BARRY B. BLAKELEY

King, Clan, and Courtier in Ancient Ch'u

n the southern fringe of the Chinese world during the Chou & dynas-
Oty, which lasted from about 1045 to 221 BC, lay the state of Ch'u %,
The role of Ch'u as a major power-broker in the struggles of the Eastern
Chou period (770-221 BC) is fairly well understood, but its internal condi-
tions, less so. This paper examines a critical aspect of Ch'u court pelitics
from about 675 to 464 BGC.!

The prevailing understanding of Ch'u court politics involves two
interrelated points. The first is that Ch'u’s rulers (in comparison to those in
other states) were unusually powerful individuals. The second point is that
such power was due (at least in part) to a high degree of political partci-
pation by the lineages of the royal clan, which supported and defended royal
authority.® This paper demonstraies inaccuracies and deficiencies in this
understanding.

[t is true that the lineages of the Ch'u royal clan were politically active.
However, there is no reason to assume that they would work to strengthen
the throne. There is much, in fact, to suggest the contrary. Even on a
theoretical level, enhancement of the personal authority of the kings would
have infringed upon the royal kinsmen’s share of power; and it is not to be
expected that they would have willingly disenfranchised themselves by
elevating royal authority. Moreover, in other states in which the lord’s close
kinsmen dominated, they were far from supportive of the authority of the
rulers® The history of dynastic systems, wherever found, is replete with

1 The period analyzed falls within what is known as the Ch'un<ch’iu #H B era, which
began in 770 Be. There is, however, very little information available on internal affairs in
Ch'u for about a century after that date.

2 An unusual degree of political centralization is often cited as another factor. See, e.g.,
Yang Fan-chung HE 38 & and Chu Ma-hsin i & &, “Ch'u-kuo chi-ch'ian cheng-chih ch'u-
van® 45 B 448 B3 40 8B, Chiang-Han lun-t'an L % 35 W (hereafier, CHLT) 19814, pp.
104-8; H. G. Crecl, “The Beginnings of Bureaucracy in China: The Origin of the Hsien,”
JAS 23.2 (1964), pp. 176-78. But onc should be careful net to confuse the strength of the
ceniral apparatus with the personal power of the lord.

% See Barry B. Blakeley, “Functional Disparities in the Socic-Political Traditions of Spring
and Autumn China,” fournal af the Economic and Social Histary of the Orient 20.2 (1977), PP-
231-97 {“Part It Lu and Ch'i™); 2o.3 (1977), pp- 324-33, {‘Part 1I: Chou, Sung, and
Cheng"); and 22.1 (1979). pp- 107-11 {“Part IIT: Ch™u and Chin}. For doubts about the
degree of royal authority in Ch'u, see Wen Ch'ung-i 3L —, Ch'u wen-hua yen-chiu ik
T 98 (Taipei: Academia Sinica, 1667), Pp- 43 - 46, and Tung Shu-ych W IE, Chunch'in
Tso-chuan yer-chiv 2 Pk 22 M 95 (Shanghai: Jen-min, tg80), pp. 62 -63. Sait6 B (née
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examples of relatives of rulers who took every opportunity (0 exercise
control over the throne in their own interests. Finally, in China, when the
groundwork for the despotic Ch'in & empire was laid in the Warring States
period (ca. 463221}, it was precisely the kinship-based political tradition of
earlier times that rulers saw as the most serious threat to their own aunthority
and which they strove to eradicate.* For alt of these reasons, the expectation
should be that the Ch’u royal clan sought to restrict the power of the kings,
not to defend or strengthen it.* Much of what follows helps demonstrate that
this was n fact the case.

The idea that the Ch'u kings were unusually powerful warrants re-
examination from other angles. Dynastic systems by their very nature do not
guarantee strong, qualified rulers, even if they ascend the throne as adults.
Hereditary rulership also frequently results in minors and their regents.
Civen the social context within which political power was exercised in an-
cient China, the presence of an inept or young ruler was bound 1o resultin a
court that was dominated by his kinsmen. And only a capable and diligent
lord had much chance of exerting control in such circumstances. Close
attention to such issues is important in the case of Ch™u, since even a CUrsory
survey of the ages at which its Kings ascended the throne shows quite a few
to have been minors.*

Abe % f&) Michike i F and 1 independently arrived at the conclusion that there were
serious limitations on royal power in Ch'u; see, c.g., her “Shunjo jidai no 50 no oken ni tsuite
$6 0 kara Rei 6 no jidai” ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ@%miétzg BTRENSBIEORM, shi-
gaku £ % go.1-4 (1980), pp- 389-410; Chinese trans., without notes, is in Wu-han shih-fan
hsiieh-yian hsiich-pac chi-pu B Erol. 4ot o IR, ods., Chlushih yen-chiu chuan-chi
&% oh BN 22 B ¥ (Wuhan: Hu-pei-sheng Ch'u-shih yen-chiu-hui, 19832), pp- 244 - 63. See
also her paper cited in n. 6. Melvin P, Thatcher, A Structural Comparison of the Central
Governments of Ch'u, Ch'i, and Chin,” M3 33 (1977~ 1978}, p. 141, cautiously writes that
“ .. Ch'u was generadly dominated by strong rulers.”" (Emphasis added.)

4 See Cho-yun Hsu, Ancient Ching in Transition (Stanford: Stanford U.P., 196s), chap. 4;
Derk Bodde, China's First Unifier (1938; rpt. Hong Kong: U. of Hong Kong, 1g67), chap. 7.

5 This has been noted, in 2 general way, by 1i Yii-chich 2= B ¥, in Ch'u-shik kao LAk
{(Kaifeng: Ho-nan ta-hsieh, 1988), pp. 45— 96.

% Age at accession is not always readily apparent, and only some of the evidence for
problematic cases can be offered here.

A thorough consideration of dynastic politics in Ch'u should address a related mat-
ter —a purported succession system {as described in two Tso-chuan dialogues) that did not
wransfer title to the cldest son; see Takezoe Shin‘ichire 777 %5 Y& 3, Saden katsen ENEE
{1907; rpt. Taipei: Feng-huang, 1977 hereafter, TC), (Wen 3 1) 8, p. 7 and (Chao g 13)
23, p- 13. Studies of the subject include: ¥eh Yu-ming 2 ) B, “Ch'n-kuo wang-wei chi-
ch'eng k'ao” HEE i 2 R Chiu-shik yit Ch's wen-hua yen-chiu P H B L& g
{Changsha: Hu-pan-sheng Ch'u-shih yen—hiu-hui, 1987), pp. 270-82; Liang Chung-shih ®
o g, “Ch'u-kuo chih chit heng tsai shao-che shih shih™ WwEzeEEDERM CHLT
(£g88.3), p- 59: Ho Hao {1 # and Chang Chin % B, “Shih-lun Ch'u-kuo ti chiin-wei chi-
chreng-chih” 330 2 B K B fir i AR F, Chung-kuo-shih yen-chiu oh B S R (1088.4), PP
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A final problem with the prevailing view of Ch'u politics is that it does
not take into account the distinction between the main lineage and its col-
lateral lines. Below, we see that the lineages of the proprietary clan of Ch'u
did not function as a unified political faction and that they competed among
themseives for controi of the throne. Any analysis that ignores this fails to
address a critical dynamic of court politics.

To place the issues involved into focus, it will be useful to sketch hoth
the general socio-political background of the time and the circumstances in
Ch'u itself.

The state in carly China involved little distinction berween clan and the
polity.” It was essentially the communal or corporate property of the leading
clan. These were composed of two ranked elements. The upper one was the
“great temple” {ta-tsung & 5%) group, here referred to as the main lineage.’
[t was composed of the hereditary lord and his closest agnatic kinsmen (es-
sentially, his brothers, nephews, uncles, and first cousins). The descendants
of the agnatic kin eventually segmented off to form collateral {hsigo-tsung /1N
2%, or “lesser temple”) lineages of slightly lower stature.” The lowest rung of
the aristocracy was composed of “independent” clans, ones unrelated
through males to the clan of the ruler."

3 - 13; Saitd Michiko, “S6 no 8i keishohs to Reiotw Heiok BOTMBAKE BT
Z5 F BR Shigeke 57 (1987), pp. 1-20-

7 Early Chinese terms for kinship units were complex and somewhat fluid. For recent dis-
cussions, see M. V. Kryukov, “Hsing and Shih,” A0 34 (1666}, pp. 535-53. and Allen J.
Chun, “Conceptions of Kinship and Kingship in Classical Chou Chinpa,” TP 76 {1940), PP-
1648, Transtation of terminology is complicated by the fact that western anthropologists are
reassessing the utility of the term “lineage.” This semantic issue is not critical to the present
discussion, T use “clan” to refer to the larger proprictary kinship group within a regional state
(not, as is customary, the supra-state hsing ¥E), and “lineage” refers 10 a segmented unit (shik
E) ofa “elan.”

8 Distinctions {in institutional or analytic senses) between clan and state may have existed.
Operaticnally, however, the two were largely indistinguishable, especially in those regional
states of Eastern Chou times in which the proprietary clans were dominant (see n. 12). For
recent considerations of the corporate nature of kinship groups in ancient China, see Ch'ien
Hang $%#7, “Lun tsung chitn ho 7 =@ A Hua-tung shih-fan ta-hoileh hstieh pao -}
6 75 K BB BB ¥ (1988.1), pp. 99— 107 {ept. in Fu-yin pao-k'an tzu-lige yich-k'an HHERR
¥} 5 T [1988.5) [Kz1: Hsien-Ch'in Ch'in Han shih 4 25 22 6 51]); Ch'en Sheng-yung B
%l B, “Kuo Chung-kuo yl t'ien-hsia kuan-yil ch'uan-t'ung kuo-chia hsing-t'ai i i-pan-hsing
Kao-ch'a” B H ﬂﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁﬂ?ﬁﬁ@iﬁﬁﬂ@—-&ﬁ%ﬁ, Hsiteh-hsi yi tan-so B8
BRERE (1901.1), pp- 13742 {rpt. in Fu-yn pao-k'an tzu-liao yiich-k'an [rgg1.6]).

9 In an eaglier study [ labeled these as “ruling” lineages, simply because these were the
lineages of the rulers. However, this can be somewhat misleading, as the main lineage did not
always control the political apparatus {and thus actually “rule”); see 2. 1%

10'In some states, secondary segmentaton (resulting in sublineages) was comincn. This
almost inevitably impaired lincage cohesion and resulted in friction among the sublineages.
In other states (including Ch'u), however, lineages did not readily segment.

11 Some of these were indigenous; others descended from immigrants from other territo-
rial states.
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.Given the corporate tradition, members of the proprietary clan of a
rf:glonal state had a “constitutional” claim to share politicat power.”® Compe-
_uuon among the clan’s constituent lineages, though, was endemic and often
intense. This can be seen most clearly in competition for court offices.'
Close kinship to the lord meant that members of the main lineage could at
least claim pricrity in this respect over those of collateral lineages. One fac-
tor that could offset this, however, was hereditary office tenure. Through it
an office originally held by 2 member of the main lineage would in time (a.s’.
lineage segmentation occurred) became the preserve of a collateral tincage.
All of the above aspects had profound implications for the role of the ruler.
It meant that his clan constituted a potent stricture on his authority, for its
right to participate rendered it difficult for all but the most adept lord to
determine who was to serve under him and in what capacity.

The above applies to Ch’u with only some minor exceptions.™ The line-
ages there may have exhibited some peculiarities in their internal dynamics,'
but in the political sphere they behaved in much the same way as their
counterparts in other states.’” Hereditary office, though, was rare, at least
over long periods of time."” Since the Ch’u rulers in the period under con-
sideration were entitled “king” (wang ), the proprietary group of Ch'u can
be referred to as the royal clan.

The collateral lineages of Ch'u can be categorized according to when

12 This resulted in the ruler's clan being the dominant political force in some regio
states (Ch'u, Sung S, Lu #, and Cheng #). In such stalez as Chin & and Chii ﬁeglhowm
ever, independent clans tended to dominate. See Blakeley, “Functional Disparities,” part 1
pp.ﬂz}{%—zﬂ; part 2, p%a.d?o'y—‘;g; and part 3, pp. 81~ 118. '

e resources of the state were also the communal property of the leading clan. Thi
oft?n resulted in the holding of landed estates by lineages. 'I;'o \Ehag extent thisd:alf theI:as.I;hiLns
Ch u (at least before the fifth century; see the following discussion of king Hui’s reign) is not
entirely clear.

) 14 The general character of the Ch™u elite is discussed in: Chang Chiln, “Shih-lun Ch'u-kuo
a tsung':tsu-ch,ih chi ch’i t_’s_—tien” 3 5 W R RO 5 IR R L FF B, Wu-han shih-fan hsich-
{%?u:ue)l:fmh.ﬁ i i‘[!l.(ﬁ [ gcﬁ (1984.4), pp. 91 -99: Chu Chiin-ming %@,

g chia chin wen-tzu k'ao-ch’a Ch'u jen hsing-shih chi ch'i hsiang-kuan wen-t'i”
EUFRERALE KRR HHEWRE, Kueichou she-hui k’o-a’ufeh iﬁﬁtﬁgg
(1987.12), pp. 44, 50-55; Chou Techin F{# #3, "Shih-lun Ch'u-kuo ti she-hui chieh-kou”
H W T E AR E B, Hupei to-hstieh hsiich-pas 4L A B B (1988.4), pp. 62-64;
Wen, Ch's wen-hua yen-chiu, pp. 71-77. ,

15 Either Ch'u lineage heads had a more limited role within their own groups than those
elsewhere or the terminology used in reference to them differed from that of the north; see
Creel, "Beginnings of Bureaucracy,” pp. 174~ 80, nn. 1 18, 11g. '

16 See Blakeley, “Functional Disparities,” esp. part 3, pp- 100-5.

1_7 At least one factor behind this may have been that Ch'u lineages rarely were able to
mantain a high level of political involvement for more than two ar three consecutive genera-
tons, as the following discussion shows. Whether or not this was the cause or the result of an
unusual propensity to promotion through the ranks warrants further consideration; see
Thatcher, “Stuctural Comparison,” 140-47. '
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they segmented from the main lineage." Several may be classified as “early.”
Of these, the Tou [} and Cheng & are conventionally labeled as the “Jo Ao
lineages,” on the assumption that they descended from the ruler known as
Jo Ao EH (r. 790-764).” Also within the early category were the Ch'a J&
and the Wei = (or 3%) lineages, In the craditonal literature, the Wei lineage
was considered to have descended from the ruler Fen Mao § B (r. 758-
241), but it may have had more ancient roots.” The Ch'u lineage probably
emanated from a son or brother of king Wu & (r. 741-690).% Two other
collateral lineages did not emerge until the sixth century and therefore may
be termed “late” ones. These were the Yang B} (stemming from a son of
king Mu #8; r. 626-614) and the Nang 8, descending from king Chuang

B (r. 614~591)."
Among the principal court offices,® the leading one was that of fing-yin

1# Lineage segmentation in Ch'u seems to have followed the northern pattern generally;
but the case of the Tou group (sec below), which was comprised of several lines of descent
sharing the same designation {see the appended Genealogical Chart) is rather at variance
with northern practice. In addition to the collateral lineages identified here, there were
others (of relatively minor significance in court politics) that were either archaic or problem-
atic {see un. 22, 64, 97)-

The Genealogical Chart 1s offered s an aid to readers. It should be noted, however,
that it sidesteps a number of problems. In the interests of clarity, individuals are generally
referred to throughout this discussion by enly one of their various names.

1# Certain chronological anomalies impings on this idea (emanating from traditional
commentaries). A tenuous solution would not change the chronology enough to be of
concern here; see Chang Chiin, “Ch'u-kuo Tou Ch'eng Wei Ch'il ssu-tsu hsien-shih k'ac™ %
EFB AR B se %, Ch's wen-hue mi-tsung a5 v |k B B (Cheng<chou: Chung-chou
ku-chi, 1986), pp- 17579

20 | have reservations about recent attempts to disprove the long-standing assumption that
these two graphs were interchangeable {and thus referred to the same lineage). Suggestions
that origins of the Wei lineage dated back to the ninth century are worthy of consideration;
see Chang Chin, “Ch'u-kuo Tou Ch'eng Wei Ch'il,” pp- 18082, and Li Ling =%, “Ch'u-
kuo tsu-yiian shih-hsi ¢ wen-tzu-hsiteh cheng-ming” BPEBERERAX FHRIMW, W
(z991.2), pp- 47 - 54, 9°- The issue is not of direct concern to the present analysis, since Wei
figures appear here only from the late seventh century, by which time the lineage would have
been long established even if it descended from Fen Mao.

21 The prcsumed progcnitor. Ch'ii Hsia /@ ¥, has been assumed to have been a son of
king Wu. Chang Chiin's suggestion (“Ch'u-kuo Tou Ch'eng Wei Ch'il,” pp. 183-85) that he
was instead that king's brother has merit but would not substantially alter the picture here.
Chao K'uei-fu #83# 3%, “Ch'ii shih hsien-shib yil Kou-tan wang Hsiung Po-yung” B & A&
FHE FE {8 K, Wen-shih I E er (1985), PP- 22334, offers the unconventional view
that the Ch'il lineage dated back to Western Chou times.

22 Some scholars believe that shen-yin ¥ F, originally an office title, became the name of a
lincage descended from king Chao. Others disagree, maintaining that it always meant a title
of a court {or possibly local) official.

# Significant studies of Ch'u court administration not cited elsewhere are Liu Hsien-mei
)46 5, “Chu kuan yiian-liu Kaoso” BH ¥ % 5, CHLT (1982.8), pp. 57 -61; Li Chin
Z ¥ and Hsit Chin #: 42, “Lun Hsien-Ch'in Ch'u-kuo chib-kuan ming-ch'eng chi ch'i yu-
kuan wen-t'1" BEEEE BmEH BEEFUH B, Hua-chung shik-yian hsiieh-pao #Hh
B Bz B 48 (1982.6), pp. 121-30; Tso Yen-tung £ = ¥, “Ch'u-kue kuan-chih ¥'ao” % 3
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&, combining features of prime minister and field commander.* Also of
importance was the position of ssu-ma B B {master of the horse), presum-
ably in charge of day-to-day military administration. Assistants and deputies
(tso 72 and yu £5) to these two filled out the upper level of the administra.
tion. In the traditional literature, the term mo-go B F was taken to be an
office of high rank (at least in early times}.* Recently, arguments have been
offered against this, but the issue is not critical for present purposes and mo-
ao is weated here as an office of secondary rank.” Below, various lesser posts
are identified in passing.”

The following sections move chronologically through the twists and
turns of Ch'u courr politics over a span of about two centuries. Attention is
given to the lineage composition of the court roster of officials at various
junctures and 1o the people responsible for the configurations of these
rosters.

MAIN LINEAGE ASCENDANCY (6757-664)

China’s earliest general history, Shih-chi %2 &C, written about 100 BC, re-
counts that after king Wen’s 3L relatively short reign in Ch'u (690-675), his
son and successor Chuang # {or Tu %) Ao 3, plotted to kill his brother.
In response, the latter is supposed to have overthrown Chuang Ac and
become king Cheng B (r. 672 -626).% However, the earlier Tso-chuan =&

g HFE, Chliu-so K {1982.1), pp- 118-21.

1 Oﬂice_titlcs are translated {in some cases, tentatively) on the first occurrence but are left
thereafter in U'a.lnslitcration. On kng-yin, sec Wen, Ch'u wen-hua yen-chiv, pp. 46-51; Wu
Yung-chang & K 3 and Shu Chih-mei £F 2., “Chu Ling-yin ch'ienshuo” BHFE
=, CHLT.' (1g80.6), pp. 78- 80; and esp. Sung Kung-wen SN, Chiu-shih hsint'an B E
£ R (Kaifeng: Ho-nan ta-hstieh, 1988), pp. 134, 75~ g6, g7 - 198.

. ”I,Thi.s view is followed by such modern writers as Chang Chen-tse B M\, “Ch'u moao
k;O ﬁ;ﬁﬁ 3 Tung-fang tsa-chit 35 7 42.15 (1948}, pp- 47-54; Liu Hsin-fang 3l
{n.%’ Ch'ukuo chu ao so-i” 3 B H # A #, CHLT (1087.8), pp. 75-7% and Wang
;f'mg-hsia FEE ¥, “Ch'u-kuo chu ao K'ac-shin” BB B H B, CHLT (1986.9). pp- 76-

o, 65.

" Mio—a-o appears only in association with figures of the Ch'ii lineage; moreover, if an
office, it would have been the only long-term hereditary post in Ch'u. Ts'ai Ching-ch'lian E -3
{#% £ “Ch’u-kuo ti mo-ao chik kuan yii Ch’ti-shik chih tsu” BENERTERAKZL
#%, CHLT (1991.2), pp. 70—72), suggests that the terr was (or at least became) a designation
for the head of the Ch't lineage. While dlearly not a significant post in the period under
consideration here, those bearing the title enjoyed some sort of standing. In the present
study, only ene Ch'i-lineage mo-ao (under king K'ang) played a notable political role.

7 _From the titles, some offices seem concerned with state administration; others, with
running the royat houschold. In practice, however, there was no strict distinction between the
two spheres in the Ch'u political system at this stage of its development.

s Takikawa Kamemrs FiJ11 £R A BE, Skiki katcha kashs o BB R B (Tokyo, 1032~
1g43; rpt. Taipei: Chung-hsin, 1977; hereafter, SC}, 40, pp- 12- 13 [633]
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text renders both brothers far too young to have behaved in this way.” The
question is, then, if king Ch'eng did not engineer his own rise to the throne,
who did? The evidence, while largely circurnstantial, points rather directly to
Kung-tzu Yian 4% ¥ JC, an uncle of the boys: * he was hng-yin by at least
666; he was, as far as we know, the senior mate in the main lineage; and he
Jed the armies on the only campaign recorded for these years. In addition,
he cast a covetous eye on a royal consort and even took up residence in the
palace.

Unfortunately, we know very litte about the officials who served under
fing-yin Kung-tzu Yiian.* We do know, however, that Tou Pan HE was the
commandant {(kung Z3) of an important border outpost, that another Tou
{either Pan or Lien B&, his father?) occupied the post of she-shih &80 (arch-
ery master), and that two other Tou men {Yi-ch'iang £ & and Wu 23]
played lesser roles. Thus, it is obvious that the Tou lineage was a major
presence during Kung-zu Yiian's years at the heim.

THE ERA OF THE JO AO LINEAGES

First Phase: The Rise of the Tous (664-637)

It is not likely that much love was lost between the Tous and Kung-tzu
Yiian. The prime minister's personality would be enough to insure this; but
relevant, too, is the fact that a Ton figure had occupled the post of prime
minister in earlier days.*® Itis not surprising, therefore, to find that Tou Pan
killed Kung-tzu Yuan in 664. One motive behind this act may have been the
king's approaching majority. This would have presented the Tous with the
opportunity to kill two birds with one stone — rid themselves of the egotisti-
cal and domineering Kung-tzu Yian and ingratiate themselves with a ma-
turing king who faced continued domination by his uncle. [n any event, the
Tous profited considerably from the turn of events. One of their number,

2 The passage in Chuang i 14 from which the ages of Chuang Ao and Ch'eng can be
computed is incidental to the narrative and thus mare reliable; TC 3, p- 42-

%0 There is no direct evidence to explain his desire to replace Chuang Ao. However, since
the fure king Ch'eng was at least somewhat younger than Chuang Ap, Yian's chjective may
have been to retain control of the court for a longer time.

# Either the sources simply fail to record many office-holders of the administrative
structure was still rather simple at this early stage. Among the actors during Yiian's ascen-
dancy were several “king’s grandsons” £ é’, at least one of whom (Wang-sun Ch' By was
his own son. It may be, then, that he was supported by a cohort of the main linsage.

st Tou Ch'i fil had been ling-yin under king Wu and presumably for a time under king
Wen. There reportedly had been an alien serving as prime minister between Tou Ch'i and
Kung-tzu Yian. If so, ¥iian's assuming the post may have threatened the Tous with perma-
nent exclnsion from it.
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Tzu-wen F 3, became ling-yin,® and the main lineage (that of Kung-tzu
Yiian) disappeared from the scene. This set the stage for the composition
of the court roster for the following six decades.

Second Phase: Rise of the Ch'engs (637-632)

In 637, after a nearly thirty-year tenure as ling-yin, Tou Tzu-wen volun-
tarily stepped aside in favor of Ch'eng Te-ch'en 8 B2, thereby raising a
member of that lineage to the leading post for the first nme. Tzu-wen’s
motivation in this is not apparent. Perhaps advanced age rendered him in-
capable of fulfilling his military responsibilities. However, his not passing on
the office to a member of his own lineage, from which candidates were
available, requires explanation. There are hints that Ch'eng Te-ch'en
coveted the post, and (as we see below, concerning his personality) it is
conceivable that Tzu-wen felt it wise to acquiesce. Then, too, if the Tou and
Ch’eng lineages were as closely related as tradition presumes, it is also
possible that they had agreed to share the spoils. At least in the short run,
this was in fact the case, for the Tous continued to play a significant role
during the half-dozen years of Ch’eng Te-ch’en’s administration. Tou I-shen
B 2 occupied the office of ssu-ma, Tou K'o B, was a kung, and two others
(Chang ¥ and Tzu-yiieh ¥ #) figured in minor capacities.® Still, given
Te-ch’en’s personality, which in many ways was reminsscent of that of
Kung-tzn Yiian, it is safe to conclude that he dominated the sceme: he
dressed above his station (presumably in royal fashion) despite criticism of
him on this account.® The Tous must have chafed under his administraton
and clearly were disturbed by his failure 1o repatriate one of their men being
held in enemy hands.

We turn now to the rulers. Chuang Ao, a young boy, must have been a
political cipher. The prevailing historical judgment of Ch’eng-is that he
became one of Ch’u’s strongest kings, with particular emphasis given to his
string of successes abroad. Yet, there is virtually no evidence to substantiate
this view and a good deal that argues against it.” Although he was an adult

38 The ssu-ma post may also have been occupicd by a Tou at this time.

3¢ Kung-tzu Yiian's son fled to safety abroad, and with one possible exception, no other
member of the main lineage was active at court during the remainder of the reign. (This
might have been due to a decrease in the number of men in the main lineage; see
Genealogical Chart.)

% The Ch'ii lineage was also active, Ch'ti Yii-k'ou ¥ %€ was a iung, and Ch'il Wan =
probably a me-ao.

% See also his behavior in connection with the events of B3z, discussed below.

* Accounts picturing him as a vibrant ruler at the outset of his reign {e.g., SC 40, p- 13
[633)) are patently unreliable, given his age at the time.
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when the events occurred, there is no evidence to suggest that he played any
direct role in either the fall of Kung-tzu Yiian in 664 or the appointment of
Ch’eng Te-ch'en as ling-ymn in 637. In fact, there is no record of his being
concerned about the composition of the court staff until the very last years
of his reign (see below). He did not accompany the armies untl 654, by
which time he must have been at jeast thirty years of age. Furthermore, he
was absent on several later campaigns.®

Third Phase: Tou Revival (632-626)

King Ch'eng finally became involved in court affairs in 632 — forty years
into his reign. This was in connection with the well-known military confron-
cation with Chin ¥ at Ch'eng-p’u 3R ¥, in which the Ch'u forces suffered a
humiliating defeat. Afterward, the king held the field commanders, Ch'eng
Te-ch’en and Tou I-shen, responsible and ordered them to commit suicide.
in Te-ch’en’s case, an additional factor was undoubtedly his disobeying the
tactical decisions of the king. It would hardly be surprising, though, if a
further consideration in the king's mind was a perceived opportunity to
restrict the Tou-Ch'eng domination of his court. Whatever the case, and
perhaps also because of his faulty military decisions, he soon had second
thoughts and dispatched a repricve. This arrived in time to save Tou I-shen,
but not Ch’eng Te-ch'en. The king then conferred on l-shen a kung post;
but this did not entirely please the man, and suspicions between him and the
king continued.* Eventually, though, the two were reconciled and I-shen
was given the court post of kung-yin L5 (master of works).

While these events show that by a late time in his career the king was in
a mood to exert his own authority, it is also clear that he found it wise to
take into account the sensibilities of the Tous. His delicate treatment of Ton
I-shen hints as much. More importantly, he appointed Tou Pai % to replace
Te-ch’en as prime minister;*® and with at least two other Tous in office (I-

E

3 It may be that the kings accompanied their forces more often than the available record
suggests. (Tso-chuan, for instance, does not give the field commander for every campaign.)
Nevertheless, for most reigns a general pattern of royal participation in military actions can
be discerned; and in the absence of many other indicators of royal activity, I cautiously use
this one.

* [t may be presumed that the king cast the provincial appointment for I-shen as ree-
ompense for the order to commit suicide. Behind this, though, may have been the motive to
remove the man from the capital scene; and I-shen may have viewed the appointment in this
light. -

# Tou Pai is not mentioned specifically as such untl 627. This has led some to condude,
from an ambiguous (and predictive) text (TC [Hsi % 28] 7, p. 29}, that Lich'en B of the
Wei lineage served as fingyin beoween Ch'eng Te-ch’en and Tou Pai. If so, a Wei appoint-
ment might have been designed to offset the influence of the Jo Ao lineages. However, there
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shen as kung-yin and either K’o or Tzu-liang F B as ssu-ma), the fortunes of
the Tou lineage recovered. Their relationship with the king contnued to be
a delicate one. On the one hand, king Ch'eng declined to reward Tou K'o
for an important diplomatic achievement; on the other, Tou Pai openly
opposed the king’s choice of an heir. The details of the latter episede tell us
much about king Ch'eng.

The prospective heir, Shang-ch'en B K, irked by Tou Pai’s opposition
to his appointment, made unfounded accusations against the prime minister
and convinced the king of their validity. As a result, in 627 Ch’eng ordered
the execution of Tou Pai. In doing so, the king at long last took decisive
action against the Tous. But he had been duped by his own son, and subse-
quent events hardly picture him as a competent judge of character:* when
he finaily came to comprehend Shang-ch’en’s maneuver, he decided to
replace him as heir with another son, Wang-tzu Chih B#. Hearing of this,
Shang-ch’en besieged his father with a force of palace guards and pressured
him into committing suicide.”

Fourth Phase: Ch'eng Revival with Tou Participation (626 -614)

Shang-ch’en (king Mu 8, r. 626-614) ascended the throne as an adult
and clearly ruled as well as reigned, even though there is no indicadon that
he ever led armies into the field. Among his first acts was to confer rewards
on his tutor P’an Ch'ung #& &2, who had urged him to patricide.”® He also
accorded some role to the main lineage, but not any of the major court
posts.* The ling-yin post was returned to the Ch'eng lineage, in the person
of Ta-hsin A /> (a son of Te-ch’en). The Tous occupied several lesser offices:
kung-yin (I-shen), ssu-ma (probably K'o), and a kung post.*

i.s no evidence that the appointment was ever made. If it was, it did not last very long. In sum,
if there was a royal attempt to bypass the Tous, it soon failed.

4 It is unlikely that senility was a factor; Ch’eng was under sixty years of age at the time.

4 The fact that the palace guard rebelled suggests that the Tous were not king Ch'eng's
only enemies.

© P'an was given an enhanced title (t2i-shih K B, tutor emeritus) and the post of com-
mander of the palace guard {Auan-ick chih yin I8 F| 2 F). These were relatively minor
posts, but the fact that P’an became a key figure afier Mu's death suggests that he may have
exerted some degree of influence on his former protégé. That he was not named to a higher
post may have been because he was from an independent clan, one conceivably of alien
origin.

¥ One prince (Kung-tzu Chu 4) was a kung. He and two others (Kung-tzu Fei 7% and
Kung-tzu Hsieh ﬁ) were of considerable importance in the military. It 15 conceivahle that
Mu's treatment of the main lineage involved a delicate balance between giving close kinsmen
{who presumably were not enthusiastic about how he had come to the throne) too prominent
a role and rotally alienating them.

 Kuo-yi B 3B (SPPY edn.; hereafter, KY) 17, p. 43, implies that K'o was a tutor (sheh Ef)

10

ANCIENT CH'U

Mu's treatment of the main and Ch'eng lineages represented a revival of
the fortunes of both. The former had been in political oblivion since the
murder of Kung-tzu Ytan in 664 and the latter since the death of Ch'eng
Te-ch’en in 632, Mu’s placement of a Cheng at the head of the court almost
certainly was designed to counter the Tous, who had given Mu’s father con-
siderable troubte and had opposed his own designation as heir. In the light
of such actons, the fact that the Tous were In any way represcnted in the
official roster under Mu indicates their staying power. The king’s preference
for the Ch'engs, though, undoubtedly did not please the T'ous. And this may
have underfain a plot against the king hatched by Tou I-shen in 617. The
plot was foiled and [-shen executed. The presumably chastened Tous caused
a0 further troubles for king Mu in his few remaining years. In the mean-
time, however, upon Ta-hsin’s death in 615 Mu appointed Ch'eng Chia -1
to succeed as ling-yin. This broke a partern of Tou-Ch'eng alternation in that
post dating back to 697,% a fact that undoubtedly influenced the course of
events after Mu's death.

Fifth Phase: Tou-Ch'eng Struggle and Tou Revival (614-603)

The succession of Mu’s son, king Chuang # (. 614-591), was not con-
tested. Circumstances during the first decade of his reign, however, are
clouded by ambiguities in and inconsistencies among the sources. One ques-
tion concerns the king’s role at the outset of his reign. The dramatic Shih-chi
version (echoed in other works obviously from the same tradition) runs as
follows. During his first three years king Chuang willfully ignored state af-
fairs, concentrating instead on a life of debauchery. He forbade any criticism
of this behavior, and only remonstrations by daring othcials caused him to
reform his ways.” Unfortunately, there is much o show that this well-known
story (ahsent, however, in both Tso-chuan and Kuo-yii) is not to be trusted.
One such counter-evidence is that while the last-mentoned sources do not
contradict the idea that the king was politically inactive in his early years,
both imply that this was due to factors beyond his control. The Kug-yié ac-
count seems to suggest that he was 100 young o rule.® The safest soludon to

at this time, but this is inconsistent with evidence from Tso-chuan. In general, the strong Tou
presence under a Ch'eng lincage prime minister is reminiscent of the carlier eras of Kung-

tzu Yiian and Ch'eng Te<ch'en.

+ Presuming that Wei La<h'en had not served {see n. 40}, the sequence had been Tou
(Tzu-wen), Ch'eng (Te-ch'en), Tou (Pai), Ch'eng (Ta-hsin}.

¥ 5C 40, pp. 17- 18 [634].

# KY 17, p. 42, describes him as fang jo # %3. This is taken by commentators to mean “not
yet twenty [sui B),” although literally the phrase can mean “still weak.”
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this impasse is to follow the lead of the most sober of the sources — Tso-
chuan.

Upon Chuang's accession, the government was in the hands of Ch’eng
Chia (still /ing-yin) and P'an Ch'ung (the old tutor of king Mu).* Setting off
on a distant campaign, they left Tou K’o and Kung-tzu Hsieh % (probably
an uncle of king Chuang) in charge of matters at the capital. Taking advan-
tage of this opportunity, K'o and Hsieh attempted a coup and dispatched an
agent to the front to kill Ch'eng and P'an. This having failed, the conspira-
tors fled from the capital with the king in tow but were captured and killed
by elements loyal to the fing-yin.

One factor behind this attempted coup was Tou K'o’s and Kung-tzu
Hsieh’s resentment towards the Cheng lineage over earlier events.” On a
more general level, Tou pigue at Ch'eng occupancy of the ling-yin post (with-
out the customary alternation with themsetves) may have been at work.” In
sum, the prospect of a Ch’eng-lineage fing-yin and an independent clan
upstart in control of the king could hardly have been a pleasing prospect to
either the Tou or main lineages.

Circumstances between the date of this attempted coup (either 614 or
613} and 605 also are far from clear.® There is no mention of any active role
at court on the part of the king.** Also, there is no record of what happened
to Ch'eng Chia, so it is uncertain whether he was replaced or died in office.
We do know that a member of the Tou lineage (K'o-huang 5% 34) was chen-
yin BEF (chief remonstrator) by 605,% but detecting anything further about
the official roster before that date requires making some sense of the Tso-
chuan flashback passage paraphrased below:*

hid TF’ {Wen 14) g, pp. 19-20. At the very least, this lacks the suspicious didactic quality of
the Shehchi story.

% K¥ 17, p. 4a, gives the contrary impression, that Tou K'o and Kung-tzu Hsieh had the
upper hand over Ch'eng Chia and F'an Ch'ung at the outset. This, though, is totally inconsis-
tent mth_thc lincage profile of the court at the time of Mu's death as recorded in Tso-chuan.

5:1 It Iml‘l be recalled that Ch’eng Te-ch'en had done nething to repatriate Tou K'o {in king
Ch’eng's tirne}. Kung-tzu Hsieh aspired to be fing-yin but had been thwarted in this by the
Ch’eng strangleheold on the positon.

52 It may be, tco, that the main lineage, that of Kung-zu Hsieh, was upset that they had
remained in the wings for half a century.

5% Tsa-chuan does not record the death of Mu {dated 614 by Shihchf} and ambiguously
alludes to the uprising as taking place “when Chuang succeeded,” under the entry for 613.

* He participated to some extent in a military action in 611, but tock a sericus role in this
§phcr: only in 608. That the 611 incident was the first recorded activity of any kind concern-
ing Chuang may have prompted the idea in later minds that he ignored state affairs in his
first three years.

38 A bronze inscribed with his name was recently found in tomb no. 1, Ho-shang-ling A
{81 4, Hsi-ch'uan #7 J1| county, Ho-nan; see Chung-kuo wen-wu pao o B 3O W, Aug. 30,
1992, p- £, and Oct. 18, 1992, p. 3.

6 TC (Hsitan X 4) 10, pp. 27-28.
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When Tou Tzu-wen died, Tou Pan # became ling-yin;* Tou Tzu-yleh,
ssu-ma: and Wei Chia, kung-cheng L 1E (regulator of works). However,
Wei Chia slandered and then killed Tou Pan, whereupon Tou Tzu-yiieh
became ling-yin, and Wei Chia took his place as ssu-ma. Tzu-yiteh, how-
ever, came to detest Chia. With the assistance of his kinsmen, the
families {tsu I%E) of the Jo Ao lineages, Tzu-yiich imprisoned and then
killed Wei Chia.

The first problem with this account is that Tou Pan could not have suc-
ceeded Tzu-wen directly. As we have seen, Tzu-wen yielded the post of ling-
yin to Ch’eng Te-ch’en in 637. Second, there is no place to fit Pan into either
the later stages of king Ch’eng’s reign or that of Mu. He must, therefore,
have served during that of Chuang; and this must have been between the
tenures of Ch'eng Chia (end date unknown) and Tzu-yileh (who was in the
post by 6oy, as shown below}.™ An important ramification of this is that
there were two consecutive Tou /ing-yin (Pan and Tzu-ytGeh), which means
that the Tou-Ch'eng alternation in the position was once again broken —
this time in favor of the Tous. A Tou resurgence, then, had taken place at
the expense of the Ch'engs.

The result of this turn of events is described in the sequel to the above
passage. It is probably the most famous in the entire history of Ch'u court

politics.*

Tou Tzu-yiieh (with the families of the Jo Ao lineages) was about to
assault king Chuang. In response, the king offered princes as hostages,
but Tzu-yiieh refused them. An armed confrontation between the fo Ao
lineages and the royal forces ensued. During the batte, the king’s sol-
diers became frightened and began to retreat; but the king emboldened
them, ordered the attack drums sounded, and advanced with his army.
Victorious, he destroyed the Jo Ao lineages.

This account suggests that the king had been maneuvering against the
Tous (at least Tzu-yiieh) in some way, for otherwise there is no motive for
the attack on him. It may be that Chuang sought to punish Tzu-yiieh for
murdering Wei Chia or that he had cooperated with Wei Chia, or even that
he had encouraged Chia to turn against Tzu-ylieh.” Whatever the specifics,

57 He is not to be confused with the Tou Pan B of king Ch'eng's time,

58 This holds, of course, for Tzu-yiieh's tenure as ssu-ma and Wei Chia's as tung-cheng.

% T( {Hsilan 4) 10, pp. 28-29.

0 Any of these would explain the falling out between Tou Tzu-yiieh and Wei Chia. That
there was some tic berween Wei Chia and the king is strongly suggested by the fact that
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the convoluted frictions within the court must have tempted the king to
exploit them to his own advantage. [f Tzu-yiieh's behavior was not enough
to move Chuang to action, the long history of Tou machinations and threats
to the throne surely was. And if the king had any hopes of controiling court
affairs, he could hardly have been pleased with the prominence of the Tou
lineage.

‘ Whatever lay behind the confrontaton between the Jo Ao lineages and
l%lng Chuang, the results of the royal victory were profound. The Cheng
lineage almost disappeared from view, and the blow was one from which the
Tous were not to recover for three-quarters of a century.® In a word, the
era of the Jo Ao lineages came to an abrupt end; and this makes the year
ﬁoiz, the single most dramatic turning point in the history of Ch'u court
politics.

A BALANCED COURT (605~591)

After suppressing the uprising of 605, king Chuang chose Ao F (better
known as Sun-shu F& X Ao) of the Wei lineage as his ling-yin. Unfortunately,
the basic history of this man’s career, including the chronelogy of his tenure
as ling-yin, remains unclear.” Thus we cannot construct with full confidence
a list of those who served under him. Nevertheless, we may use the general
court roster after 605 to reflect on Ao’s career.”® A notable point is that there

Qhuang was soon to a_ppoinr. a member of the Wei lineage (quite probably Chia’s son) as fing-
)’T. The othe;k conceivable scenario is that the king learned (or feared) that Tzu-ylich was

annm i i
fcad " ﬁ, to take the throne for himself. If this were the case, however, we would expect to
ud“' Chl{ang» did not kill every member of either [o Ao lineage. (The essential feature of the

estruction B of a lineage was the termination of its ancestral rites; and these could be
revived at a later point.)

:‘lThc date of his appointment is clouded by the fact that he is not mentioned in Tso-chuan
until 568. Moreover, although he reportedly died before king Chuang, both the date and the
suceeeding fing-wn are l.}ndcar. If‘ late sources {of questionable reliability) are set aside, the
E;x:t hirobahle sacnago{ is that Wei Ao acquired the post in 605, or very soon thereafter and

was succeeded (at an unkn d b - i i
whom s bl own date) by a brother of Chuang (Kung-tzu Ying-ch'i, on
S “.'m Ao became an c_xt_rt:mcly popular theme in the later, quasihistorical literature.

eparating i@ct from ﬁcuop in such stories is not an casy task; sce William Nienhauser, [r. “A
Re_exa_nm;.'a.uon of I"[hc Biographies of the Reasonable Officials’ in the Records of the Grand
H:s:smn, Eav:ly Ching 15 (1991), ¢sp. pp. 231822,
, The pertinent Ts?-Fhuaﬂ passage may be read as atributing Wei Ao with an extensive
list of reforms and policies. Of particular concern at this junciure are three policies concern-
ing personngl {TC [HsGan 12] 11, p. B), which the court roster after 6og suggests wers
acnm:lly applied: I})‘l?ll: able should be employed, whatever their soaal standing; 2) when
candidates for political oﬁoc‘ are from clans E other than that of the king, those whose
ancestors had a record of service should be given preference; 3} when prospective afficials are
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were more members of the main lineage in significant capacities than at any
earlier juncture: the king’s brother Kung-tzu Ying-ch’i 88 # was assistant
(tso-yin) to the ling-yin; another brother Kung-tzu Tse R was probably ssu-
ma; and three other princes {presumably brothers or uncles of the king)
played lesser roles. There also were more court figures than ever before
from independent clan backgrounds, most notably the Pan and Wu {h
lineages, albeit in rather inferior positions. As for the collateral lineages, in
addition to the Wei (in the person of Sun-shu Ao), the Ch'd lineage was also
represented. Ch'i Wu-ch'en R 5 served as kung at a critical fronder out-
post, and several others appear in minor capacities at court.”

The court roster, then, betrayed a heavy emphasis on the main lincage,
but there was also an unprecedented role for independent clansmen and
some collateral lineage involvement. Moreover, all the lineage categories
were represented in substantive ways, a pattera totally without precedent.
We may infer, with some confidence, based on the previous events, that this
was designed to put an end to the tong-standing domination of the court by
a single lineage or group of lineages.

For all of Chuang’s decisiveness in 605, and despite the fact that he was
with his troops on almost every military foray, he does not come across as
particularly strong or astute in other respects.*® Several incidents show him
as easily swayed by those around him and less than confident of his own
decisions.® That he was not particularly forceful is shown by his being
maneuvered by Ch'i Wu-ch’en into foregoing his desire for a particular
woman. Evidently a rare beauty, she was the cause of other frictions within
the court as well. These indirectly reflect still further on the qualities of the
king. The king’s brother Kung-1zu Tse also wished to get his hands on the
woman and understandably was perturbed when Ch'd Wu-ch'en blocked
him as well. Wu-ch’en also managed to alienate another prince, Kung-tzu

of the same clan as the ruler, those with the closest blood ties to him should be chosen.

44 Two men from a poorly understood lineage, the Shen-shu Ed & (presumably of the
collateral category), also appear in passing, as well as figures from probably archaic {Western
Chou) collateral lines having in common in their lineage designations the graph Hsiung RE.

a5 ] lend no particular weight to the well-known report (TC [Hstan g] 10, pp- 19-215 SC
40, pp. 19~20 [634]) that Chuang suggested (by inquiring about the symbols of sovereign-
ty — the nine ang ) that he should preside over the entire Chon ecumene. The historicity
of this is quite suspect, as Ku T'ieh-fu BE #R5F has aptly argued; see “Ch'u Chuang wang wen
ting tun-" B HE F MW JE ¥, in his Hsiyang ch'u-kao 47 BB B 58 (Peking: Tzu-chin-ch'eng,
1988), pp- 278 -84-

o E.g., TC (Hslian 11) 10, pp. 5354, and (Cheng B 7) 13, p- 55. [t is noteworthy that at
one point he followed the advice of an independent-clan favorite (Wu Tsan {ﬁ%) over that
of his chief minister {Wei Ao).
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Y.:ng-ch’L The king, though, came to the support of neither of these close
kinsmen and did nothing to put Wu-ch’en in his place. This suggests thar
the king was either weak or unconcerned, even that Wu-ch'en was a pam-
pered royal favorite.”

RETURN OF THE MAIN LINEAGE (59r-551)

King Chuang died a natural death and was succeeded without incident
by his son king Kung 3£ (r. 591-560). The new king was not yet in his teens
at the time, and state affairs were handled by two of his uncles, Rung-tzn
Ying-ch'i (ling-yin by 58g) and Kung-tzu Jen-fu T X (as yu-yin). Kung-tzu
Tse (also an uncle) probably continued to serve as ssu-ma, and another
prince (Kung-tzu Shen E¥) was deputy (yu) ssu-ma. At the first available
opportunity, Ying-ch'i moved to settle his old score with Ch'i Wu-ch'en,
murdering his kinsmen and associates and confiscating their wealth while
Ch't was away on a diplomatic mission.*”® And not a single member of a col-
lateral lineage held a major post for the remainder of the reign.

By 568 Kung-tzu Jen-fu had moved up to the post of ling-vin. He held it,
though, for only about two years and was succeeded (for the balance of the
reign) by a brother of the king, Tzu-nang F 7. Another brother (Kung-tzu
Wu &) succeeded to the post of ssu-ma.* A number of other members of the
main lineage appear in less prominent roles. At least a half-dozen men from
independent clans are recerded, although only cne of them held a post of
any significance — that of kung-yin.

Thus, the court roster was dominated by the main lineage throughout
king Kung’s reign—and to a degree totally without precedent. The initial
establishment of this pattern clearly was not the king's doing, because he was
too young (ten sut g%, that is, around nine years old) at the outset. When he
began to be active in 575, he may have been attempting to replace the senior
generation of the main lineage (that of his uncles) with his own (his
brothers), but there are reasons to doubt this.” Whatever the case, in other
ch'“ The fact that Ying-ch" waited until after Chuang’s death before taking revenge on Wu-

h'en {see below) suggests that the latter was on more intimate terms with the king than with
his own brother.
™ Wu-ch'en, though, won out in one respect: the coveted beauty met him abroad.
% Bronzes inscribed with Wu's name have been discovered in tomb no. 2, at Hsia-ssu T
¥, Hsi-ch*uan county, Ho-nan.
0 The shifts of the ting-win and ssu-ma posts from Kung's uncles to his brothers involved
royally-ordered executions of the incumbents; but for one execution there was a justifiable

reason and, in the other case, ne indication that i i
onand, 1 indication it was cccasioned by any personal differences
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respects he does not seem to have been the strongest of personalities. He
seldom went on campaign. In addition, his stated preferences for a post-
humous name for himself were not particularly flattering,” a sign of either
harsh setf-judgment or false modesty. Moreover, he was reluctant to trust
his own judgment in naming an heir, relying instead on a divination proce-
dure. The oracle pointed to his youngest son, Kung-tzu Chi-chi 3 #%; but
after Kung’s death this son was set aside, presumably by his uncles, in favor
of another, who became king K'ang B (r. 560-545).”

The new king was inactive for about eight years, perhaps due to young
age. His uncles, Tzu-nang (as ling-yin) and Kung-tzu Wu (as ssu-ma and then
ling-yin), dominated the court roster, as they had in the previous reign,
Serving as chen-yin under these two was another uncle of the king Kung-tzu
Chui-shu 38 &F, and Kung-tzu Pa-jung §B 7 (as yu-yin) and Kung-tzu To-
shih ZEHT (as yu ssu-ma)— probably uncles as well.™ Thus, the main lineage
clearly continued to dominate the court voster. Unlike the pattern of the
previous reign, however, the collateral lineages were included. A member of
the Wei lineage (Tzu-feng ¥ ) was ta A {(grand) ssu-me,” and the Ch'd
lineage held posts of lesser significance (for example, Tao F was mo-go). On
the other hand, the independent clans virtuaily disappeared from view.

In 552 the mature K’ang attempted to exert authority. The death of his
uncle Kung-tzu Wu afforded an opening. Consequently, he offered the ling-
yin position to Wei Tzu-feng—that is, to someone outside the dominant
main lineage. Tzu-feng, though, declined the honor; and the king {perhaps
sensing this as shrouded advice) then turned to his uncle Kung-tzu Chui-
shu.™ In the following year, however, another opportunity presented itself
when it was found that an independent clansman and bosom associate of

T One of these, Li B (“harsh,” “stern,” “oppressive”) certainly was not complimentary.
Commentators have been at pains to explain why the other name, Ling B (“spirit-like,”
"supcrnatural"). should be described in Tio-cAuen as unflacering.

7 To be fair, Kung's reticence may have been due to the fact that all of the candidates were
still minors and therefore could not readily be judged on other grounds. Whatever the
reason, Kung's failure to name an heir of his own choosing was to plague the house of Ch'u
for three decades after his death. A factor in Cii<hi's disestablishment may have been that
Ch'u was being pressured on the frontiers. K'ang was presumably somewhat older than the
infant Ch'i<chi. The court may have decided that it would be best to have an adult at the helm
as soon as possible {even if only as a figurehead).

™8 Since Chui-shu was an uncle and held a lesser post than Pa-jung and T'o-shih, it stands
to reason that the latter two were also uncles.

74 [e is also referred to among the finds at Hsia-ssu (see n. 69).

7 Tzu-feng claimed ill health. Since, however, he accepted the post in the following year,
his action may have been designed as a subtle warning to the king that the time was not ripe
to move against the main lineage.
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Chui-shu named Kuan Ch'i 3 # was living well beyond his modest legiti-
mate means. This obvious favoritism towards a person of relatively low
status caused resentment among the courtiers, and the king had both Chui-
shu and Kuan Ch'i executed. This left the king at last free to pursue his own
policies.

COLLATERAL LINEAGE INTERVAL (551-545)

K'ang then instituted a dramatic shift in the lineage thrust of the court
rosFer. Only one member of the main lineage (Kung-tzu I #5) was given a
major post (ssu-ma), although several others appear in low capacities (largely
without mention of an office). Thus, K'ang did not eliminate the main line-
jdge entirely, but he greatly diminished its role. It seems that he pushed aside
1fs senior generation (that of his uncles) in favor of his own generation.™ As
lingyin, K'ang turned to his original choice — Wei Tzu-feng, whose previous
post of ta ssu-ma passed to his own son Yen 3. The Ch'i, toe, were active,
Qne of their number (Chien ¥} was mo-go; and upon the death of Tzu-feng
in 548 he succeeded to the post of ling-yin and Ch'd Tang 10 that of mo-ae.
The choice of Chien may have been in part because of his personality, since
he appears to have been a modest man. But the choice may also have been
due to the fact that the Ch'ii lineage had never before held the lofty fing-yin
position,”™ which should have made them grateful and obedient. In any case,
the critical points to note are that K’ang employed two consecutive ling-yin
from collateral lineages, and that this must have been a conscious move to
remove the office from the grasp of the main lineage (including the king's
own generation).™ In sum, K'ang accomplished a more drastic change in the
composition of officialdom than any early king except Chuang.

L Favor'able to the continuity of the main lincage was the fact that a faction within it was
sy'm‘pathc.tm to K'ang. (Chui-shu's son, at least, had not disapproved of the king's move
ag'-i.‘ufst l_us own father.) Councerning the shifi of generations, Kung-tzu I's gengcal ical
position is uncertain. But since all other main-lineage men were K'ang's brothers, it stanogisc:o
rsl:;.son that I was too. Theoretically, this shift could have been due to natural depletion of the
::h er generation, but the cbstacle to Kang's personal authority represented by his uncles and

e fact that the prime beneficiaries of the §51 coup were the collateral lineages {s¢< below)
sm:?ngly suggest that the changed pattern of main-lineage involvement was the king's doing.
Nor was it ever to do so again. The level of involvement of the Ch'ils and the Weis
:tpr'cssimtcti a limited revival of their fortunes (in the Ch'ti case after three decades, since
uc:._:l:?gun : }::rlraAdc:).of Kung-tzu Yingch'i; and for the Wei, after nearly fifty years, since the

7 The latter exclusion is shown by the fa i 1

of K'ang's brothers being active in chscr ca;:a['illii;)s,udl candidates were available (¢ feast €00

18

ANCIENT CH'U
MAIN LINEAGE INTERLUDE (545-547%)

Upon Kang's death, Chia Ao 3 # (r. 545-541) was raised to the
throne of his father without difficuity. He was, however, a political cipher.”
This, plus the demise of ling-ym Ch'ii Chien at about the same time as king
K’ang paved the way for a main lineage renaissance.

The new ling-yin was Chia A0's uncle Kung-tzu Wei B. Two other uncles
held positions — Kung-tzu Pi H. as yu-yin and Kung-tzu Hei-kung B as
kung -chiu-yin B B F (chief of the palace stables). The Wei collateral lineage
{with Yen as ta ssu-ma), and perhaps the Ch'd, remained active; and aliens
and members of independent clans were present in low capacities. Thus, a
broad spectrum of lineages was represented, but the main lineage was
clearly the most prominent, with Kung-tzu Wei as the dominant figure. [n
543 he found a pretext to execute Wei Yen. This was only one indication
that he was a man in the mode of such earlier fing-yin as Kung-tzu Yian and
Ch'eng Te-ch’en. Like them, he was arrogant and appropriated such sym-
bols of rulership as the royal standard. ‘Thus it comes as no surprise that in
541, learning that Chia Ao was 1ll, perhaps terminally, Wei personally
strangled Chia and made certain that the succession would not follow
through his nephew’s line by killing Chia’s sons. Wei then ascended the
throne, becoming king Ling B (r. ser-529). He was the second of king

Kung’s sons to reign.

RETURN CF THE COLLATERAL
LINEAGES (541-CA. 505)

The Early Collaterals to the Fore (541 -ca. 528)
Upon Ling's usurpation of the throne, two of his brothers, Kung-tzu Pi

and Kung-tzu Hel-kung, fled abroad. They undoubtedly feared for their
lives, since the new king was power-hungry, devious, and extravagant. He
was, in a word, the most autocratic ruler in Ch'u history.

At the outset, the lineage composition of officialdom was similar to that
in the previous reign: the Wei collateral lineage continued to be prominent
{the ling-yin was Wei Pa #B; the fai-tsai 4 2 [chief of protocol] was Wei
Ch'i-ch’iang Byl and other Wei figures played lesser roles). Moreover, a
considerable number of independent clansmen (mostly at low levels, but one

™ Age is not a likely factor, since he had more than one son by his death in 541. There is,
however, evidence to suggest that he was chronically iil.
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a.s kung-yin} and several aliens (one as yu-yin, another as a favorite} were ac-
tve. A significant difference in the roster was the virtual absence of the main
lineage, the only person from its ranks being Ling’s brother Ch'i-chi, who
tock on a number of military, diplomatic, and administrative assignments,
Also, afrer their long eclipse (ever since 605), the Tou lineage reappeared on
the scene, Presumably willing to accept any crumbs thrown in their direc-
Fion, they held only relatively minor positions (Tou Ch'i-chi ¥ £, for
Instance, was kung-chiu-yin).

Thus, under Ling the upper ranks of officialdom were occupied by early
collateral lineage figures, especially the Wei. Given Ling's recent execution
of Wei Yen, it is rather curious that any mernber of this lineage should have
been willing to serve under him. It may be that they were cowed by this
tyrant or that they found the appointments toc tempting to resist, or both.
On the other hand, those who served may represent only a pro-king faction
of the Wei ranks.®

Ling treared his officers with haughty disdain. Especially noteworthy is
his program of property confiscations. Starting with the property of Wei
Chii /& (a son of Yen?), he then turned to that of two members of the Tou
lineage — Wei-kuei B #& and his son Ch’eng-jan /% #X. (He attempted to
make amends to Ch’eng-jan by appointment as chizo-yin 3 7, superinten-
dent of the suburbs.) Behind these confiscations was Ling’s need to finance
his elaborate and costly building projects — the Chang-hua F#E Palace and
its renowned pleasure pavilion. Adding insult to injury, the king staffed
these with runaway retainers of the aristocracy, whom he refused, despite
protests, to return to their masters. The properties of members of the
Ch’eng and Ch’i lineages seem to have remained unaffected, but the same
cannot be said of their persons. The king tock stock in the slander leveled at
a certain Ch'eng Hu R and had him executed. Then, accusing Ch’é Shen
¥R (presumably the mo-ao) of responsibility for a military defeat, he had him
killed as well. Perhaps in an attempt to offset this, Ling appointed another
Ch'ii figure, Sheng 4, as mo-zo. Exactly what Ling expected to achieve by
such behavior can only be inferred, but the conclusions to be drawn from
subsequent events are not very flatcering.® What is clear is that the result

® That the Wei were not politically united is suggested by the fact that Wel Pa executed
- another Wei on Aimsy grounds and by the diction of a Tso-chuan passage ([Chao 13) 23, p- 4)
that describes Wei participants in the ensuing rebellion against king Ling.

“” If the confiscations and executions were intended to cow the collateral lineages, this
fazlcd If the recompense he bestowed on some of those he had wronged was designed to
mollhfy them, he was naive. If his employing men of low social standing was to play them off
against the higher-ranking collateral lineages, then it was a miscalculation.
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was an uprising in 529 hatched by an array of disaffected court elements —
most notably the Wei and Tou lineages, but including an alien favorite of the
king. On their own, they might not have succeeded in overthrowing Ling,
but developments on the northern frontier were to play into their hands.

Because Ch’i-chi was the only brother of Ling who had not fled, the
king may have felt confident of his loyalty and commissioned him as kung of
the recently incorporated state of Ts'ai £ ** On the other hand, sending this
brother to the frontier could have been designed to distance him from the
brooding collateral lineages at court. Whatever the case, in the end the
appointment proved to be a serious mistake.

Etements in Ts'ai, unhappy at its loss of independence and encouraged
by the unrest developing in the capital, sent a forged message under the
name of Ch'i-chi to his exiled brothers, asking them to join him in Ts'ai.
Ch'i-chi, understandably, was taken aback when Kung-tzu Pi and Kung-tzu
Hei-kung appeared, and he initially declined to participate in any move
against the king. But when the troops decided in favor of rebellion, he went
along. Thereupon, the three princely brothers, backed by forces from a
range of border outposts and sympatheric neighboring states,” marched on
the capital. Upon learning of this military alliance, courtiers murdered the
king's sons. As the rebels approached the city, they proclaimed Kung-tzu Pi
king and Hei-kung and Ch'i-chi fing-yin and ssu-ma, respectively.

Ch'i-chi then entered the city and offered amnesty to all who would
recognize the new regime. Meanwhile, king Ling had fled and committed
suicide. This left Kung-tzu Pi as the only obstacle between Ch’i-chi and the
throne. Pi, although warned of the implications of this, declined to take any
steps against his brother. At this point, Ch'i-chi sent a dissembling message
to the rebel camp, pretending that he had been killed by the capiral popu-
lace and that they were in a mood to do the same to Kung-tzu Pi. The latter
was taken in, and both he and Kung-tzu Hei-kung thereupon committed
suicide. With the throne vacant, Ch'ichi (king P'ing Z*; r. 520-516), the
fourth and last son of king Kung, succeeded to the tide.

Even though the manner in which Ping eventually came to power does
not speak well of him, there is no evidence that he had previously thirsted
for the throne. Perhaps by 529 he had come to feel that the preceding
decade of turmoil was the result of not following the succession divination
commissioned by his father (which had pointed to himself) and that he

®2 Ling had incorporated Ts'ai (at the time, situated in central Ho-nan} in 531.
# Ling had dealt arrogantly with a number of these, the details of which are beyond the
scope of this study.
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therefore was justified in unseating both Ling and Kung-tzu Pi. If we are to
believe entirely the Tso-chuan text, once in power he set out to right the
wrongs of his predecessor —and a great deal more. In fact, the picture
drawn of him makes him a most humane and astute ruler.* Even if this
characterization is reliable, it is still possible that the acts involved also served
as a public relations ploy to divert attention from the fact that he was a
usurper. Whatever the case, his recerd is not particularly impressive; in fact,
he never commanded troops in the field.

P'ing’s first fing-yin was Tou Ch'eng-jan, an understandable, even pre-
dictable choice. Having had his properties seized by king Ling, Ch'eng-jan
gave up on life at court and offered his services to Ch'i-chi in Ts'ai. He also
had been an active participant in the 529 rebellion. Thus, P'ing was both
familiar with him and undoubtedly confident of his loyaity. For the Tou
lineage, his appointment represented a significant advance over the minimal
revival accorded them by king Ling and, of course, marked their first
occupancy of the leading post since 605. Unfortunately for them, though,
Ch’eng-jan was not a very able administrator and, more seriously, contracted
some sort of political alliance with the Yang # independent clan. This an-
gered P'ing, who had him executed in 528, after less than eighteen months
in office®® S$till, in recognition of Ch’eng-jan’s loyalty and service (and
perhaps to placate his lineage), the King dispatched his son Tou Hsin ¥ to
reside in the countryside, presumably to serve as a kung. |

Emergence of the Late Collateral Lineages {ca. 728 -ca. 505}

By 525 the ling-yin position was occupled by Yang Tao %, who in g
was followed in the office by Nang Wa J, ™ These appointments are sig-
nificant, both because they represent the political emergence of the late
collareral lineages and because their rise was at the expense of the early
coilateral lines. Despite this favoritism toward the newer collaterals, P’ing did
not exclude the main lineage from significant offices.” Two of their number
(quite possibly P'ing’s own sons) served in significant posts: Wang-tzu Sheng

 TC (Chao 13) 23, p- 9-

# It is unclear who served under Ch'eng-jan, but it may be presumed that the carly
collateral lineages (which had been so prominent under Ling and which had participated in
his downfall) were heavily represented.

4 Yang's tenure probably dated back to the death of Tou Cheng-jan three years carlier.
Nang Wa was a grandson of Tzu-nang, who had served under kings Kung and K'ang.

# The following discussion makes no attempt to distinguish those who served under Yang
T ao from those under Nang Wa. The evidence is insufficient to do so, and, moreover, these
two ling-yin belonged 1o the same lineage category.
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i was tso-yin and Kung-tzu Fang & was ssu-ma.™ Nor were the early collat-
eral lineages entirely ignored, the latter post eventually passing to Wei Yiieh
. A number of independent clansmen were active also, although only Wu
She and Fei Wu-chi (see below) held even minor posts.

Thus, after the fall of Tou Ch'eng-jan, P'ing’s court roster was pop-
ulated at the top by the late collateral lineages; further down the ladder,
primarily by members of the main lineage; and only minimaily by the early
collateral lineages. On the basis of one of the policies attributed to P'ing, the
prominent role accorded to the late collateral lineages could represent an
attempt to staff the court by the primary criterion of talent, and less on con-
siderations of lineage rank. However, it is more probable that this was based
on an expectation that the emerging lineages would be pliable if given a first
opportunity to participate in court affairs.

Ping experienced no difficulties with his senior staff after the fall of Tou
Ch’eng-jan, but this does not hold for lesser figures; and in this respect the
picture of him is not very flattering. He was casily maneuvered by an alien
from Ts'ai named Fei Wu-chi =A%, whose official position in Ch'u was no
higher than assistant tutor (shao-shih % i) to the heir-apparent. Fei, jealous
of the royal confidence enjoyed by a long-standing associate of the king
(another Ts'ai native, Ch'ao Wu B %), made things so uncomfortable for
the man that he fled into exile. The king was angered by this, but did
nothing to chastise the troublemaker. Hence undaunted, four years later Fei
launched a campaign against his superior, Wu She {fi &, principal tutor (fu
) of the heir. Having put forth insinuations that Wu was lax in his duty of
finding a wife for his charge, Fei convinced the king that he himself was the
one to take on the task. Upon completing the assignment, though, Fei urged
the king to take the woman for himself. The king, not exactly to his credit,
did not hesitate to do so.

Fei then proceeded to convince the king that it would be a good idea to
place the heir on the northwest fronder. Fei reportedly pointed to military
considerations in making this suggestion, but the true motivation was not
leng in surfacing. His nemesis Wu She, in his role as tutor, would accom-
pany the heir; and because the locale involved was a strategically important
spot, Fei could accuse both men of plotting rebellion. Once again, the king

8 They could not have been sons of Chia Ao or Ling (all of whom, it will be recalled, had
been kilted); and by this time Ping could have had sons in young manhood.

8 The only other possible member of this lincage category to hold an important court
position was Shen Chu-liang ¥ SE B (sce below and, on his lineage, n. 22), who was a kung
on the northern frontier,
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was duped. He ordered the seizure of Wu She and the execution of the heir
Chien H, who was forewarned and Aed to safety abroad.” P'ing eventually
realized that he had wronged his son, but Fei Wu-chi avoided any conse.
quence of this change of heart by deflecting the king’s attention elsewhere,
He convinced P'ing to recall two sons of Wu She from abroad, as the condi-
tion for a pardon of their father. When only one son did s0,” he and his
father were executed. [n this way, Fei rid himself of Wu She. This, however,
did not put an end to his machinations. Having gone thus far unpunished,
he began accepting bribes. Yet again, he suffered merely royal displeasure.

Nothing in this long series of events reflects well on king Ping. Admit-
tedly, there are literary qualities to the account of Fei Wu-chi. Presumably,
though, it carries a kernel of truth about P'ing’s personality. It suggests that
he was easily maneuvered and that he was not a man of sound judgment.

Sometime after the flight of the heir Chien in 522, the king designated
another somn, Jen F, as heir. However, upen P’ing’s death in 516, the Ang-
yin Nang Wa advocated enthroning yet another son, Kung-tzu Shen B
When this candidate vehemently opposed his own nomination (even threar.
ening Nang's life over the matter), the ling-yin backed down and Jen ascend-
ed the throne as king Chao B (r. 516-489).

Because the new king was under eight years old, Nang Wa was left in
charge, although it may be presumed that he had to take into account his
strong-willed nephew Kung-tzu Shen. It is difhcult to discern at precisely
what point the other office-holders who appear in the record served,” but
the general picture in the first decade of the reign was probably as follows.

An older brother of the king (Kung-tzu Chieh &) served as ssu-ma, and
a certain Hsi Wan 8B 52 held a rather high post {tso-yin) for someone of in-
dependent clan background.™ In lesser offices were one or two members of
the main lineage (for example, Wang-sun Yu-yii E8 T as chin-yin B F, that
is, chamberlain). The collateral lineages were represented also. From the

0 For the sequel to this story, see the discussion of the rebellion of 479, below.

91 The one who did not return was the well-known Wu Tzu-hsil {R ¥ 7, who sought ven-
geance by aiding Wu in its invasion of Ch'u in 506 - 505 (discussed below). :

% Among the arguments Nang reportedly made in this connection was that Jen, as the som

of the woman originally intended as the wife of Chien but appropriated by king Ping, was
not {at least morally) a legiimate son.

3 The lineage affiliations of a number of minor office-holders are ambiguous, and have
been set aside in this study. It should be noted, though, that in addition to those given helow,
there was an assistant master of the horse {tso ssu-ma) from the Shen-yin lineage (see n. 22}
On a purported ling-yin not mentioned in Tio-chuan, see Nienhauser, “Recxamination,” pp.
zgf-go.

9 Several other independent clansmen appear in the record, but all in relatively mean
positions,
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early category there were two Wei figures (most notably, Wei Chia B as
¢hen-yin) and a Ch'il man {Ta-hsin A iy, as mo-20).” The late category was
represented by Yang Ling-chung “r#%. son of the earlier ting-yin Yang T ao,
who served as chung-chiu-yin TP JBEF (chief of the central stable). From this it
can be seen that 2 broad spectrum of lineages was represented in the official
roster during the early part of Chao’s reign, as in Chuang’s later years and
in the reign of Ling, albeit this time with the leading position in the hands of
a late collateral lineage.

Nang Wa served as ling-yin for over a decade but was corrupt, easily
swayed by gossip, and taken advantage of by the clever Fei Wu-chi. Fel ac-
cused the upright Hsi Wan of a litany of offenses, including a plot to assault
Nang Wa. [t is not entirely clear what Fei had against Hsi Wan. Perhaps he
was jealous that a man of social standing no higher than his own should hold
such an exalted position. When Nang acted to thwart the alleged plot, Hsi
Wan committed suicide. Despite opposition from some court elements,
Nang pursued the issue, exterminating Hsy’s family and executing a number
of his associates, including members of the Yang collateral lineage.” Sur-
viving members of the Yang lineage protested, accusing Fei of a variety of
crimes and castigating Nang Wa for being duped by him. When public senti-
ment against Nang did not subside, he finally gave in and executed Fei Wu-
chi. Thus, Fei eventually came to an appropriate end, but only after having
wreaked havoc at court for over a decade.

MAIN LINEAGE REVIVAL (CA. 505-464)

The story at this point reaches the time of the invasion of the Ch'u
heartland by the state of Wu B As the crisis deepened, Nang Wa now
deferred to his subordinates and eventually took to the field against the
invading army. But as soon as the going got rough, he fled abroad. In 506,
with the capital occupied by Wu forces, the king fled, accompanied by a
broad representation of aristocrats — four members of the main lineage,
three of the Tou collateral lineage, and several independent clansmen. By
the following year, the crisis still in full sway, the king’s brother Kung-tzu
Shen had taken over as ling-yin, and with the assistance of another brother,
the ssu-ma Kung-tzu Chieh, and others, pushed back the invading army.”

# This Wei Chia is not the same as the Wei Chia of the late-seventh century.
% Fyom this it is clear that the two late-collateral lineages {Nang and Yang) did not consti-
tute a political bloc at this juncture.

7 She 44, of the Wei lineage, played a role; and a very important contribution was made
by Shen Pao-hsi B8 .7, members of whose lincage appear in the record at least from king
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During this time of turmoil, then, the main lineage replaced the late
collateral lineages at the top of the roster.” King Chao almost certainly had
no hand in this shift, as he was still a bit tco young and, in any event, was in
flight at the time. Nothing is recorded of him in an active role untit a decade
later. Even when he did become involved in court affairs, no change in the
official roster is discernible. Either he willingly accepted the existing order
or was unable to do anything about it. In fact, his actions as late as 489
strongly hint that he had remained under the shadow of his elder brothers
throughout his reign: anticipating his own death, he offered the throne in
turn to each. Even if insincere, this reveals for us the power exerted by his
brothers. The gesture was made first to Kung-tzu Shen, whose qualifications
included the fact that he was the eldest, that he was an experienced admin.
istrator, and (not the least) that he had stepped aside in Chao’s favor in 516,
Shen once again declined the honer. The king then offered the prize to
Kung-tzu Chieh, who had served the state well during the Wu invasion.
Since he too was reluctant, it became the turn of Kung-tzu Ch't & (presum-
ably the youngest of the three). After considerable hesitation, Ch'i gave in to
the king’s wish; but once the king was dead, he stepped aside (with the
concurrence of his brothers) in favor of Chao’s son.

The new king Hui %, who must have been no more than about eigh-
. teen at the outset, was to reign for more than half a century (489-432), al-
though we can construct detailed events for only about half that ime.” The
government was headed at first by his uncles, Kung-tzu Shen and Kung-tzu
Chieh, carrying on respectively as fing-yin and ssu-ma. The latter’s yu ssu-ma
assistant was Kung-tzu Shen’s son, Kung-sun Ning 2 BR %E; his tso ssu-ma
was perhaps a member of the Shen ! (independent?) clan.' In lesser
posts, two other officers were carried forward from the previous reign—
another member of the main lineage, the ch'in-yin Wang-sun Yu-yil, and
Chia of the Wei collateral lineage, serving as chen-yin. Thus, the main lineage

Rung’s time (cither without office or in the shadowy post of yii-yin F ). Whether this
lineage was the same as, or a sublineage of, that of the Shen-shu {n. 64), or whether it was an
independent clan, is far from clear.

98 Except for the confused circumstances during the 529 uprising, this was the first time
the main lineage had been in ascendance since the short reign of Chia Ao, over three decades
carlier. The early~ollateral lincages (Tou, Wei, and Ch') presumably continued to be active
(albeit in the subordinate role to which they had been relegated since the fall of Tou Ch'eng-
jan in 528). A number of other, low-ranking figures are mentoned, but their lineage affilia-
tions are for the most part unclear.

9 Tso-chuan, the only detailed source, ends in 464. )

10¢ The reference to one Shen Ming B8 B appears only in a late source. If reliable, the
post he held was the highest recorded for the Shen lineage {on which see n. 97}
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clearly was dominant, a situation that had hardly existed in well over half a

century.'”

A decade into the reign, one of Fei Wu-chi’s earlier machinations
resulted belatedly in rebellion. King P’ing’s original heir, Chien, had died in
exile, but his son Sheng B¥ now resided in Wu. The ling-yin Kung-tzu Shen
wished to recall this nephew to Ch'u, probably in order to make amends for
the previous unjust treatment of Sheng’s father. Other considerations, how-
ever, may have been Sheng's claim to the throne and his being domiciled in
a dangerous enemy state."” Although the idea was opposed strenuously by
another official, Kung-tzu Shen nevertheless proceeded to set up Sheng as
kung at Pai =

Pai-kung Sheng (as he was now styled) was determined to prove himself
on the battlefietd; and when denied the oppertunity by circumstances, he
evidently blamed his uncle, the ssu-ma Kung-tzu Chich. The ling-yin Kung-
tzu Shen, although informed of this, ook no action. Sheng, soon had a
chance to show his mettie by achieving a victory in an encounter with a Wu
force. For this he requested permission to display his arms at court, osten-
sibly to be used in a victory celebration. His real concern, though, was to
have these at hand when he returned to the capital. His request having been
granted (presumably by the naive Kung-tzu Shen), upon arrival the Pai-kung
killed both of his powerful uncles (Shen and Chieh) and took the king cap-
tive. He then tried to place Kung-tzu Ch'i, his sole surviving uncle, on the
throne. When Ch'i again refused, Sheng had him killed. While all of this was
transpiring at the capital, Shen Chu-liang, an official on the northern fron-
tier, was at first hesitant to take any action; but upon hearing of the murders
he marched on the capital. Once inside, he recruited the assistance of
courtiers, in the face of which Pai-kung Sheng committed suicide.

This left the two leading offices lingyn and ssu-ma vacant, and Shen
Chu-liang temporarily assumed the responsibilities of beth. But as soon as
things had settled down, the posts devolved to Kung-sun Ning and Kung-
sun K’uan ¥ —sons (respectively) of the murdered Shen and Chieh and
hence cousins of the king. Neither king Hui's involvement in these appoint-

11 This group was ascendant under Chia Ao; but except for those few years, this had not
been the case since the phase covering Kung's reign and the early years of K'ang. Several
other main lincage figures were active under king Hui without any recorded office.

102 In suggesting the recall of Sheng, Kung-tzu Shen is reported to have noted that he
deserved a high office in Ch’u, but actually he had a claim to the threne. Thus, the fear may
have been that he would recruit W assistance in making good on this.

108 The opponent of the plan was Shen Chu-liang (see n. 8g). Since Pai was situated on the

eastern bordsr (facing Wu), the ling-yin may have sought to kill two birds with one stone,
making use of Sheng's knowledge of the enemy while keeping him well away from court.
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ments nor his objectve is readily apparent. In one source passage he is
pictured as taking part, in another he is not."™ In the former scenario his
preference for fing-yin is his younger brother Tzu-liang F . If this is to be
trusted, ane implication is that FHui had hoped to keep the leading post out
of the hands of the families of his powerful uncles. If so, he did not, however,
achieve his goal. In fact, his behavior soon afterwards suggests either thlt he
did not oppose the appointments of his cousins to the most prominent
offices, or else that he was too weak to do so successfully.' He conferred im-
portant local posts not only on the ling-yn Kung-sun Ning and the ssu-ma
Kung-sun K'uan, but upon alse Ning's brother Kung-sun Ch'ao B

Three aspects of these appointments make it probable that they were in
fact extracted from a malleable king. First, taken together they covered
much of the critical northwestern frontier.™® Second, these are the first
known cases in which high central government officials concurrently held
local posts. Finally, and most important, is the fact that Kung-sun Ning was
enfoeffed ¥, the first clear-cut refecence in the texts to such a grant to a
Ch™u natve.”

in sum, when all evidence is considered, the mature king Hui either did
not seriously oppose the court circumstances which had prevailed during his
youth or was unsuccessful in doing so. And whatever the case may have been
with respect to court offices, the local posts conferred on memb.ers of the
main lineage demonstrate their influence and the king’s weakness in the face

of it

104 Tsg-chuan seems 10 preserve two separate redactions of 't.hc swry- At Al ﬁ 18 (30, p.
41), the new appointments appear to be entirely Shen Chu-iang's doing; at Al 17 (30, PP

- i a role.
36 1o§ ?htl::ck::g:l:z:er all, strong factors in favor of the cousins: their fatl"lcrs hﬁd served well
at court, had been murdered while in office, and had declined the throne in Hm s favor,

10¢ All three appointments were to the environs of the Nan-yang ﬁ 8 basin {of sm.u.hwut
Ho-nan), which was of major strategic importance to Ch'u, both offensively and defensively.

17 The other two wers given kung posis. 5C 126, p. 10 [1295], uses the term feng in
connection with an earlier grant to a son of Wei Ao {early in the s_lxt.h cmmry}, but there are
problems with this. Tso-chuzn first mentions Ch'u enfoeffments in the years just before the
Wu invasion crisis of 506-5a5 ((Chao 30] zfil.g'?;r see :\]!m) SC 40, p- 44 [640), and 66, p- ¢

t these had gone to alien princes (exiles from Wu). .

[85133)-1{11“1}( cxcavagt.;d mtcrialsp(especially from Pao-shan £ Ul 1omb 1‘10. 2, C!\mg—men
# 9, Hupei) show that enfoeffment became a wide-spread p‘henon}czmn in Warrmg. States
times. The ultimate case was that of the mid-third-century prime minister Huang Hs:.eh.
B, better known as Ch'un-shen chitn 7% 88 F who was granted a gooc! portion of what hﬁe
territory by then remmained in Ch'u hands. In Ch'y, t%len, dc_cmtrahzauan mc:;::j( { ’;
oppesite of what occurred in Ch'in). Where such centrifugal circumstances prev 2 :
Chin and Lu), there was a centripetal corollary —local power was trans_latccl into pow o
court. It is probable, therefore, that the Ch'u kings of Warring States times werc cven
powerful than their ancestors had been.
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CONCLUSION

It will be useful to summarize the major developments in Ch’u court
politics between 675 and 464.

From 675 to 664 a scion of the main lineage dominated the court and
its two young rulers Chuang Ao and king Ch’eng. Several men from the
Tou lineage served under this main-lineage fing-yin.

During the six decades from 664 to 605, the Jo Ao lineages were in the
ascendant, alternating as the leading force. In the years 664-637 the Tous
dominated the court roster, under a presumably docile king Ch'eng. The
Tous then stepped aside in favor of the Ch’eng lineage from 637 to 632. In
the latter year, king Ch'eng belatedly involved himself in the composition of
the court roster, reluctantly turning to the Tous. During the reign of the
usurper king Mu (626-614), the Ch'engs were brought back to the fore,
and they remained in charge for awhile thereafter (614-611?), under the
young king Chuang (albeit, with the Tous in opposition). A strong Tou
resurgence followed (6117 to 605), leading to a confrontation with the
maturing king. Victorious over them, Chuang brought the era of the Jo Ao
lineages (664-605) 1o an end.

King Chuang (and/or his prime minister) then established a balance
among the lineages, one in which, however, the main lineage held a prom-
inent position. This pattern continued through the remainder of his reign
(605-591).

After Chuang's death, the main lineage built upon their existing advan-
tage and became the leading force during the four decades between 591 and
51 (under the seemingly malleable king Kung and during the tender years
of king K'ang).

In 551 K'ang engineered a revival of the collateral lineages that per-
sisted {with the partal exception of Chia Ao’s few years) undl about 505 —
thus covering the balance of K’ang’s reign (551 ~545), the entirety of those
of Ling (541-529) and P'ing (529~516), and into the early years of Chao.
Under P’ing, however, the spotlight shifted from the early to the late collat-
eral lineages.

Finally, the main lineage reemerged decisively during the Wu invasion
{ca. 05) and dominated the pliable kings Chao and Hui (to at least 464).

In attempting to assess the roles played in all of this by the rulers and
the lineages, two questions may be posed. First, on a general plane, for what
proportion of the time did each control state affairs? Second, more specifi-
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cally, which had the greater impact on the lineage composition of the court
staff?

In answering the first question, court circumstances may be divided into
three categories:

t. periods in which the throne was occupied by young and/or ctherwise
docile kings, in whose reigns the lincages were often in control of state
affairs;

2. eras in which activist kings ruled;
post-regency years in which circumstances are to varying degrees
unclear.

Comparison of the frst two unambiguous categories shows that the
lineages and the throne controlled state affairs in virtually equal proportions
(about go percent of the time; see table 1). Less clear-cut circumstances pre-
vailed for nearly 40 percent of the time. If the kings were active in state
affairs throughout those years, their total involvement in the period would
rise to a substantial majority of about 70 percent.'” However, this figure is
undoubtediy too generous and should be reduced to between one-half and
one-third of the time.'"® In a general sense, then, at best the kings controlled
state affairs about on a par with the lineages and, at worst, considerably less.

The impact on the lincage composition of the court staff, the more
specific indicator, is more telling (table 2). The kings and the lineages were
responsible for a nearly equal number of shifts in orientation (six and seven,
respectively),"! In effecting these, the kings were more successful in over-
turning long-entrenched patterns,’™ but the better indicator is chronological
impact on subsequent staffing patterns. In this respect the lineages outdid
the kings by a considerable factor — 136 years (64 percent of the period

199 [y table 1, adding “Ambiguous™ year-total to that of “Kings™ gives 147 (69.3%).

11¢ [t can be argued that hardly any of the 84 ambiguous years belong in the royal column.
At a minimum, the post-regency phases (31 years) of the reigns of kings Chao (504 -48g) and
Hui {478 - 464) should be in the lineage column, which decreases royal involvement to 116
years (54.7%). Arguably, the same holds for the following: 3 years (610-608) of Chuang's
reign, g2 years (663 —632) of Ch'eng’s reign, and 16 years of Kung's (574 -560}. This reduces
royal involvement to 66 years (about 31%); see revised subtotals and revised totals. A middle-
of-the road stance might accord the throne the years 663 -6312 {32) and 574560 (15), for a
total of 113 (53.9%)

1t The possible “micro” shift by Kung — from the senior to the junior generation of the
main lincage — is excluded here. It is notable that all but one of the lineage-sponsored shifts
(that of 637) occurred under regencies or bavely mature kings. .

12 Two of the royal-sponsored shifts (those of 605 and 55 1} brought enduring patterns
that had accumulated over a century to an end; only the lineage-sponsored shift of o5 had
such an effect, and it ended a configuration which had prevailed for less than halfa century.
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surveyed) to 76 years (36 percent). The record of the lineages is further
enhanced when considering only those actions that had a fairly long-term
effect. Each of the two changes brought about by the main lineage set the
stage for the ensuing four decades, and the Tou coup of 664 similarly for six
decades. By contrast, the most enduring shift instituted by the throne, that
of king P’ing, lasted less than a quarter of a century. The shifts in the config-
uration of the court carried out by the lineages, then, had much greater
long-term effects than did those maneuvered by the kings."”

How is the less than impressive record of the kings to be explained?
Surely, a major factor was that except for the three usurpers {four, if Kung-
tzu Pi is counted), ail came to the throne at a tender age. This provided
repeated openings for the lineages (mostly the main lineage) to dominate
the court and determine the composition of its staff (see table 3). The result-
ing regencies accounted for thirty percent {sixty-five years) of the period
under consideration, but their effects were more profound than this. Only
three rulers whose reigns commenced with regencies (Ch'eng, Chuang, and
K'ang) were strong emough personalitics eventually to overturn the staff
patterns they inherited, and Ch’eng did so only belatedly and superfictally.
The accession of young rulers clearly stacked the cards against the throne
and in favor of the lineages.

In sum, with the exception of their greater success in ending long-
standing lineage configurations of office-holding, the kings were less of a
factor in court politics than were the lineages. In fairness to the throne, how-
ever, some consideration should be given to whether the single most dra-
matic royal success in reversing inherited conditions — Chuang'’s suppression
of the Jo Ao lineages —had effects more subtle than the above allows. This
obviously requires comparison of conditions before and after 605.

Two fairly clear-cut changes after 605 can be discerned. The kings’ im-
pact on future staffing configuratons rose a bit (table 2). This, however, was
not related to the policies or actions of Chuang; it was largely the function of
the ages and personalities of subsequent kings. Another change after 605 —
the main lineage replaced collateral lineages as the leading group (table
4)— could with greater logic be attributed to Chuang's suppression of the Jo

114

13 [nrerestingly, with the single cxception of Chuang, all of the kings who had the greatest
forward impact (Mu, Ling, and P'ing) were usurpers.

114 In assessing the effécts of regencies, postregency phases during which the kings did not
govern should also be taken into account. All of the ambiguous phases {table 1), with the ex-
ception of that relating to Chuang's reign, come into play here. Depending on how these are
assessed (n. 110), when added to the 69 regency years, they result in between 63.6% (135 years}
and 78.5% (185 years) of the period being affeeted either directly or indirectly by regencies.
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Ao (collateral) lineages and the role he accorded the main lineage in the
ensuing balanced court configuration. This, however, is offset by two factors,
First, a major explanation for the enhanced role of the main lineage after
60g lies in the increase in regency years (from hfteen to fifty, twenty-one to
thirty-five percent of the respective eras; table g). This, of course, was totally
unrelated to Chuang’s policies. Second, the collateral lineages managed to
replace the main lineage on a number of occasions after 605, and this was
due less to the balanced formulation of Chuang’s staff than to the policies of
later kings."®

King Chuang's impact seems less also when we consider that in other
respects circumstances did not change after 605. First, there probably was
no significant increase in royal involvement in political affairs (table 1)."
Second, despite the shift of the leading role to the main lineage (table 4),
their over-all record after 605 (60 percent} was not as good as that of the
collateral lineages in earlier times (83 percent). Moreover, the proportion of
regency years dominated by the main lineage remained substantally un-
changed (sec table g). Finally, there was no basic change in royal tactics in
dealing with the lineages. Kings who successfully challenged the composition
of the court roster rather consistently favored the collateral lineages.'”

Thus, while Chuang destroyed one specific court configuration, what
was to follow can in no substantial way be artributed to him. Future kings
were bardly more successful in handling the lineages than they had ever
been, and the tactics they employed did not change.

In sum, this discussion has shown that although a few Chu kings {mostly
usurpers) had an impact on Ch'n court politics between 675 and 464, the
lineages, contrary to the prevailing view, were more of a factor than the
throne. This was to a considerable degree due to incidental factors — young
kings, ineffective kings, and short reigns. AL a more fundamental level,
however, the rather unimpressive record of the throne was a funcoon of the
social context. The royal clan, with its right to participate, stood as an ever-
present threat to the throne, stepping in whenever the age or personal qual-
ities of the king offered an opening. This characterization is contrary to the
received one. It is clear, too, that the lineage divisions within the royal dan

15 The political emergence of the late-collateral lincages, another post-§og departure,
may have been indirectly influenced by Chuang's decimation of the Ja Ao lineages. As sug-

above, however, there probably were more immediate factors involved.

118 If the minimum figures are used, there was a slight increase, from 25% {18 years) Lo
92% (45 years} but if the maximum figures are employed, there was actually a noticeable
decline: from 7g% (56 years) to 68% (g6 years).

47 My and Chuang were partial exceptions to this, since their favoring the collateral
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were critical to the dynamics of Ch'u court politics and cannot be ignored:
the lineages were inveterate competitors in the quest for control over the
throne. There were kings who attempted to exploit the tensions among the
lineages, but none ever permanently impinged on their right to participate
and their potentiat to dominate the throne. In other words, the “clan state”

remained intact.’”®

P
lineages was tempered by some main-lineage involvement. Kung also may have been an ex-
ception (if the shift from the elder to the younger generation of the main lineage was his
doing).

1“‘gAcccrding to Han-era works, the leading lineages in Warring States times were all
collaterals — the Ch'ii, Chao #4, and Ching £ . A number of members of the hoary Ch'i
lineage appear in the sources in various guises; but except for scattered references ta them as
mo-ao and another poorly understood office {san-lii tai-fu = ] & ), their roles are not very
clear. (Of course, the famous third-century e poet and patriot Ch'i Yian R was of this
line.} Information on the Chaos, descended from the king of that name, has been provided by
materials from the Pao-shan tomb no. 2 {see Ho Hao, “Wen P'ing-ych chiin t shen-fen yit
Chao-shih ti shih-hst” 3 25 & B 649 5 4 FER UK 8t ¥ Chiang-Han K'ao-ku ILEHE
[1g0z.3], pp- 68-70, 48). The history of the Ching lincage remains shadowy.

LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

CHLT Chiang-Han lun-t'an TR E
KY  Kuoyi BAFE

sc Shih-chi % 50

TC Tso-chuan E‘ﬁ
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; ; ; 2. Shifis in Composition of Court Roster: Initintors and Durations
Table 1. Years of State-Affair Control by Kings and Lineages Table ifi p f

PERIOD OF No. oF CONTROLLING ELEMENT: o DURATION OF ;\(EO' oF KI;E;HATOR o SH[T;;,E,\GES
. : : R SHIFT EARS
CONTROL YEARS KINGS LINEAGES AMBIGUOQUS ROSTE Mai
6 T2 ain
675664 T2 Main 675-664 26 Tou
fe s x Ll o
Gq1-626 & Ch'eng 621626 6 Ch'eng
Bag-614 1z Mu 525-—611 15 Mu
g[gi; : g chens X 6rao-605 6 o Tou
1 5 - 21 50
Yr. subtotals 71 18 15 38 Yr. subtotals (mz,l%) {29.6%) (70.4%)
(x00%) (25.3%) @21.1%) (53.5%)
(Revised*yr. 71 21 50 0 _ et
subtotals)  (100%) {20.6%) (r70.4%} {0%) Period After 605 pc Coup Attemp
fog4-501 14 Chuang _
Period After 605 bc Coup Attempt 5gO-551 40 ‘ Main
6o4-rg1 14 Chuang ' 550-545 2 Kang Main
590-575 16 Main H44-h41 ‘ .
574-560 Is5 X 540-529 12 Il;l::]g
559551 9 Main 528-506 3 i Main
550-545 6 K'ang 505-464 _42 . —
Bdd—541 4 Main Y. subtotals 141 55
540-524 12 Ling (roo%e) {3y%) {61%)
528516 1g P'ing ; -
- Nang ToTALS 212 7 3
O 11
:32‘283 4] X (100%) {35.3%) (64.2%}
488-4779 1o Main
478464 15 - X
Yr. subtotals 141 45 50 46
(100%) (31.9%) (35-4%) (32.6%)
(Revised® yr. 141 45 66 o
subtotals)  (roo%) {31.0%) (68.1%) {0%)
TOTALS 212 63 65 84
(100%) (29-7%) (30.7%) (39-6%)
{REVISED 212 ' 66 146 o
TOTALS) (100%) (31.1%) (68.9%) (0%)
ASeen. 110.
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Table 3. Conitrol of Regencies According lo Lineage Caltegories Table 4. Domination of Court Roster According to Lineage Categories

PERIODS OF NQO. OF CONTROLLING LINEAGE: PERIOD OF No.oF DOMINANT LINEAGE:
REGENCY YEARS MAIN COLLATERALS DOMINATION YEARS MAIN COLLATERALS
675664 1z X 675-664 2 X
615611 9 Ch'eng 663-605 59 Jo Aa Group
Regency yrs. 15 12 3 ¥t. subtotals 7T 12 59
subtotals {(1o0%) {80%) {20%) {100%) (17%) {8a%)
All yrs. 7t 12 3 .
Period After 605 e C Attempt
subtotals {100%)} (16.9%} (4.2} o v 605 3¢ Coup Atemp
590—575 16 X
Period After 605 Bc Coup Attempt 574-560 15 X
559-551 9 X
530-575 16 X 550-545 6 Early
559-55¢ 9 X 544-541 4 X
544541 4 X 540-528 13 Early
515505 Tt Nang p27-516 12 Late
488-479 10 X 515-505 11 Late
Regency yrs. KO 3G 11 r04—489 1151 X
subtotals {roo%) (78%) (22%) 488-479 10 X
All 39 . 478-464 5 X
VTS 141 Yr. subtotals X 8
. B : 41 5 42
subtotals {1005} (2:7.7%0) {7.8%) (100%) (60.9%) (20.7%)
ToTals .
Regency yes o3 . 14%) o 212 97 ro1
8.5% 21.
(ro0%) (78:5%) e (100%) (45-7%) (47.6%)
All yrs. 212 5I 4
(100%) (24%) (&%) NoTe: Domination of court roster is only one of several criteria for assessing control of state

affairs (see table 1).
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Simplified Genealogy of the Ch'u Royal Clan

JO AQ

KEY:
HH
LA, L oo et % {7 = Unknown
7 I 2% I ? = Geneal. relationship uncertain
7 {(?) Lien [ ] ch'i: [ ] [1] = Not treated in this study
Z , BE m 2 UPPER CASE = Ruler
Z - | Z ? gie = Ling-yin official
Z Te-ch'en Pan  Wen  Liang FEN MAO WU 5 /,? — Early collateral finea
7 BsE - ? L N=} = L ¥ ineages
“ 2 ? \\\\\\\\\\\\{ ‘
g ] ? | l | Drcroergscsnssrdprns [ —_— ::;‘ 3 = Late collateral lineages
;E’ Ta_ Chla K'o Paﬂ Yue‘h [ ] H=ia ;f w E N %ﬂ RRLTER LR,
¢ hsin FF 3 i # # X Prefixes (Tzu, Kung-tzu) omitted,
I | B |
; Hu Ko-huang [ 1 Ld-chen [ ] CgU&fg C}%;ZENG o
4 ‘A
7 R 5 Z1E 2 [
2 ? | 7 * wm
Z Chii-chi Chia WanZ  Chih Mu teieh
g 5 ¥ % W 8 ¥
; R L
Z Wei-kuei Ao Tang ;,E NS QCHUANQ fo-chi Jen-lu  Tse
w r - A B -
Z p=8 ] # E X 1-Fu o SO <l
| | | 23 Lot | l l T 2
2 Ch'eng-jan Feng  Tao ;;\\:‘ ! “\“\Nang KUNG Chui-shu Pa-jung To-shih
7 R 2 AN - 3 BEF BB & B
7 I I |?:$ | | I
/ 17y [ | ! i
Z Hsin Yen Chien’y - Tao [1' WANG LING PING P Hei-kung
’ ; ‘ 2 .-
Z X w By ® | ; g2 F H =Ky
7 | | 2% N B ! T T T 1°
Z Chi  Sheng 3 wa LA AOmo CHAO Chien  Chi  Shen Chien Sheng Fang
. B &3 3 g sos B B m R & B8
2R ™ T 4h ™ NN UN f ! Pai-kung — !
z D Liang HUI  Shen Ning Ch'ac K'uan
Z BB 3 e ! B Bzy B ¥ 2 - E/\g W =
/ —_— / \ i o+ 3
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