by Yang Kuo-chung’s SR8 successful anempt to rehabilitate the Chang brothers in 750;
see TCTC 206, pp. Ggoo—1.

"5 Chin shilk bu chiao cheng s, P 94 [no. gbi).

' CT5 1908, pp. 5039, 5041,

" LTS 101, p 3154. For Chang's tenure at Wei-chou, see CTS 101, p. q153, Li Yung's posting at
Ch'en-chou is recorded at C75 150B, p. 504t1.
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considered and highly crafted reflection on Li’s troubled career. In reserving
mention of Li’s poem for Ti Jen-chieh unti! the final phrase of the final couplet,
Tu Fu in effect emphasizes its importance among Li’s collected works, He im-
plies that Li should be known by this poem and that, further, Li himself de-
served comparison with its six subjects, including Ti Jen-chieh.#

More detail about this poem is supplied again by Chao Ming-ch’eng Inan
entry in the second part of Chin-stik f, Chao recorded that he had known of Lj
Yung’s poem from Tu Fu’s mention of it, that he had longed to read it, that it
was not generally available, and that he had secured a rubbing of a stone en-
graving of it written out in the hand of Hu Li-hsii $H/EE. [t was, Chao con-
firmed, a “timeless composition.” It was divided in two sections, one devoted to
Ti Jen-chieh and the second to the “Five Princes,”® In preserving the name of
the calligrapher, Chao Ming-ch’eng provides valuable evidence of the date of
the compoesition of Li’s peem. Hu Lit-hsii is said to have given shelter to Ts’ui
Yeh EEH, a friend of P'ei Yao-ch’ing ZZEEH (681—743) and younger brother of
I§'ui Shih B (670—+12). Hu Lii-hsi was therefore in all probability alive in
the mid-K’ai-yiian period, and probably wrote the poem for engraving on be-
half of Li Yung at or near the time of its composition. "

The uneven process of transmission that has resulted in the loss of these
two early engraved tributes to Ti fen-chich by Li Yung was kinder in the cases of
two tributes to Ti by admirers of Li. The first of these was by Kao Shih 253, a
well known verse writer of the mid-eighth century. Kao passed through Wei-
chou on his way north in the autumn of 731. He marked his visit by composing
three poems, each in the form of a brief tribute to a famous T ang official who
had lived at Wei-chou. TiJen-chieh was the third of these, and Kao’s preface to
the poems specifically mentions his shrine. The poem itself is a short encomium:

Upright and resolute the duke of Liang

His merit and lustre passed down on bamboo and silk.

He spoke loyally in the court of the great empress;

He secretly moved the stratagemn for the imperial successor
He welcomed good men and kept a storehouseful of ministers;
In sharing administration he rose to be an earl of a region,

To this day the men in the blue clouds

Are those who were once clients at his gates.'v

" Chiu chia chi chu Ty thik NEMH 3 {Peking: Hamrd-Yenchjng, 1940} 14, p. 210,

™ Chin shil b chign cheng 26, P- 474. " For the mention of Hu Lu-hsii, see (T84, p. 2624.

* “San chiin yung” =B, “T3 Liang kung,” in Liu K'ai-yang SIS, Kao Shib shih chi pien nien
chien chu LIS LI £ SE3E (Peking: Chung-hua, 1981], pp. 14-18; also Sun Ch'in-shay g,
ed., Kao Shik chi chiao cha AR (Shanghai: Shang-hai ku-chi, 1984}, pp. 86~go.
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It is all but certain that when Kag composed this poem at Wei-chou he had
seen Li Yung's engraved monument of 722, and it may be assumed also that in
summarizing Ti Jen-chieh’s achievement he drew from Li's account. The poem
is the first extant tribute to T} to describe four of the achievements on which his
fame rested, his general political stance in the court of the empress, his role in
reestablishing the Li-T’ang line, his promotion of talented officials, and his
achievements as a provincial commander. It is important in tracing the history
of Ti’s reputation for two reasons. First, it suggests that by this time there was
already a formal written record of Ti’ achievements, for the term “bamboo
and silk” should normally refer to a high-status dynastic record . Second, it
claims that T1’s role in the succession crisis was “secret.” Whether this refers to
his persuading the empress to reinstate Li Hsien as heir-apparent, or to the
tradition that he secreely instructed the “Five Princes” is not clear. But the use of
the word “secret” is significant, for it implies that the proceedings were confi-
dent-ially transmitted rather than regularly recorded. It was to be a persistent
feature of the later tradition that Ti had given clandestine instructions to the
“Five Princes.”

When Kao Shih wrote this poem in 731, he almost certainly had not met Li
Yung. He was to do so, probably for the first time, in 746, when Li Yung had
taken up his final post as governor of Pei-hai. Kao Shih’s fulsome praise for Li
on that occasion, again given in verse, recalled his role as a monitory official
under the empress Wu. It underlines the growing view of the empress’s reign as
a ime when, in Kao’s words, “Long ago the imperial cycle was obstructed,” It
also underscores Li Yung’s origins in the same milieu in which TiJen-chieh had
spent his final years."

The middle years of the eighth century were dominated by the trauma of
the rebellion of An Lu-shan, an event that had profound repercussions for all
aspects of the T"ang world. Its effects on Ti Jen-chieh’s standing in T"ang tradi-
tion were complex, The massive destruction at the hands of the rebels of writ-
ten materials in the central libraries at Ch’ang-an probably accounted for the
loss of his collected works. A ninth-century account indicates also that the shrine
commemorating his good government at Wei-chou, standing in the heart of
territory conquered by An Lu-shan in the winter of 755, was destroyed.'w But
other changes in his status were, ironically, positive. The very concept of loyalty
to the T’ang dynastic house, for which he now stood, acquired a new imme-
diacy. In the reigns of the empress Wu, Chung-tsung, and Jui-tsung, loyalty sug-

" For the phrase “bamboo and silk,” sce, e.g., Hon st 54, p. 2466; Hou Han shu 16, P. 599.
“# Kap Siik shik chi pien nien chien chu, pp. 163-68; also Kao Shih chi chian oiu, Pp. 147-51.
' WIYYH 877, pp. 3a—6a, Feng Su.
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gested the ability, mainly in a court context, to withstand the machinations of
the Wu clan. In the era of peace that had preceded the rebellion, dynastic loy-
.alty had receded in importance as a political value. Readiness to express fervor
1n support of one of the most successful sovereigns China had seen, and per-
hvaps, as Li Yung had done, 10 praise the sequence of events that had brought
him to the throne did not count as toyalty in contemporary usage. But from 756
on, loyalty to the dynasty came into prominence as a far more demanding valye
tested in bloody conflict. The official community had before it the image of the’
3,000 or so of their colleagues who had failed the test. As collaborators, they
were paraded at the capital late in 757, In disgrace, bareheaded, bare-footed
and surrounded by troops, ' ,
Further humiliations followed for the dynasty, and the standing of those
past servants of the T’ang who, in contrast to these collaborators, had with-
st(I)od carlier crises correspondingly rose. In the post-rebellion reigns, therefore
Ti Jen-chieh figures in successive edicts conferring honors on earlier T’ang loy-’
alists and their descendants. He was, by this time, firmly recognized as one of
the great servants of the T’ang
The next detailed tribute to him thar survives, however, again comes not

f'ro.m high authority but from a man who lived in the same milieu as that of Kao
Shih. Tu Fu belongs firmly in the circle of Ti Jen-chieh’s admirers. Not only was
he a colleague of Kao Shih, it has been shown that he was also an admirer of Li
Yung: Moreover, he had a direct connection with Ti Jen-chieh, for his niece was
marr{ed to one of Ti’s great-grandsons. It was an encounter with Ti Po-chi
IKIH T, one of many Ti progeny living in the tid-eighth century, that led Ty
Fu to summarize Ti’ achievements in a poem to his relative:

When tl‘le great empress held the court, cunning and slander abounded.
Duke Ti upheld the government in her final years.
In a polluted river, he made an unsullied crossing;

“ TCTC 220, p. 042, and CTS 50 PP- 151=55. Lam grateful to Naomi Standen for the second
ll;ecfl'iri?ce. The figure of 5,000 is taken from the spirit-path stele for Hsii Hao $%5 cited in n, 155,

WL Wen jan wen chi 12, p. 2b; THY 45, pp. 810, 811. For the emperor Te-tsung” i
i:gtempts o streng{hcn the tradition of dynastic loyalty at the start of Izisprtign, see er:]l%dsuﬁ]::: bc":l-";i

eath of Chou Li-chen,” PP- 63-64. The “Chung-i chuan B 3#" section of CTS(CTS | B3A-
E‘Sy’fi, Pp. 4863;9] 6) 'T“i.g}?t ha_we been written az about this time. Its organization parallels that of the
1 a;;-h chu;.n, in dn-?dmg Inte two dhiian, the ficst in this case being principally concerned with
on ty at the foundation, under the empress Wu, Chung-sung, and Jui-tsung, the second with
oyalty in the course of the An Lu-shan rebellion. Though later material is included, startin with
the b;ograpl_w of Chang Pei 38{% and supplying notices for the sons of Lij Ch'ing $té the E‘:facc
which mentions figures no fater than Tuan Hsju-shih F¥35% {d. 785) and Yen Chen-dl"ing (Pd 784}‘

is consistent with a compilari . At . 3
material soc m. 66, :bon:g ation: date of about 785. Like the “K'u-ki chuan,” it contains repeated
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The dynastic succession was to be assigned to the Wa princes.

But he alone gave remonstration, and held to the red throne-steps.

From within the Forbidden City it was decided to send a request to
Fang-ling.

The clders of the former court all wept copious tears.

In one morning the altars of T ai-tsung were rectified.

The rites of the Han officials were washed shining bright again.’

Here was seemingly a cautious but emphatic tribute to Ti: Tu Fu restricts
himself to claiming that Ti persuaded the empress to bring Li Hsien back to the
capital from Fang-ling, and does not mention the tradition that he also gave
secret instructions to the “Five Princes” for the coup of 705. Yet this was not a
historically accurate statement, for it was never the case that Ti Jen-chieh had
been alone in giving remonstration. It has been shown that during the succes-
sion crisis other figures, some like Li Chao-te and Chi Hsi, far from exemplary
in their political conduct, had also advised the empress in favor of Li Hsien.

Other writers mentioning Ti Jen-chich at about this period do not specifi-
cally refer to his role in the restoration of the T ang line, Sun T"1 #&3, a mem-
ber of the circle that included Li Yung, referred to him in a eulogy for Chang
Yiieh as governor of Yu-chou B4, the ever troublesome northeastern frontier
where Ti had held command.'*" The great loyalist official and calligrapher Yen
Chen-ch’ing, an examination graduate under Sun Ti and another admirer of
Li Yung, twice mentioned Ti in commemorative texts composed after the rebel-
lion. In a spinit path stele for K'ang Hsi-hsien E#&#%, he recalted him as a
member of a group of high-ranking officials who composed poems of farewell
for K’ang " He also recorded an incident in which Yao Ch’ung, who has been
mentioned as particularly devoted to the empress, in conversation with Ti ex-
pressed admiration for a young student of ten or so who had complete powers
of recall." Yen Chen-ch’ing may also possibly have kept an example of Ti Jen-
chieh’s calligraphy. There is a colophon written in the name of Han Tse-mu #2
FEK, a recognized calligrapher and an associate of Yen's, stating that “president

M7 Chi chia ohi chu Tt shik 11, pp. 155-56, “Ti ming fu” TKHBFF. Ti Po-chi is attested in Stein MS
na. 516, Li taf fa pao ot BE{CETOEL. He was alive in 793; see n.157, below.

48 WYYH 7735, p. 6b, eulogy for Chang Yiieli's service as governor-general of and military gover-
not of Yu-chou,

" Yen L kung wen chi g, p. (b, spirit-path stele for Hsii Hsiu #3 (685—754), completed in o after
764. Yen mentions that Yao Yisan-chung had shown the young Hsii Hsiu a poem of 500 words, and
that he had been able to recite it from memory on one reading. Yao then said to Ti Jen-chieh,
“Young master Hsii is as fine as a pearl; and as pure as jade. It is just that we do not know what his
destiny is to be.”

" Yo L hung wen chi 10, p. gb, spirit-path stele for K’ang Hsi-hsien BE# 8k (645-715), completed
in 776
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Yen at his home had a hand-written memorial by Ti, in over 700 characters
entitled ‘A Request that the Heir-Apparent Return to the Capital, " ’
T5’en Shen 222 4 friend of Tu Fu, Kao Shih, and Yen Chen-ch’ing w
a?mthcr writer of the post-rebellion period who referred 1o Ti's reputatioi, Ha:
did 50 in a poem of 768, again in the context of a meeting with ope of: his
descendants. ™ The pext important references to Ti were made by another ¢a)-

cﬁm in the hand of the Chin-dynasty masters Wang Hsi-chih E#2 and Wang

In a commemorative texr for the great Kai-yiian minister Chang Chiu-ling
EEjL%;ﬁ%, Hsii Hao also praised Ti Jen-chich as, with some of the statesmen of
the reign C.If Tai-tsung and with Chang Chieh-chih and Huan Yen-fan of Chung.
tsu‘ng’s reign, one of the great political figures of the dynasty. ™ In Hsii's own

trea‘tmcnt of palitical rebels. The first was provided by the great emperor T"ang
:I"al-tsung, for, confronted by the sedition of his general Hou Chiin-chj EEs
in 641, Tai-tsung had charged only four men, rather than the whole of Hou’s
fo‘llowing. The second precedent concerned Ti himself, for in 688 at Yii-chou
T’l ha.dl pleaded for leniency in the treatment of the large following led by the
jT.a.ng Imperial clansman and political rebel Li Chen, prince of Yieh. That Ti’

Em‘:; t];:xg Jiwnhshﬂ: R (rpe. Taipei: Wen-hai, 1979) 22, pp. 222-b. I have been unahle to
o tclg od]; on. Ha.q Tsc-%u was Yen's assaciate; see % £4 kung wen ol Aer-p'u, p. 122 Ta judge
: 118, the memeorial in Ti's own hand relerred to was submitted after Chun o-tsung
; & -tsung |
;‘flrr;si?l;fj!ua:t hhjr-a;lajparenlt, anrilj therefore after any loyalist intervention by Ti cnufﬂ h:\?g olcaccfulzif:ln
ve been ¢ 1ssion g i i .
chumea e bc:,c ' 1€ sibmission referred to in TS 92, p- 2954, biography of Wei Yian-
* Ch'en T'ieh-min BE#E and Hou Chung.i ]
" C _ g REH, eds., Ti'm Shen s chian df B
f'I‘c:?t;é Han Chl{lg wen-hua, 1985) 4, p, 372 see also 1, p. 26; 4, pp. 332, 336. ki =
> :_!m  yao fu (L BBILE, o “=Hsi.‘| Hao ku chi chi” B in Ikeds On, Chilgoku kadai rhakon

An Lu-shan rebellion is unjikel
s ¥ 10 be the same persan; see CTS 128 “
: on ¢ s . PP 0—qr1, and “Y;
kulr:'g }E;:;% }Z:l;::%m In Ten Lu bung wen chi 1, Bp. 3a—¢h, whers the spn':l!igggis5 ?-1;3 3;.-“ o b
i 14, p. 33, CTW o, p. I irit- iu-ling SR ¢
Hsii Hao. The lactar texe supplies the j:adil:lg ¥ Sppach sele for Chang Chiu-ling Y
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figure than T ai-tsung himself is an indication of his high standing. Hsii’s me-
morial also shows that in the crisis of the An Lu-shan rebellion, for the dis.
graced collaborators and their colleagues, Ti stood for wisdom and mercy as
well as for loyalty to the Tang.'s

Hsit Hao, even more interestingly, was the author of a short account of the
T ang restoration of 705. This work, in one chiian, is entered in the bibliographi-
cal survey contained in the Sung-cra Wen #sien Lung Kao SCRUEE. Iis title is
given as Lu-ling wang chuan &5 T4, and a brief note states that it “tells of the
episode of Ti Jen-chieh and the ‘Five Princes.’ ” There is no further informa-

-tion and no citations have been preserved. But the work is clear proof that the

tradlition of T1’s role in the restoration of 705 was now considered to merit an
independent narrative.'s

Late in the eighth century there were more tributes to Ti, In 79% the em-
peror promoted Ti’s descendant Ti Po-chi, Tu Fu’s relative, from a prefectural
governorship to the post of vice-president of the Court of Guards, and in a
citation praised Ti Jen-chieh as one who:

... provided succour to the empress, and determined a strategy for the con-
tinuation of the T’ang. He produced from hidden origins the revival of the

dynasty.

Again, therefore, and this time from the emperor himself, there was em-
phasis on the clandestine nature of the achievement attributed to Ti. In 787 at
Yi-chou, or Ts’ai-chou & as it was now called, in Honan, a stele for him was
reerected. Yii-chou, where Ti had been governor in 688, had special associa-
tions in loyalist eyes, for it was here that Ti Jen-chieh had successfully pleaded
for leniency for those involved in the revolt of Li Chen and later for the popula-
tion of the whole prefecture, threatened by the troops of Chang Kuang-fu. The
record for the stele for Ti states merely that it was “reerected”; the text has not
survived, and the names of its composer, Yiian Trung-li JCiiid, and calligra-
pher, Tang Fu #{§, are obscure.'s?

Farly the following century, more than one hundred years after Ti’s death,
several more incidents indicate the prestige that Ti now commanded. T ien

¥ Chan shik ts'ut pien 104, pp. 13a—24b, stele for Hsii Hao by Chang Shih 3%, at p. 16b. See also
CTW 445, p. 194, for a transcription of this text. For Hou Chiin-chi, see CTF3, p. 55; 69, pp. 2511—
14; TCTC 197, p. G1g4.

" Wen hsien tung K'ao STRNE (rpt. Taipei: Hsin-hsing, 1965) 195, p. 1651.3, quoting Ch'en
Chen-sun BIRHR, Chik-char shu lu chich 1% TR I SRAERE (Shanghai: Shang-hai ku-chi, 1987} p. 144.
This work is not in the CTS or HTS hibliographies, nor do Hsis Hao's epitaph by Chang Shih (see
preceding nate] or his biographies, CTS 137, pp. 3759~6o, and HTS (6o, p. 4965, mention it.

*? For the Yi<hou stele, see n. 54, above. Te-tsung's proclamation promaoting Ti Po-chi is at
TFYK 131, p. 15b.
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Hung-cheng HH3AIF, the military governor of Wei-chou, refurbished Ti’s shrine
there, and commissioned Feng Su #%18, a colleague of the famoys Han Yi, to
compose a grandiloquent inscription for it. This describes both Ti’s good gov-
ernment at Wei-chou and his rote in the succession crisis of 698. Calling Ti “the
single piilar that stood firm,” it speaks of him as “supporting [a building) that
had already toppled, and binding [a cord)] that was about to be severed.” It also
makes it clear that the tradition that he had secretly instructed to the “Five
Princes” was now accepted.'®
Two episodes that show how high T#’s standing was carly in the ninth cen-
tury concerned two officials who were descended from the empress Wuy's family,
Wu Yitan-heng E 787 and his cousin Wa Ju-heng FE B Although their
ancestor had been Wy Pling-i 75— the one member of the Wu clan who had
kept strictly aloof from the dynastic politics of the interregnum, they were, more
than a century after the events concerned, stifl vulnerable to the charge that
they were descended from the empress’s clan. In one incident, the chief minis.
ter Li Chi-fu ZEH, who was said to have had poor refations with Wuy Yiian-
heng, also a chief minister, at the instigation of his son Li Te-yii, signaled his
displeasure by submitting a request that the shrine for T Jen-chieh be refur-
bished. Wu Yiian-heng is said to have recogmzed the threat implicit in this and
to have started to look for a provincial appointment. Merely by drawing attention
to Tis shrine, therefore, Li Chi-fir reminded Wu Yian-heng of Ti’s supposed
role in the restoration and of the permanent disgrace that the usurpation had
brought to the Wu clan." In a second episode, the chief minister Ling-hu Ch’y
PIL%E, wanting to neutralize the influence at court of Wu Ju-heng, located a
descendant of Ti Jen-chieh, Ti Chien-mou TKFEH, in minor office at Hsiang-
yang #&5}, and forged an imperial rescript appointing him to the key court post
of omissioner. The Tescript, preserved in Wu Ju-heng’s Ghiu T’ang shu biography,
put the following words into Hsien-tsung’s mouth:

In our leisure from conducting government, we read in person the docu-
ments of our dynasty. We realize how evil ministers came to gain hold on
power;and we witness the events of the Mother Empress’s usurpation. The
sacred vessels and great jewels of our dynasty were about to be passed on to
other men. But High Heaven i great indeed; it sent down a mirror to the
succession, It caused [Ti] Jen-chich to be born, to protect Chung-tsung. It

™ WIYYH 877, Pp. 3a-Ba.

"™ Peimeng soyen LTINS (Shanghai: Shang-hai ku-chi, 1081) 6, p. 44. Fu Hsitan-ts'ung Sxfess,
L3 Te-yti rien-p's ZMBH4ES (Chi-nan: Ch'i T shu-she, 1984}, pp. 6768, is skeptical ahout the
historicity of this anecdote, I am grateful to Jovana Muir for this reference.
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made the severed cord be redeployed and the enlightened successor be
restored.

When the rescript was issued, Wu Ju-heng is said to have wept before the em-
peror, and to have reiterated that his own ancestor Wu Pling-i had not been
>

inVOlVCd- i)

These accounts show that by the early-ninth century Ti Jen-chieh was rec-
ognized as a great T ang dynastic servant. Cult shrines or commemorative steles
to him were maintained in different parts of China. “Docur}rlents of the dynasty
{(kuo-shu )" were said to have told the story of his loyalism. As a statesman,

-he had a reputation for compassion as well as for daring. Among the people, he

stood for courage as well as mercy. The tradition of his role in the succession
crisis of 698 and of his secret instructions to the “Five Princes” had bcen' elabo-
rated and retold, in verse as weH as in prose. The praise bcstowcc! on him had
already struck the hyperbolic note that was to mark it inte Sung times.

{ Biography Ti Liang kung chuan

e iff::zat ab‘iﬁ t);lis time tﬁat mention was first made of 7i Liang kung chuan,
the unofficial biography of Ti Jen-chich that was destined significantly to add tcf
the lore about him. In the early-ninth century this was accepfecl as a work by Li
Yung, the T"ang loyalist whe had composed the first known 1f1depcndent com-
memorative texts for Ti. A number of different titles, 77 Liang kung chuan, Ti
Liang kung li Lu-ling wang chuan, Ti kung chia chuan, Liang kung tnek ck@, and Tz\)jfm-
chieh chuan are given for what may well be the same work.™ [t was in threfz chua‘rz,
much longer than either of the official notices. It has not been tra'nsmlttec? in
full, but passages of it are preserved by Ssu-ma Kuang, undf:r the title 73 Llafig
kung chuan, in his notes, and both Fan Chung-yen and the Hstn Tang shu com!::q-
ers drew from it in their biographies of Ti. From these and other reﬁ;:rences, it is
possible to infer its likely contents, style, and tone. It was, the following analysis
will show, a lively collocation that drew from many of the anecdott?s, speeches,
and dialogues of the last years of the empress Wu's court, adapting thf:m to
make Ti their subject. It gave prominent and dramatic.trcatment to Fhe inher-
ently improbable idea that five years before his death Ti had secretly instructed
all the “Five Princes” in their task of restoring the T’ang,

e CTS 158, p. 4162, biography of Wu Ju-heng, . D

W For thg vaf'iant title “Ti kung chia chuan” Sk 5%, see CT Shik 5, p.. 59 for TI”LZ;?%;&I]J{N#S'
chia chuan” BEEL B (M, see Chik chai shu lu dhieh ¢'i p. 197, lor “Liang kung pieh Ch,l,lﬂn RA R
see CT5 89, p. 2895, and Fan Her cheng hung chs 11, p. 4; for “Ti Jen-chich chuan ﬁ({_ﬁ{ﬁ, see
Ch'wng wen L:ung mu it 3L H (KHCPTS edn ) 3, p. 108; lor “Ti Liang kung i Lu-ling wang chuan
TR T ST (W, see n. (68, below.
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A biography of this exceptional length should be set in the context of bio-
graphical wrTiting in medieval China, for in the second haif of the eighth cen-
tury this was a changing and expanding tradition."™ On the gne hand there
were commemorative accounts, composed for official PUrposes, reports of con-
duct (hsing-chuang), tomb steles (mu-pei ming BERESL), and epitaphs for burial (my.-
chil ming JLTERG). Though these genres were still dominated by the models
provided by successive figh-chuan in the dynastic historics, and though they shared
the same formal organization and moralistic and illustrative purpose, in this
period they nonetheless show a new flexibility. Epitaphs lost some of the stiff-
ness and formality that marked seventh-century examples, including Ti's epi-
taph for Yiian Kung-yii. Biographies were freer, sometimes structured around a
single episode or speech, again often with a moral purpose. Some of these Jess
formal works were intended to give an alternative view of their subject, based
On a unique source, on new evidence, or personal knowledge. Many were for
unofficial circulation. In addition, highly crafted, autobiographical, and satiri-
cal or self-satirical parodies of the biography form, and fictional biographies,
sometimes elaborate romans 4 def represent one of the great achievements of
T’ang literature.

Mast of these works, following their fieh-chuan models, were short, though
there are some longer hsing-chuang recorded in the second half of the eighth
century, and fictional biographies might also be longer. There was also, how-
ever, from the second half of the eighth century, a small group of much longer
biographies, of heroic figures of the dynasty. These were for men whose dra-
matic careers and greac reputations were still fresh in reader’s memories. The
style was more discursive, the amount of narrative detail much greater, and the
records of comversations and set speeches altogether fuller; .

The Hsin Tang shu bibliography, in its subsection reserved for various cat-
egories of biography (tsa chuan FE),™ lists titles of several works of this kind:
for example, a biography of the loyalist heroes Chang Hsiin 3% and Yao Yin
Bk in two chian, attributed to the well-known writer Li Han 2589 {Chang Hisin
Yo Yin chuan S BREE). This gave a vivid and detailed narrative account of
the horrifying stege of Sul-yang fERS by rebel forces in 757- It was presented to
the throne, circulated and read, and even supplemented, into the ninth century. "

** For an analysis of the range of biography f; illi i )

; - aphy lorms, see William H. Nienhauser, Jr., “A Structural
fé;ﬁj::g o]t; .thc Clﬁan{n&r the Wen-yiian ying-hua,” 74536 ( 1977}, BP- 443-56. Also, ). C. Twitchett
ihese Biographical Writing,” in W. G. Beasley and E. G. Pulie blank, eds., Historians of Chi /
]qﬂ:an (Londen: Oxford UP, 1961}, pp. g5-114. ’ i Y Chia and

:.: HI§ 58, p. 1484, sect. “T-wen chib” B30, “Tra chuan-chi™ T )
o {;.}Han_$ﬁ, “Chin Chang Hstin chung-ch'eng chuan piap” B A (R, THT 25, p. Tra;
@ Chiang-li wen chi ching chy BE Sy {(Shanghai: Ku-tien wen-hsiieh, 1957) », pp. 42-45,
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Other examples listed are biographies for the loyalist general Tuan Hsiu-shih
E75 %' and the great post-rebellion soldier Kuo Tzu-i ${F-#.'% The longest
of all was a biography of the chief minister and adviser to four emperors Li Mj
24 (722789} in ten chitan attributed to his son Li Fan 258K {Hstang kuo Yeh hou
chia chuan AEEIF R ZK ).~

None of these longer biographies has survived to the present as an integral
text. All were, however, accepted as works of history, as their listing by the Hiin
Tang shu editors confirms. All were consulted and used selectively, though often
under variant titles, in Ssu-ma Kuang’s Tzu chih t'ung chien. Following his normal
practice, Ssu-ma, in discussing conflicts of evidence, aiso quoted extensively
those passages of the works concerned that he rejected, It is therefore possible,
using mainly his notes, to some extent to reconstruct these works and, within
limits, to analyze their style.

Tt Liang kung chuan belongs on the margins of this group. It shares with these
works not only its bibliographica! classification, but also its greater length and
the fact that it celebrates loyalty to the T’ang dynasty. It has in common with Li
Mi’s biography a court setting, and like Li Mi’s it idealizes the relationship be-
tween its subject and the sovereign. Like the others too, it was used by Ssu-ma
Kuang. It differs in that Ti’s career had ended over fifty years before the An Lu-
shan rebellion, whereas, with the exception of Li Mi’s, the other longer biogra-
phies were for subjects who fought for the Tlang in or after the rebellion. This
carlier setting gave T Liang kung chuan a distinctive tone and content.

The first reference to this composition was made by Li: Wen =il (772~
811}, aliterary figure who composed a series of tributes to former servants of the
dynasty. Lii Wen wrote of the biography:

It was through [Ti Jen-chieh) that the T’ang was testored to its status as the
T’ang. Those who are blind to this in later times accord the merit to the
“Five Princes.” They wholly fail to realize that the achievement of the “Five
Princes” was made through his teaching. A visitor showed me the biography

“Chang chung-ch'eng chuan hou hsii™ SR A M. Li Han's biography is quoted by Ssu-ma
Kuang in TCTC, #'a0-i, under the title “Chang chung-ch'eng chuan” FEh R, ¢.g., 218, p. 6g989.
"% For Tuan Hsiu-shil, see Jonathan Mirsky, “The Life of Tuan Hsiu-shih Based on Translations
of his Biographies in the T’ang Histories,” Journal of the China Society 1 {1961), pp- 146-65. The biog-
raphy was quoted by Ssu-ma Kuang in the 4'to-i under the same tide; e.g., TCTC 224, p. 7190.

% This was quoted by Ssu-ma Kuang in the K’ao-i under the title “Fen-yang chia chuan” $}#s
W e, TCTC 218, p. 6985,

" This was quoted by Ssu-ma Kuang in the £ap- under the title “Yeh hou chia chuan” fi=x
1, see TCTC 218, p. 6985. For a much shorter text bearing a similar title, “Yeh hou wai chuan” i
{RHE, see TPEC 48, pp. 23844 In its style and its emphasis on the supernatural the TPEC
version is perhaps closest to Ti Liang hang chuan. This work and its relation to the ¥h hou chia chuan are
explored by Dier, in “The Use of the 2h-Aou chia chuan,” pp. 221-47.
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that Lij [Yung governcr of] Pei-hai had composed. Its account of the inter-
val when the prince of Lu-ling was deposed [as heir-apparent] made one

se¢ [Ti Jen-chieh] as if in life.

In L Wen’s tribute, the language used to describe the empress Wu’s Chou
dynasty is sharply derogatory. Lii spoke of “An evil rainbow stretching across
the sky,” and of *A crowing hen commanding the dawn.” The latter image,
drawn from Shang shu 512, was much used to refer to the empress Wu's regime.
Much more interestingly, Lil referred to Ti's instruction of the “Five Princes™ as
“secret,” and spoke of Ti’s death-bed instructions on how to praceed with the
restoration plot. Such a scene was precisely a feature of the final, dramatic pas-
sage of the biography that Ssu-ma Kuang preserved in his notes. "

Another literary figure, Chang Hu 3&i; (793-853), a prolific verse writer,
wrote a poem entitled, “On Reading the Biography of Ti, Duke of Liang,”
which is very likely to be a reference to this work. The poem praises both TiJen-
chieh and the “Five Princes.” It too seems to accept that Ti was the teacher and
promoter of all five. It called Ti, “the single pillar that stood firm in the uni-
verse,” a commendation that echoes Feng Su’s “single pillar that stood firm,”
and suggests that a stock of laudatory images for Ti may now have developed.™

There are extended tributes to Tj by other well-known literary figures of
the ninth century, including one by P'i Jih-hsiu for Ti’s shrine at Peng-tse that
was set up in 864.'" The mid-ninth century witnessed a vogue among scholars
for collecting records of dialogues believed to have taken place between the
empress Wu and her ministers, especially if they featured defiance or resistance
on the latters’ part. None of the resulting records that involved Tt, however, can
definitely be proven to refer to his long, informal biography.™ The next unam.-
biguous reference comes in the Five Dynasties period, and forms the final para-
graph in Ti’s Chit: Tang shu biography. It has already been argued above that this
brief paragraph was probably a late addition to Wei Shu’s kuo-shik, ™ In addi-

"% Lit Ho-thy wen chi SRR 8 {SPTK edn.} g, pp. 1ib-13a, and WTYYH 380, pp. 11b~12a. The
hen controlling the dawn citation had first been made by Huan Yen-fan with reference to the em-
press Wei immediately after the restaration; see LT3 g1, p. 2gag, THY 3. p. 26; and in a more
general context concerning female intrusion in rituals, but referring 1o the empresses Wu and Wei,
by Lu Li-ping BB in 717:5¢¢ TT 21, p. 541; THY 52, p. go7; CTS 27, p. 1027; and TFYK 588, p.

'® Chang Fu 388, “On Reading the Biography of Ti, Duke of Liang,” CTShii 510, p. 5804. For
Chang Huy, see Yin Chan-hua FHS%E, “Chang Hu hsi nien k'ac EMLEEE " in Fu Hsizan-ts'ung
HFEE er al, eds., Tang tai wen-hsish en-chint (Kuang-hsi: Kuei-lin, 1550}, pp. 186-205. Feng Su,
WYTYH Byy, pp. 3a-6a.

™ CTW g9, pp. 22a-b,

™ Li Wen-jao wai chi 2, P 3b; Li Wen-jao wen chi 12, . ib; TWT 45, p. 93, Yang ¥ uei %
Record of a Reply by the Duke of Lia.ng{f' P P9 B el B, A

™ (TS Bg, p. 2895, See abave, “Ti Jen-chieh's Clix Tang shu Biography "
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tion, four Chiu Tang shu editorial insertions mention Ti in highly laudatory terms,
indicating that its tenth-century editors wrote under the influence of the enor-
mous reputation that he had acquired by this time.'s

Although other tributes to Ti Jen-chich survive from the tenth century,™
the next clear references to the biography are those by Ssu-ma Kuang In con-
structing his account for the final years of the empress Wu’s reign, Ssu-ma was
confronted not only with 71 Liang kung chuan and its evidently highly detailed
version of events, but also with several general histories and with numergus
anecdotal sources, some no less detailed. The task of reconciling all these ac-
counts and producing a historically plausible narrative must have been formi-
dable. Ssu-ma’s attitude to Ti Liang kung chuan, as to other anecdotal texts, shows
an ambivalence characteristic of many medieval Chinese exegetical or
compilatory scholars. Introducing the text at the point of first citation from it in
his &’ae-1, he condemned it as “crude and far-fetched” and queried its attribu-
tion to Li Yung. Yet he did not hesitate selectively to adopt material from it for
his main narrative, for in some cases the same passages are also cited in £'se-i. In
other cases, too, it may be surmised that certain passages in the main narrative,
which cannot be located in other official or anecdotal sources, may have come
from Tz Liang kung chuan. There are six explicit citations from the biography in
the 4%a0-2, and perhaps as many were incorporated without attribution in the
main narrative.

The k’ao-i citations provide a key to the extent to which the biography was
current in the eleventh century. [t is immediately apparent from textual paral-
lels that the informal biography was used by two other, slightly earlier, major
eleventh-century authorities in their accounts of Ti. The carlier of these was the
statesman Fan Chung-yen. Fan’s text of 1038 for Ti’s shrine at P’eng-tse con-
tained both the encomium to Ti cited at the opening of this article, and an
extended biography of him. In the biography, the close verbal parallels with the
excerpts preserved in Ssu-ma Kuang’s &’ao~i make it certain that Fan and Ssu-
ma were citing from the same or very similar texts. The same holds for the

™ CT36, p.133; 7, p. 150, 93, P- 2990; 94, p. 3007.

"™ The emperor Kao-tsu ZiiHl of the Chin 3 dynasty promoted Ti to be grand tutor (' shik
KE); see CTW 115, p. 5h. The text composed for engraving on this occasion is the first to mention
Ti's “nine remonstrances” to the empress. The “nine remonstrances” later supplied the tide of an
extant work in semi-vernacular Chinese that described Ti's conversations and memorials to the
throne. The textual history of this work, Limg hung oftiu chien SOV, is traced by the Soochow
bibliophile Huang Pei-lieh ®ZEZY, in & colophon dated 1803, to a version hearing the seals of two
mid-sixteenth century Seochow book collectors. L, Meng-sheng B4, the preface writer to the
rpt. lrom Huang's Skek & ot 5'ung sy edn. in Kx pen hsins shup shi-ch'eng (Shanghai: Shang-hai ku-chi,
1992}, believes it to be a work of Sung or Yitan date. The relation of this wark to Tt Liang kung chuan
is yet to be determined; there is some common ground, bu the work contains ne narrative passages
matching those cited by Ssu-ma Kuang as passages 5-7, below.
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second biography of Ti composed in the eleventh century, the Hsin Tang shu
entry for him, composed by Sung Ch'i 587 and included in the completed
work, submitted in 1060. Here again there are such close parailels in phra.sing

text, s

The Seven Excerpts

In what follows, the seven citations from 73 Liang kung chuan, which involve
events between the years from 668 until 705, are translated in full. The reasons
for which Ssu-ma, Kuang rejected, or in the case of two brief excerpts accepted
and incorporated, his six citations are analyzed, and observations made con-
cerning the similarity they bear to other Passages in T'ang writing, It is the
contention of this article that as well as being a “far-fetched” composition, .s
Ssu-ma Kuang believed, the biography was a patchwork of borrowings and
transferences from the anecdotal literature that had grown up around the em-
Press Wu and her court, and from other T’ang sources. Despite this derivative
character, the excerpts generally have a narrative momentum of their own, and
are easily understood as an imaginative version of the climactic sequence of
events at the close of the Choy tnterregnum,

I.

The empress then accepted the arguments of the Wiy [princes) and was on
the point of transferring the ancestral altars anc| establishing Wu San-ssu as
heir-apparent (¢ “ufu 78R, She moved the prince of Lu-ling to Fang-ling
The Wu princes planned in secrer, offering their counsel day and night,
saying, “Your majesty bears the surname Wu, and you should therefore
establish a member of the Wy clan [as heir-apparent], for there has never
been a Son of Heaven who took someone of another surname to be his
successor.” The empress had already ceded this, but questioned her minis-
ters for politeness’s sake, saying, “I am of the age to grow feeble, and the
state has no successor as sovereign (ch'u-chu £E). If am now to choose the
best person, who would be able to confront [the task)? Though I may have
found the right person, ultimately it is for ¥you to argue.” The ministers had
mostly heard that the plan had already been settled, and all made syco-
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phantic statements. [Ti] Jen-chich alone withdrew and remained standing,
staying quiet and offering no statement.

"The empress them asked him, “You are the only one to have said noth-
ing, and you must [therefore] have a different view.” He answered, “I do.
have observed the sigas in the heavens above, and there is no pattern there
for changing the ruler. I have investigated rmen’s minds within, and they
have not yet had sufficient of the virtue of the T"ang.” The empress said,
“How do you know this?” He answered, “The Hsiung—nu have recently
violated our frontiers, and your majesty had [Wu] San-ssu, the prince of
Liang #, conduct a rmuster of troops in the capital market. After more
than a month, fewer than one thousand men [had come forward]. Later
the prince of Lu-ling followed him, and in less than twenty days, the num-
ber reached fifty thousand. It can be seen from this that the minds of the
people have not yet deserted [the T"ang]. If your majesty is on the point of
continuing the succession, and if it is not the prince of Lu-ling [whom you
choose], I truly cannot ascertain what the rest will bring.” The empress
shook with fury and had her entourage support him oyt

It was in his narrative for the year 668 that Ssu-ma Kuang made his first
citation in the &’a0-i from T3 Liang kung chuan. This excerpt illustrates a feature of
the biography, its dramatization of Ti% role. Tiis portrayed as the only figure of
integrity in the court, and, at the same time, someone in ready communication
with the empress. Where ali others failed to resist, he braved the empress’s an-
ger and insisted on a T’ang loyalist course.

Both Fan Chung-yen and Sung Ch'i included abbreviated versions of this
mcident. Ssu-ma Kuang, however, rejected the passage on the grounds that it
contained a historical inaccuracy. It stated that Li Hsien, the future Chung-
tsung, had mustered troops as prince of Lu-ling. Other sources, Ssu-ma implies,
make it clear that it was only after he had been instituted as heir-apparent that
he was given the overall command of the Ho-pei armies and undertook his
highly successful call to arms, These two events, his investiture ag heir-apparent
and his nominal field appointment, followed in the ninth lurar month of 698,
some sixth months later in the narrative than his return to Lo-yang.

Ssu-ma also believed that Ti would not have urged the empress to desig-
nate Li Hsien as heir-apparent, since Li Tan, the future Jui-tsung, who had
rernained in the palace throughout the period, was still heir presumptive (fuang-
ssu ). The most Ti would have done, Ssu-ma argued, was to ask the em-
press that Li Hsien should be brought back from his imprisonment at Fang-ling,

" TCTC 206, p. 6527.
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Ssu-ma argued, using the evidence of other anecdotal collections, that the plan
to make Lt Hsien heir-apparent originated with Chi Hsi, rather than with Ti,
and that it had been evolved by Chi, with the detested Chang brothers, as a way
of ensuring their survival.'”?

Elsewhere in Tzu chik t'ung chien, however, especially in his coverage of Ti's
death, Ssu-ma accepts the vivid picture of Ti as close to the empress and as the
only official brave enough to resist her.” But other evidence makes it seern
likely that Ti was not the only person to urge the empress to recall Li Hsien
from Fang-ling The ninth-century scholar Li Te-yii records a dialogue between
the empress and Wang Fang-ch’ing £ 7B (d. 702), 2 prominent court official
of the period, who probabty had a standing comparable with Ti’s and who
shares a chiian in Chiu Tang shu with him and Yao Shou 3% (631~705). Tu this
conversation, Wang rebuked the empress [or her treatment of her son:

In recent days, when the celebrated official the [duke of] Shil-ch’tan 75 5
was in the post of minister, and his son was a director (ssu-shik ] 4-) of Mei-
chou B [in present-day Szechwan), the empress asked him, “How is it
that when you are a minister, your son is in such a remote place?” He
answered, “ [The prince of] Lu-ling is your favorite son, but he is now still
far away. So how could [ dare to have my son close to me?™

It may well be because of this passage that Ssu-ma Kuang’s main narrative
specifies that as well as Ti Jen-chieh, “Wang Chi-shan and Wang Fang-ch ing
also exhorted her”*

2.

Ten days later the empress summoned him to her presence and said, “Last
night, I dreamt that I was playing with others at backgammon, and time
after time failed to win. Why should this have been?” He answered, “Not
winning at backgammon means probably that there are no sons in the
palace. This is a message from Heaven, working through this event to show
you. How could you keep the heir-apparency vacant for so long?”

The empress said, “This is my family concern, and it is to be decided
in my heart. How is it appropriate for you to take any part in it?” [Ti] Jen-

'? For Chi Hsit's conversation with the Chang brothers and intervention with the empress, see
nn. 108 and 112, above; CT5 1864, p. 4850, and Ssu-ma Kuang’s k'o- at TCTT 206, pp- G927-28,
quoting Tan pun fu and i shik £'ai cli. Ssu-ma alsa rejected a version of the story contained in Ti's
HTS$ biography, which made Ti rather than Chi Hsi converse with the Chang's “... How could Jen-
chieh have been willing to hold a profound conversation with {Chang] I-chik on this question?” See
HTS 115, p. 4211

7 TCTC 206, pp. 655051, ™ Li Wenjno wen chi wai ch 2, p- 4b, “Essay on Loyal Ministers.”

W TCTC 202, p. 6526.
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chieh answered, “Your servant has heard that the true king takes the whole
world to be his family. Within the four seas all are his servants and hand-
maids. How could this be other than your majesty’s family concern? The
ruter is the head, the ministers are the limbs; how could I do other than
have a role in this? She again ordered him to be supported out, and to the
end declined his counsel.™

This is one of two stories in the anecdotal literature for this period in which
Ti interpreted dreams to the empress. A second, in Chang Cho’s mid-eighth-
century Ch’ao yeh ch’ien tsai, concerned a parrot { ying wu ¥8#E) with broken wings,
symbeols to Ti, by virtue of the homophone i, of ler politicaily impotent sons. ™
As well as being contained in Ti Liang kung chuan, the backgammon dream is
entered in the early-ninth-century Kuo-stis pu B #8 by Li Chao 2£2& % Per-
haps more significantly, the Sung-era sui-pi F§ZE writer Hung Mai #ti# notes
that the T’ang collection of anecdotes Ta T’ang shuo tsuan FJEHFRM also con-
tains this story. kn the Ta T ang shuo tsuan version, however, it is not Ti but again
his contemporary Wang Fang-ch'ing, the duke of Shih-ch’ian, who interprets
the dream. Hung Mai then notes that Ti’s Hsin T ang shu biography amalgam-
ates the two versions of the story by stating that “both men were present and
both answered the same way. ...”"™ Here then is a first suggestion that the 77
Liang kung chuan, perhaps with the Kue-shth pu acting as an intermediary, may
have appropriated anecdotes that originally had less celebrated figures as their
subjects, and made Ti Jen-chieh their protagonist.

Ssu-ma Kuang rejected this passage on the grounds that the heir-presump-
tive Li Tan was resident in the palace through this period, and Ti could never
have stated either that there were no sons in the palace or that the heir-apparency
had so long been vacant. He did, however, as also did Fan Chung-yen and Sung
Ch’i, accept the anecdote about the empress’s dream of the parrot with broken
wings, and integrated it in his main narrative.

The homily on political morality that Ti is represented as giving in this
passage is parallelled by a passage of dialogue between the emperor Te-tsung
and Li Miin 787, In T: Liang kung chuan, T1's homily closes with unacknowledged
quotations from Shang shu and from an address by the famous Han minister

@ TCTC o2, p. 6528,

" Ch'as peht ch’ien tsai, quoted in TPRC 277, pp. 2105—9b. For parrots, see Edward H. Schafer,
“Parrats in Medieval China,” Studia Serica Bernhani Ralgren Dedicata {(Copenhagen: Ejnor Munksgaard,
1954), PP- 27_:—3-2.

5 Kua shik pu C, p. 61.

* Hung Mai B4, Fung chai na-pi Z7BEEREE (Shanghai: Shang-hai kuchi, tg78), s gi PUE 8,
p- 707. See also Heén fsim Pung-k'ao 195, p. 16513

71



DAVID MCMULLEN

Hsiao Ho to Kao-tsu contained in Shih chi. But in other respects the two conver-
sations are similar:

The emperor {Te-tsung] said, “This is my farily concern. How, therefore,
can you have any part in it, that you contend so forcefully? [Li Mi] an-
swered, “The Son of Heaven takes all within the four seas to be his family,
Your servant now alone holds the heavy responsibility of being chief minister.
If anything should lose its proper place, the charge will be made to me.”

There is another echo of this speech in the biography of Li Mi preserved in
T’ai p’ing kuang chi. Here the emperor Su-tsung, in gratitude for Li Mi’s advice at
the time of another succession crisis, that of 756, says to Li:

You, sir, are loyal to the imperial ancestral altars and show concern over
nty domestic matters. Your words are all “tortoise mirrors” for the state.
How can you be for a moment separated from me?”

3. :

Later, they secretly sent ten palace women to go to Fang-chou, and also
issued an order that said, “My son [Li Hsien] is there, and I am ordering
the women to go and see him. The senior officials of the prefectures and
counties [through which they pass) should respectfully count them out and
count them back, and not permit any mingling [with others].” They se-
cretly ordered one of the women to substitute for the prince of Lu-ling, and
had the prince dress in the woman’s clothes and return as one of the origi-
nal nuraber. The prefectures and counties were unaware [of this ruse] and
in several days they reached the capital. The officials of the court were
without exception ignorant [of the matter].

Fan Chung-yen represents this colorful incident in his biography, but with
different wording, Ssu-ma Kuang rejects the passage on the ground that ten
palace women could not possibly have made the Jjourney to Fang-ling and back
without attracting notice. It was shown above, too, that he indicates that the
late-T ang history Tang tung chi as well as Wa Tie-tien shih specifically men-
tion that the envoy sent to bring back Li Hsien had been Hiii Yen-po, a well-
known official and court literary figure, and that Tang hui  yao corrreborates this,
The shik-lu, moreover, Ssu-ma pointed out, supplied the exact date of his arrival
at the capital from Fang-ling The shih-lu was therefore to be preferred to both

" TCTC 233, p. 7500. Shang s (519 (SPTK eda.} 2, pp. 13a-b; SC8, p. 386. See also THY 3, p.
24, for similar wording in a speech by Li Chi ZE@); of. TCTC 214, p. 6824, speech by Li Lin-fu.
" TPRC 38, p. 243, quoting “Yeh hou wai chuan.”
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71 Liang kung chuan and the final paragraph of the Chix Tang shu biography of Ti,
which here apparently borrows from it. His reasons are surely convincing: the
evidence of the sth-fu and Tang t'ung cki, supported as it is by Tang fud yao, is
preferable to the fanciful and romanticized account supplied by the informal
biography. Sung Ch'’i adheres to the shib-fu version, having Hsii Yen-po seat to
Fang-chou as an envoy to fetch Li Hsien. ™

;‘he empress went to a small palace and had a screen hung at its rear. Her
entourage were hidden and no one outside could have known. She then
ordered [Ti Jen-chieh] to sit below the steps and said, “What we discussed
on a previous occaston truly was no small matter. Waking or sleeping, 1
have gone over and over it. I have thought over what you said, and I grow
ever more aware that your reasoning is not awry. I hold that a loyal minis-
ter in serving his sovereign should surely not often be at odds with her. In
the space of today I should change my previous view. Let the positions of
the world depend on a single statement from you. If you approve my own
purpose, then both may forthwith live; if you go against it, then both should
forthwith be killed.”

He said slowly, “In what you have talked of, we should restrict our-
selves to the position of the Son of Heaven. As I well know, this is the posi-
tion of T'ai-tsung the Civil and Military Emperor, and how could your
majesty have it for yourself? T"ai-tsung in person went through the spear
tips and arrow barbs [of war|, and brought [civil] administation to the four
seas. The reason that he never sought respite from his toils was surely for
the sake of his sons and grandsons; how could it have been for the sake of
Wu San-ssu? Your majesty is in person the empress of the Great Emperor
[Kao-tsung], and when the Great Emperor was lying ill, he had your maj-
esty direct the state as an expedient. After he had passed away, it was fitting
that it should revert 1o his eldest son. But it has been more than ten years
now since your majesty suddenly took possession of the sacred vessels, You
now discuss the successton; but how is it permissible to make changes.
Moreover which is closer, the aunt or the mother? Which is nearer, the son
or the nephew?

At this the empress gasped and sobbed, and ordered her entourage to
pull up the screen. She stroked his back herself, and called out, “You are
not my minister, but the minister of the altars of the T’ang” She turned

" TCTC 206, p. 6529. For Hsil Yen-po’s role, see also THY 1, p. 4. For a comparable ruse involy-
ing disguise, see n. 188, below, and Legge, Ch'ut Ti'aw, pp. 797-90.
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and called to the prince of Lu-ling, “Bow to the elder of state; today he has
granted you the Sonship of Heaven.” [Ti Jen-chich] took off his hat and
knocked his head {on the floor], his tears and blood sprinkling the ground.
Those around him supported him, but for a long time he was unabie to rise.

The empress said, “What you have said should be announced within
and without. We should select a day for the ritual investiture.” [Ti] brushed
aside his tears and said, “From ancient times until now, can there have
been a case of someone being appropriated by stealth to be the Son of
Heaven? That the Prince of Lu-ling was at Fang-chou has been something
that everyone in the world has known. That he was today in the inner
palace, even I did not realize. I wish to honor any proclamation you may
make, for if this were to be like the disaster of the heir-apparent Wei, how
could you regard me as an enlightened minister?”

The empress said, “How could he go back [all the way] to F: ang-ling?
We should just arrange it at Shih-hsiang {2 postal station, provide a
ritual carriage, deploy all the officials and proceed to welcome him. At this
they called out loudly, “wan-sui,” and the heir-apparency was settled.™

Again, the emphasis in this passage on Ti’s being alone with the empress is
likely to be fictional. There is evidence that by this time it was generally believed
that the secrecy that had surrounded the succession crisis and probably court
politics more generally should be ended. Thus at least two other officials urged
the empress to let the heir-apparent be widely exposed to the public, in order to
improve the morale of the officials and people. One who did this was Hsiieh
Na, whose special concern was to reduce the barbarian threat. Ssu-ma Kuang
mentions him as urging the empress to let the public see the heir-apparent.”
With Hsiieh Na was probably again Wang Chi-shan, Both the main narrative of
Teu chik t'ung chien and Wang Chi-shan’s Chiu Tang shu biography state that Wang
urged the empress to reveal the newly designated heir-apparent to the people.™*

" TCTC 206, pp. 6529-30. The heir-apparent Wei was Liu Chii BI, the son of Han Wt by
the empress Wei, and was heir-apparent from 122 BC until 91 8C, when he was believed to have
commitied suicide. See 5C 49, p. 1980, and Michael Loewe, ed., The Cambridge Fistory of China: The
Ch'ine and Han Empires 221 na-an 220 (Cambridge: Cambridge UP, 1986) i, pp. 177-78. In 82 pc an
imposter closely resembling him appeared at the palace gates and was only exposed by a boid
official. See Han thu 71, pp. 303738, and TCTC 23, pp- 75559. The reference may also be o the
seclusion of K’uai-wai ¥R, heir-apparent of Wei, called Wei ta 1zu 5T in Tie chuan {Legge,
Ch'un Ts'aw, pp. 797-99). He had offended his parents and had taken refuge in Chin, to be succeeded
by his son. Later he recovered his throne, and his succession was acknowledged in a congratulatory
message by the Chou king; ibid., p. 846. In SC37, p. 1602, he is said to have “resented that none of
the grandees welcomed his succession, and to have asked ther, ‘I have lived away for a tong time;
have you heard of this?' ” See also Ku Yen-wu, Ku ehung sui-pi Fi P (TSCC odn), p. 59.

‘% CTS g3, p. 2983, biography of Hsiieh Na; TCTL 206, p. 535.

" CT3 go, p. 7910, biography of Wang Chi-shan; TCTC 206, p- 6535. The k'ao-i here cites Wy
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The argument used by Ti Jen-chieh to the empress in this passage, that the
empire was not hers to give away to Wu San-ssu, resembles the argument used
earlier by Hao Ch’u-chiin to the ailing emperor Kao-tsung in 676. Hao stated:

How much more is this the case because the empire is the empire of the
two Sage Emperors Kao-tsu and T ai-tsung, and not your majesty’s em-
pire. Truly your majesty should diligently maintain the ancestral temple,
and transmit it to your sons and grandsons. Truly, you cannot take the state
and give it to someone else, and so show partiality to the empress’s clan.'

The appeal Ti makes to the priority of the mother-son relationship over that of
aunt and nephew also echoes the wording of Li Chao-te’s appeal in 69z to the
empress attempting to dissuade her from granting Wu Ch’eng-ssu high official
positicn.

Ssu-ma Kuang has only a short comment on this passage, which he prob-
ably considered as immediately [ollowing passage 3, above. He rejected it be-
cause it involved an improbable sequence of events between this time, the third
lunar month of 698, and the ninth month, when, more reliable sources stated,
Li Hsien was finally made heir-apparent: “If at this time the heir-apparency
had already been decided on, then how could it have been enly after the inter-
val from the third to the ninth month that [Li Hsien] was {lormally] established
as heir-apparent? It was probably because after the prince of Lu-ling arrived,
the empress wished to establish them in accordance with their respective ages,
and the heir-apparent [Li Tan] on this basis ceded the position; thus {the pre-
cess] was protracted for half a year.” Ssu-ma did, however, copy a version of ".fi's
homily on the strictly patrimonial nature of the state into his main narrative.
Fan Chung-yen and Sung Ch'i alse both represented this incident.

5.
The heir-apparent was the overall commander; he was the deputy.

ne

Ssu-ma Kuang quoted this sentence in the £’z0- simply because it appeared
to lend support to his argument that Li Hsien was first invested as heir—apparf:nt
and only then appointed to the nominal field command of the Ho-pei armies.
He had before him a minor discrepancy in dating between the shh-f and an-
other major T ang source, Tang fi [# /&, compiled by Liu Fang. The investiture
took place on the fifteenth day (jen-sher F-FR) of the ninth month. The shif-fu

Tse-tien shih-fu stating that on the day ksin-isu the heir-apparent made a court appearance.

" Li Wen-jas chi 12, p. tb; CTS 84, pp. 2799-8oo; THY 51, pp. 887-88; TT 21, p. 541, double
column entry.

w TCTC 206, p. 6534.
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had Li Hsien given his military appointment on the nineteenth day (ping-tzu 55
). The Tang & text records the seventeenth day (chia-hsti B3 Ff), that is, only
two days after the investiture. Tt Liang kung chuan, despite its implication to the
contrary in excerpt 1, here confirmed Ssu-ma’s belief that Lj Hsien was first in-
vested as heir-apparent, and then given his nominal military command in Ho-pei.

6.

Chang Chien-chih, Huan Yen-fan, Ching Hui, Ts'ui Hsiian-wei =T,
and Yiian Shu-chi 2281 had all been recommended by him. Ounce after
he had taken a meal and withdrawn, he said to the five, “My grievance is
that I am feeble, that I shall pass away ahead of you, and not manage to see
your great deeds. I hope that you will protect, love, and carry out fully my
basic intention. The five were wholly enlightened and realized his purpaose.

When he was bedridden, the five waited on him. They kept him com-
pany to the end of the day, but he made no statement. Then after a while
his tears fell to the pillow, but he did no more than look at them. When the
five had left, they asked each other in turn the reason. Yian Shu-chi said,
“Surely it is because his breath and strength have turned more feeble, and
he needs to ask about domestic matters?” Chang Chien-chih said, “{ have
never heard of a great sage setting aside the state to take counsel with his
famnily.”

A moment later, he ordered Chang Chien-chih, Yiian Shu-chi, and
Huan Yen-fan to come in, and the Temaining two to wait outside the door.
He said, “The reason I did not talk just now was because of the other two.
For they are men of decision, but not of confidentiality. If I discuss this with
them ahead of time, the matter will certainly leak out. Once it has leaked,
then the state will be affected, and the [dynastic] family will be destroyed.
But if when the time comes, you do not share it with them, the matter will
not proceed either. {Wu] San-ssu, the prince of Liang, should first be ap-
prehended, and then only should you proceed. If this is not done, then it
will certainly turn into a great catastrophe.”

More than a year later, after Ti had died, the five secretly met in a
secluded place, [in order to] go through his words of that time, and to
renew their vows. After they had taken away the dishes, they looked at each
other and were on the point of speaking, but the time had not come, and
they were fearful of going against their previous agreement, They were
then on the point of speaking, and stopped yet again, back and forth sev-
eral times, Then Huan Yen-fan went through [Ti Jen-chieh’s] words. Be-
fore he had finished speaking, from outside the windows they heard a sound
like thl_mder, and suddenly wind and rain caine, so that they could not see
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a foot in front of them. The couch and covers where they sat were all hurled
down the steps. The five were afraid, and did not know how to proceed.
They said to one another, “This is his extreme loyalty and heroism, avail-
ing itself of this supernatural happening to frighten the minds of everyone.
He does not want us to discuss this matter in advance, While the time has
not yet come, it should not be spoken of again.” In a moment, the sky
cleared and the sun was bright exactly as before,

Wheun [Chang ] [-chih and the others had been executed, Yiian said to
Chang [Chien-chih], “The words passed to us long ago were that we should
first apprehend [Wu] San-ssu; how can he escape?” Chang [Chien-chih]
said, “[All that matters] is that the great undertaking has been completely
achieved; this [other matter] is just a ready morsel [for us].” Later the prince
of Liang developed relations within the palace [with the empress Wei], and
the five were in fact slandered, all to meet with the lives of exiles. The year

~ and mounth that had been fixed for their rising up and their rejection were
not in the slightest degree different from the guidelines of the agreement
that he had bequeathed them. ™

Ssu-ma Kuang treated this highly detailed and colorful episode as sum-
marily as he did the other long dramatic excerpt from the biography. He re-
Jected iton the ground of simple implausibility. He argued that nearly five years
after Ti’s death, in the spring of 705, it could only have been by coincidence that
the “Five Princes” were in metropolitan posts together. Ti could not possibly
have known in advance that this would be the situation, nor could he have
promoted the five with the specific purpose of having them assist in the plot to
establish the heir-apparent.

Moreover if {in Ti's lifetime] it was convenient that [Chang] I-chih be ex-
ecuted and if the heir-apparent had the potental to be established, then
[Ti} was himself a chief minister, so why should he have waited five years,
needed [Chang] Chien-chih and the others, and only then brought it into
the open? This is probably because the composer of the biography, follow-
ing up the five’s success in setting up the restoration, made a forced corre-
spondence of these episodes, stating that all five had been recommended
by [Ti] and been instructed by him.

Ssu-ma also quoted the sentences of dialogue, in which Yiian Shu-chi tried
to persuade Chang Chien-chih to kill Wu San-ssu, in his £%20- at a later point in
the narrative. He did so to refute ¥ skih ot chi, which here differed from other

" TCTC 206, pp. 655152
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sources in representing Chang Chien-chih as trying to persuade Huan Yen-fan
to kill Wu San-ssu. Ssu-ma demonstrated that, on the contrary, Chang Chien-
chih, Huan Yen-fan, and Ching Hui had all wished to refrain from unnecessary
slaughter. He also incidentally indicated that there was a source for the
biography’s remark, “He (Wu San-ssu} is just a ready morsel [for us]; how could
he escape?” Ssu-ma quoted the Hiin Tang shu biography of Huan Yen-fan, in
which this remark, in slightly different form, was put inte the mouth of Huan
rather than that of Chang Chien-chih: “He is a ready morsel; let him be kept
back as a gift for the Son of Heaven,” Here again then was an example of the

biography’s capacity to appropriate remarks from a minor to a major figure in
the story '

7.
[T1 Jen-chieh] had bestowed on him a purple robe and a turtle belt. The
empress herself embroidered [the following) twelve characters in gold fon
the robe}, as a public commendation of his loyalty: “You have spread abroad
the correct methods of administration. You have maintained your purity
and diligence. You have given encouragement to my ministers.” '

This episode is recorded in Ti’s Hsin Tang shu biography. The twelve char-
acters are also entered in Chiian Tang shik, with the source quoted as T3 kung chia
chuan. This is likely to be a variant title for the Ti Liang kung chuan, and makes it
seem the probable source for Hsin Tang shu. This record is the only one of a
number of special honors conferred by the empress on Ti that can be traced to
the informal biography. It remains very possible that Ssu-ma Kuang, Fan Chung-
ven, and Sung Ch’i drew others, not mentioned in Gl Tang shu or in other
anecdotal sources, from the biography.

"This examination of the seven excerpts from 73 iang kung chuan that have
survived has shown that the work relates unsatisfactorily to earlier sources that
covered the same ground, notably the revised shih-fu for the reign of the empress
Wu, Wu Tse-%ien shit-lu compiled by Liu Chih-chi and Wu Ching, presented in
716. It also has a complex relationship with the other anecdotal sources that
span this period, especially Ch’ao yeh ch’ien tsai. Whether or not the biography
also entirely deserves Ssu-ma Kuang’s epithet “crude” is perhaps another ques-
tion. Its author was clearly well informed about the court discussions on the
succession issue, He was able to incorporate into his narrative speeches that
were allusive and scholarly in their tone, and that can certainly stand compari-
son with other speeches made in the T ang court. Most if not all of the positions

™ TCTC 2086, p. 6586, HTS 120, p. 413, 5 HTS s, p. 4210, and CTShik 5, p. 5g.
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Tiis portrayed as having adopted in resisting the empress were historically within
the compass of possibility: they were adopted by other, less well-known, officials.
Though his stance before the empress is clearly a romanticized one, the points
that he made to her were not in themselves ahistorical.

Yet the biography clearly contains information that is inherently far-fetched.
It is more adulatory in style and less dispassionate than the standard official
biography. Its narrative standpoint differs from the majority of freer biogra-
phies from the eighth century: it is apparently neither that of the rescarcher
who has located fresh information nor that of the witness who has seen events
that the official accounts omittted. It portrays Ti as a supreme hero, a man
driven by profound moral energy 1o resist evil forces and to plan ahead for the
T’ang restoration. So great is his authority that even the cosmic forces respond
to it. At the same time, paradoxically, Ti is portrayed as a loyal servant of the
empress, who had special access to her presence, and whom she went out of her
way to honor.

CONCLUSION

This article has described the process by which the political legend of Ti
Jen-chieh developed. It has shown how the historical Ti Jen-chieh had had as
vigorous and varied an official career, in court and provinces, as any general-
service official of the period. His life had been endangered by demonstrably evil
men at several points. He had served through the whole of the Wu-Chou reign,
and had somehow remained aloof from the corruption of the late-seventh-cen-
tury court. In the words of Chang Cho, adapting the Anafects of Confucius, he
had “withstood black dye,” or in Tu Fu’s eloquent image, “made an unsullied
crossing.” He had a large following of officials, a “storehouseful of ministers”
who were loyal to him. Some of them were much younger than he was, and it is
likely that as they pursued their successful careers under Hsiian-tsung they built
up the tradition that he was in some way an immaculate figure and that he had
planned ahead for the renewal of T’ang political prosperity.

Then in the mid-¢ighth century, more than fifty years after his death, the
An Lu-shan rebellion demonstrated that under crisis the loyalty of official scholars
themselves could not be taken for granted, The post-rebellion official commu-
nity now saw loyalty as a harsh test of moral and physical courage in the service
of the dynasty, which now stood still more in need of heroes. The longer biogra-
phues for rebellion or post-rebellion loyalists that now appeared are an indica-
tion of the demand for accounts of brave and loyal service to the beleaguered
T'ang. But the T’ang restoration of 705 was alse seen in retrospect as a major

79



DAVID McMULLEN

dynastic crisis. The successful resolution of the dynasty’s difficulties that fol-
towed 705 ushered in the great age of Hsiian-tsung, the most resplendent era
that China had seen. The “Five Princes” were seen as the immediate agents of
the coup against the Changs in 705, and were increasingly honored by the state
and in eighth-century lore. But there was a need to create a further hero. None
of those who had argued for the restoration of Li Hsien as heir-apparent was
suitable, because they had been involved in the corrupt and brural politics of
the empress’s reign. Li Chao-te, though an opponent of both Lai Chiin-ch’en
and the Wu princes, was greatly resented in the period when he held power. Chi
Hsii had a record of cruelty, and his status was further reduced in the second
half of Hsiian-tsung’s reign by the conduct of his nephew Chi Wen i, a
sadistic agent of the detested Li Lin-fu. The Chang brothers, the “Two Lack-
eys,” were still less acceptable, and from the T*ien-pao period their blood con-
nection with the hated chief minister Yang Kuo-chung 15858 even further
increased the odium against them.

There had also been from early on a strong hearsay tradition that, in the
competition over the empress Wu’s succession, Ti Jen-chieh had intervened at
court in favor of Li Hsien, In explaining the fictionalized and remanticized
account of Tt's exploits at court, an important fact is that from the earliest sur-
viving account of it, in Kao Shih’s verse tribute to Ti of 731, his intervention was
consistently described as “secret.” It was precisely the supposedly clandestine
character of Ti’s role in the succession dispute and the fact that it was not decu-
mented in the earliest official records of the period that allowed his role to be-
come exaggerated by his followers, and by society more generally, then to be
taken up by those who wished to advertise their loyalty to the dynasty and finally
by the dynasty itself. His role as a loyalist, though it was described as “secret,”
was filled out. He became the “single pillar,” the man who “bound the severed
cord” of the Li-T’ang line, and, improbably, the tutor and guide to the “Five
Princes” whose decisive intervention came five years after his death. This was a
configuration that had religious and iconographical parallels, for Confucius had
been the teacher of the “ten wise men,” and the Buddha had his small inner
group of disciples. The very high status Ti enjoyed as the mentor of the “Five
Princes” enabled the composer of Ti Liang kung chuan to gather in and amplify
hearsay and anecdote surrounding the court of the empress, to make Ti its
central figure, and to suggest that even supernatural forces responded to him.

In turn, the prestige that Ti had acquired i T’ang lore and through 7i
Liang kung chuan was fed back into the official accounts of the restoration, and
from the tenth century Ti’s image as the leading figure in planning it became
generally accepted. Only Ssu-ma Kuang retained a measure of scepticism, and
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in citing and rejecting passages of the biography provided a key to the problem
of T1’s inflated reputation.

But Ti Jen-chieh’s ascent to cult status, although dubiously justified by the
facts of his life, has its own claim to historical importance. He represents an
early and relatively well-documented example in Chinese history of a high-
ranking official promoted as an empire-wide, rather than merely local, cult figure
from a matter of decades after his death. He was revered among the elite as a
symbol of loyalty, and at the same time acknowledged by a wider community as a
daring and effective administrator. The wide appeal of his cult is borne out both
by the existence of local shrines and steles for him and by the many anecdotes
celebrating his panache at court and in the provinces. His cult, and the lore that
surrounded it, demonstrate the “continual dialogue [between] the ... high cul-
ture of intellectuals, the official culture of the state and the common culture of
everyday work.”? They show, too, how the state could promote symbols, while
tacitly accepting that these symbols might have different value for different ele-
ments in society. They indicate that, in the medieval period, as later, there was
unlikely to have been a simpie cleavage between elite, state-centered, views of a
cult figure and his position in wider society. Nor did the contempt Ti Jen-chieh
had shown for local religious cults prevent him from becoming in turn a focus
for worship. Rather he transcended social divisions and interests and even what
appear superficially to have been mutually exclusive views of the supernatural
world. That such a remarkable figure should have gone on, over twelve centu-
ries later, to enjoy a worldwide reputation in yet another, radically implausible,
guise seems not inappropriate.
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