EDWARD L. SHAUGHNESSY

Historical Geography and the Extent of the Earliest
Chinese Kingdoms

Readcrs familiar with recent developments in the study of Chinese
culture will need no persuading that the phenomenal archaeological
discoveries of the present era have greatly expanded our understanding of
the culture of ancient China, Almost certainly the most important of these
discoveries came at the close of the last century: the recognition of inscribed
oracle bones from the Shang & dynasty. This discovery not enly verified
that dynasty’s historicity; it also led directly to the development of modern
archaeology in China. This development in turn has resulted in the unearth-
ing of cultural artifacts of various types throughout China. To mention just
discoveries of literary materials from the earliest historical periods, in addi-
tion to a considerable increase in the corpus of Shang oracle-bone iascrip-
tions, inscribed oracle bones of Chou f§ origin have now alse been dis-
covered. Moreover, thousands of inscribed bronze vessels from the Western
Chou dynasty illustrate much about the political structure of this para-
digmatic Chinese state hitherto known mainly through such historiographi-
cally problematic sources as the Book of Documents {Shang-shu 5 &) and Book
of Poetry (Shifi-ching 5 48). Paralleling the sophistication shown by these new
literary materials, extensive discoveries of artifactual material that can be
{abeled either Shang or Chou also attest to the impressive cultural develop-
ments of these periods. The geographic extent of these discoveries encom-
passes far more than just the Yellow River valley where these two states were
centered, extending from Liao-ning in the north and Kwangsi in the south,
to Kansu in the west and the Yangtze River delta in the east. Indeed, there
have even been suggestions recently that routine contact was maintained
with regions as distant as Yunnan and Sinkiang.!

'For convenient catalogues of Shang and Western Chou archaeoclogical discoveries, see
Kwang-chih Chang, Shang Cinlization {New Haven: Yale U. P., 1980}, pp. 28g—321; and Cho-
yun Hsii and Katheryn M. Linduff, Western Chou Cimtlization (New Haven: Yale U.P,, 1688),
pp- 186~226. Evidence of routine contact with Yunnan based on the appearance in Shang
bronzes of lcad isotopes perhaps deriving from this area was discussed by Chin Cheng-yao
% [E B8 in her paper “Wan-Shang chiing-yuan ch’ing-t'ung te k'uang-liao lai-yian" M5

o [ a3 0K £ K ¥, presented to the Third International Conference on the History of
Science, Peking, August 1984. {I am grateful to W. T. Chase for making this paper available.)
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[t is not surprising that the nature and extent of both of these sorts of

cultural discoveries have led institutional historians to reconsider the exten
and nature of political control achieved by the Shang and Western Choy
kings. Whereas a generation or two ago it was fashionable for iconoclastic
historians to argue that the Shang and Chou kingdoms were but incipien
sfates, extremely circumscribed geographically, most contemporary histo.
rians, hoth Chinese and Western, now argue that they were muc‘h more
expansive, even ‘‘vast” states.? This revisionist geography has led one nota-
bIe. historian to describe the Western Chou state as a historiographical
“dl.lemma," for “it was, indeed, tmpossible” for the Western Chou kings
“w1.th (lhc resources and techniques available 1o them, (to] organize and
@a:ntaln a centralized adminstration adequate to control the broad territo-
ries to which they laid claim.” This same dilemma would seem to pertain a
fortiori to the preceding Shang state. And yet, the claim is made with regard
to the Chou, and maintained either explicitly or implicitly in recent studies
o.f the Shang state, that the kings did indeed succeed in controlling these
broad territories.

The apparent existence of this dilemrna should lead us to reconsider the
question of the nature and extent of these earliest Chinese kingdoms. Either
our understanding of the resources of government available to the kings of
this period is faulty, or else the new vision of a geographically vast state is
faulty. Rather than attempting to gauge the sophistication of the governing
apparatuses, an enterprise capable of producing only relative conclusions, it
would perhaps be best first to examine in some detail the more objectively
demonstrable political geography of the Shang and Chou states. When we
do so, I believe we will find that the area under the direct political control of
the Shang and Chou kings was far less than the area influenced by Shang
and Chou culture.

-—

Similar evidence that jades found in the “Fu Han"” ®BiF
den s fo tomb at Anyang {M3) may derive
frlpmhr;]'ulafne.? in western Sinkiang was presented by Shen Min 8 5 in his papel? “Fu I)flao mu
E}Lfl-.c i :.:_-ytgan te K'ao-ch’a” BIFTRE B R HE9# %, for the International Conference on
lhna sl in-Shang Culture, Anyang, September 1987. These two papers explicitly argue that
such culural contact attests to Shang political control over these areas. While this is certainly
an extreme postion, it is my sense that most scholars in China teday implicidy accept the
rdc’nuﬁcauon of political with culturai spheres,

For a characterization of the Shang state as “vast,” see Chang, Shang Civilization, p. 210;
and bff]ow, 1, 5. For a characterization of the Western Chou state using the same word, see Hsi
an;:l Linduff, Western Choy Cirilization, p. 380, alsa sec below, n. 2g. '

Hcrrlee G Cl't.l:?[, The Origing of Statecraft in Ching, Volume One: The Western Chou Empire
[Chicago: U, of Chicago P., 1g970), p. 417.
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THE HISTORICAL GEOGRAPHY OF THE LATE SHANG STATE

While all scholars would agree that the geography of the Shang state

must be reconstructed primarily on the basis of oracle-bone inscriptions,

analyses of this evidence tend to divide {or are perceived to divide) more or

less strictly into two types: those that rely heavily on the traditional histori-

cal-geographical methods of matching inscriptional place names with state

names known from later literary sources {examples of which might be the
works of Ch’en Meng-chia [ 3 % and his one-time associate Li Hsiieh-ch’in
# 2 4)),* and those that attempt to rely exclusively on geographical evi-
dence contained within the inscriptions themselves (especially the study of
Shima Kunio & £ 5).* The first of these two methods has resulted in a map
depicting a relatively circumscribed Shang state, concentrated primarily in
northern Honan, centered around present-day Anyang %45 and somewhat
farther west arouad the city of Ch'in-vang i0;B2 and the Ch'in i: River (see
map (, the Clocations). The second method, on the other hand, has resulted
in a map of a much more extensive Shang state, encompassing at least parts
of present-day Honan, Hopei, Shantung, Shansi, and Shensi; in short, the
entire Yellow River valley inclusive of its major tributary, the Wei 1§ River
{see map 1, 5 locations). Because this second method has been regarded as
mare acceptable methodologically, the maps reconstructed on its basis have
been adopted by the leading Western historians of Shang China: K. C.
Chang and David N. Keightley.® For instance, Chang has written, *‘the

*Ch’en Meng-chia, Yin-Asi pu-te’s tsung-shu BX o + 8 &7k (Peking: K o-hsueh ch'u-pan-
she, 1956), pp. 249-312; Li Hsiieh-ch'in, Yin-tai ti-li chien-tun B% £ #h FE AR 3% (Peking: K'o-
hsiieh, tg5g).

*Shima Kunio, Inkyo bokuft kenkyi B3 38 | RE BT (Hirosaki: Chugokugaku kenkyukai, 1958),
PP- 349~423; see, too, Chung Po-sheng @ §3 4, “Pu-tz'u chung so-chien Yin-wang tien-yu -
ming k'ao — chien-lun tien-yu ti-ming yen-chiv fang-fa” F P ER T HEH B E—
AR ST RN E (MA. thesis, National Taiwan U, 1972}, which follows closely the
methodology and conclusions of Shima.

*See Chang, Shang Civtfization, pp. 210-30; David N. Keightley, “The Shang State as Seen
in the Oracle-Bone [nscriptions,” Early China 5 [1979-80), pp. 25—34; and Keightley, “The
Late Shang State: When, Where and What,” in David N. Keightley, ed., The Origins of Chinese
Cimlization (Berkeley: U. of California P, 1g83), pp. 525—64, £sp. pp. 532—19. While reproduc-
ing the maps of Shima and basing their analyses of the Shang state on his geography, both
Chang and Keightley qualify 1o some extent their acceptance of it. Chang attempts o combine
the conclusions of the two methodologies: “The many placenames at or near which royal hunts
took place were distributed throughout the Shang state, but a large number of them appear to
be concentrared in the Ch'in-yang area” (Shang Civtlization, p. 215}. Unfortunately, these maps
and the methodologies on which they are based are not susceptible to this sort of compromise.
As shown below, the contradictory results of the two historical-geographical methods are based
on differing locadions of certain key place names. Ef these place names are relocated, the eatire
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Shang state can be characterized, simply, as the network of ... (walled]
towns that was under the Shang king’s direct control. . . . Such a network wag
vast.”? Keightley qualifies this somewhat, comparing the Shang state (o
Gruyere cheese, arguing that although the area over which the Shang king
could claim nominal control was indeed extensive, it must also have con.
tained many holes.® Before accepting these conclusions about the nature of
the late Shang state, we should first examine some of the details of Shima’s
maps. I believe we will find that their methodology is open to question,

The one basic premise of all reconstructions of Shang geography is thap
if two or more place names appear together in a single inscription or even on
a single bone or shell, they must have been located relatively near each ather,
By extending this principle to include place names that share an indirect
relationship, it is possible to group states together into networks that pre-
surmably cohere in relatively localized areas. (For example, if A and B appear
together in one inscription and B and C appear together in another inscrip-
tion, then it is assumed that A and C must also be related.) And if one state
of the network can be located on the map of China, there is a prima facie
reason to believe that the entire network 1o which that state belongs can also
be located in general proximity. In this way, certain states take on consider-
ably more geographic importance than other states and their placement will
dictate the overall configuration of the map. Radical differences in the
placement of two such key states, Chou F and Yii & (or Yi-tang F{ ),
have resuited in the radically different maps of the Shang state drawn by
Ch’en Meng-chia and Shima Kunio. Let us consider each of these cases
separately.

The name Chou, which appears as a state name with some frequencyin
the Pin &-group inscriptions of King Wu Ting BT and probably Tsu Keng
#l Bt, inscriptions that date to about the first two decades of the twelfth-

configuration of the map necessarily changes. Keightley, after reviewing the problems faced in
any reconstruction of Shang geography, concludes that “the fact that Shima [Inkye, pp. 382-
8‘3] and Chung (“Pu-1z'u chung,” facing p. t70] have drawn Shang maps thar are generally
similar encourages us to accept their reconstructions as valid working hypotheses™ (“The Late
Sh:{_ng State,” p. 539} Despitc the similacity of the maps drawn by Shima and Chung, the
radical discrepancy between them and the map drawn by Ch'en and supported by Li should
cacourage us 1o Question their validity. It should be pointed out thar while Keightley accepis
Shlma s maps and consequently describes a geographically extensive Shang sizte, one of his
major conclusions is that Shang political control was gencrally weak and unstable. This
characterization is consistent with the geography of the Shang state described here.

"Chang, Shang Civilization, p. 210.

*Keightley, “The Shang State as Secen in the Oracle-Bone Inscriptions,” p. 26.
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century B.C.,? is universally identified with the state of Chou that eventually
conquered Shang. In most of these inscriptions, Chou forms part of an
extensive network of states allied with Shang and located o its west but
apparently east of Kung-fang &; 77, the most powerful adversary of Shang at
this time.!® Ch’en and Shima agree in locating Kung-fang along the north-
south stretch of the Yellow River, etther in Shansi or Sheas: depending on
which bank of the river is chosen (see map 1). They also generally agree that
the network of Shang allies must therefore be located in central or south-
eastern Shansi, Primarily for this reason, Ch'en Meng-chia locates Chou
along the Fen # River of Shansi.!! Despite the inscriptional evidence
supporting this location, however, Shima places Chou far to the west, near
Ch’i-shan #lj, Shensi.?? {See map 1.} He bases this placement on the

® For this dace, see David N, Keightley, Sources of Shang History: The Oracle-Bone Inscripiions of
Bronze Age China (Berkeley: U of California P., 1978), pp. 171-76; sec also David N. Keightley,
“Shang China I[s Coming of Age — A Review Article,” JAS 41.3 {May 1982}, pp. 350—52.
¢ Among the states with which Chou shares a relationship, Ch'a ¢J3, Yueh ¥, Chib 3, and
P'ei § were zall attacked by Kung-fang. The location of Kung-fang to the west not only of
Shang but also of at lease Chih can be seen from the well-known inscription on Ching-hua 2
{throughout this paper, references to collections of aracle-bone inscriptions will be given as in
Keightiey, Sources of Shang ffistory, pp. 229-31):
REMBARCHEARYSHERBESET
BTEAL¥BABRLGREES L HETHRE
B EaEHArRRERE
Crack on kuet-ssu {day 30), Ch'iieh divining: “In the coming ten-day week, there will be
no harm.” The king prognosticated saying, “There is an evil omen. There will come
misfortune.” Coming to the fifth day ting-yu {day 34), there really did come misfartune
from the west. Chih Kuo reported saying, “T'u-fang has campaigned in our eastern
regions, destroying 1wa cities; Kung-fang has also invaded our western regions and lands.”

For a detailed study of the network of states with which Chou was related in Shang oracle-bone
inscriptions, see Hsia Han-i ® 4 % (Edward L. Shaughnessy}, “Tsao-ch’i Shang Chou kuan-
bsi chi ¢h'i tui Wu Ting i-hou Yin-Shang wang-shih shih-li fan-wei e i-si” PHEHERMGH R
KHRT LG X% NI # 8, Chiv-chou hsick-K'an 7 % 1| 5 (September 1987),
Pp. 19-32; sec below, n. 22.

1 Ch'en, Yin-hsi pu-ty’u tiung-shy, pp. 291-93. In addidon o this evidence drawn from the
oracle-bone inscriptions, Ch’en has cited the argument of Ch’ien Mu §$#§ based on traditional
histarical geography, which I discuss below. Both of these studies have subsequently been
corroborated by archaeological evidence. The lack of a continuous cuitural sequence prefigur-
ing the Early Chou (Tsee Chox S &) culture in western Shensi and affinities berween that
culture and the earlicr Kuang-she ¥ & culture of western Shansi also seem to indicate that the
Chou originated to the east of the Yellow River, rather than to its west; see Tsou Heng §8 .
Hsia Shang Chou k' av-ku-Astich lun-wen chi W 1 78 ¥ & 8 & =7 % (Peking: Wen-wu ch’u-pan-she,
1gBol, pp. 276—355. Although the association of Early Chou and Kuang-she cultures has been
questioned (see, ¢.g., Yin Sheng-p’ing B 8 Z= and Jen Chou-fang {T & 7, “Hsien-Chou wen-
hua te ch'u-pu yen-chiu" % B 2 L6 H R, WW [1984.7], pp. 42—49), the lack of any
direct cultural precedent for Chou in western Shensi seems well established.

\IS8hima, fakyoe bokuji kenkyd, pp. 409—13.
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uncontestable fact that this was the location of Chou just before it finally

conquered Shang. In pressing this argument, however, Shima not only has
violated his own stated methodology of relying exclusively on inscriptional
evidence, but has also failed to account for the well-known tradition that it
was not untl the time of Ku-kung Tan-fu #%> & %, the “Great King"
{T’ai-wang X F) and grandfather of King Wen 2 (r. 1o9g~to50 B.C.},*?
that the Chou migrated to Ch'i-shan to escape pressure from other tribes.'
Although there are various traditions regarding the location of the Chou
before this migraton, considerable evidence in traditional sources suggests
that they did in fact move out of the valley of the Fen River. This evidence,
which has been collected and discussed at length by Ch’ien Mu $8,'° can

be summarized in the following points.
First, at Chi-shan # (1, on the north bank of the Fen River some

Yellow Sea

Po-hai

tions and cxtents should be considered ap

g state as implied by them.

1 place names as suggested by Ch'en Meng-chia {C) and

4 .
) twenty-five kilometers west of present-day Hou-ma £ 8, are several temples
> B E] commemorating Hou Chi 75 #8, the progenitor of the Chou people. More-
-g - ﬁ ;! aver, the reputed tomb of Chiang Yian 22 [f, his mother, is at Wen-hsi i &,
2 = Fa% about twenty-five kilometers south of Hou-ma. (See map 1 for this and the
T 0 & 345 ¥ p
= § E E’_! following discussion.)
> £ S - g Second, the city of Pin B, from which Ku-kung moved the Chou people
2 i85 % Y g peop
> c T E 35 to Ch’i-shan, is also written in early texts as A or #1,!® both of which variants
3 o E g E‘ ! employ as phonetic the fen 4 of the Fen River, presumably indicating a
z £ S § genetic relationship between the two names and, thus, geographic proximity,
nl ;,*,E 3 Third, in present-day Lin-fen E§ #r county, some fifty kilometers north
- 2 . . . .
g 5 %‘E of Hou-ma, is located a tributary of the Fen River anciently known as the
__5_05'"':: . Ku # River. It is presumably from the area of this river that the name of
& Z g Ku-kung, the Duke of Ku, derives.
3 e 50 £
£ 53
PR-IL 2 Dates given in this paper for the last two Shang kings and for the vanious Western Chou
Wy s
£.2 E kings are based generally on the chronolegy proposed by David 5. Nivison in “The Dates of
a $ °5 Western Chou' (H7AS 43.2 [December 1983], pp. 481-580), but also include same revisions
o< . -l that will be substantiated in full in my forthcoming “Scurces of Western Zhou History:
) 5o 3 Inscribed Bronze Vessels.”” For further discussion, see Edward L. Shaughnessy, “The 'Current’
= U = ond g
% - Bambos Annals and the Date of the Zhou Conquest of Shang,” Early China 11 {1g85~87), pp.
3 bt 7 gg 33-60. ‘
- g 255 2 U Ses, for example, Menaius 1Bf15. The Bambos Annals dates the Chou migration to Ch'i-shan
_I'g W ow B ou in the first year of Shang king Wu [ # Z,, two or thres generations after the oracle-bane
z @ % 3 ﬁ inscriptions that mention Chou; Chu-shu chi-nier 77 W 42 & (SPPY edn.) 1, p. 17D. Whether this
- —REN record of the Bambes Annals is acrepted as historically accurate or not, since T"ai-wang was the
Ny - p y :
E ol T 5 grandfather of King Wen, a contemporary of Shang king Ti Hsin # 3 {r. 1086—1045 B.C.} six
2RFE&Za gencrations afier the reign of Wu Ting, the Chou migration must have occurred after the time
aof these Pin-group inscriptions.

1 Ch'ien Mu, “Chou ch'u ti-li X’ac” B 30 i 88 #, Yen-ching hsiieh-pao FE BUAR 8 10 (1931),

PP- 195572008. )
W Mencins 1Bf 14, 15; { Chow-shu i% /5 3 (SPPY cdn.) 5, p. 32,
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Fourth, the Shih-ching poem “Kung Liu” 2 %[ (Mao 250) describes the
Chou ancestor Kung Liu as going *'to the hundred springs” in his migration
to Pin. This description fits weil the eastern valley of present-day Wap.
ch’uan B & (lit, ten-thousand springs) county, just south of Chi-shan,
which has more than 100 sites of wells or springs.

Fifth, in the Meneius it is said that Ku-kung “left Pin and crossed the
Liang & Mountains, settling at the base of Ch’i-(shan).”’V" These Liang
Mountains are conceivably the Lii-liang 2% Mountains that run parallel
to and just west of the Fen River.

Shima, on the other hand, seeks to substantiate his location of Chou far
to the west not only of Shang but also of the network of states with which it
is associated in inscriptions, by noting its relationship with another histori-
cally identifiable state whose name appears in the inscriptions, Ch’in %, no
doubt ancestral to the state that subsequently united China under the Ch’in
dynasty.'® Shima notes that Chou and Ch’in occur together on a single
inscription {/I-pien 7312) and reasons properly that they must have been
located very near each other. But he further argues that since in later his-
torical times Ch’in was located in western Shensi, this association corrobo-
rates his placement of Chou at Ch’i-shan. Far from corroborating his earlier
geography, this argument too violates the basic historical injunction against
using evidence from widely divergent time periods. As in the case of Chou,
had Shima examined the history of Ch’in he would have found that it too
moved to Shensi at a date much later than that represented by these Shang
oracle-bone inscriptions. According to the Shis-chi 5 32 of Ssu-ma Ch’ien
& RE (c. 145-89 B.c.), the Ch’in migration to Shensi did not occur until
the reign of King Hsiao # (r. 872—866 s.c.) in the mid—Western Chou
dynasty. Before this time, Ch'in was certainly located in the vicinity of Huo-
shan & tl, Shansi, very near the Fen River location indicated for Chow.1?

Thus the map that Shima has drawn showing most of the Shang
western allies to be located in southern Shansi but with a couple of states
located much farther west can be shown in this instance to violate both

1 Mencius 1B{15. 1 3hima, Inkye bokuji kenkyg, p. 410.

"9 Skih-chi (Peking: Chung-hua, 1959) 5, p. 174, describes the Ta Lien % # branch of the
Ch'in house as living “among the Yi 2 and Ti 3(" or “among the Western Jung ¥ during
the Shang dynasty, extremely reminiscent of the descriptions of Chou at chis same time. After
the Chou conquest, Fei Lien 258, an official of Ch'in who had been serving at the court of
Shang king Ti Hsin, “returned to Huo-t'ai-shan 1€ 411" Later, King Mu i (r. 956-¢188.c.)
of Chou enfeoffed Tsao-fu i 4, also a scion of the Ch'in nobility, with Chao-ch'eng i3, in

present-day Chih g county, Shansi, in which Huo-shan, which all commentators identify with
Huo-t"ai-shan, is located.
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his own stated methodology and the best evidence regarding the loca-
tion of historically identifiable states. What is more, the map also vio-
lates good historical sense. How would it have been possible for Chou
and Ch'in to maintain close associations with the Shang allies in Shansi,
much less with Shang iwself, when the considerable distance separating
them was either uninhabited or else controiled by adversaries of the
Shang?

The second example that we should examine, the location of the state of
Y, is perhaps even more illustrative of the hazards in using Shima’s maps.
For much of the period covered by the oracle-bone inscriptions, Yii was one
of the most important hunting regions for the Shang king. At one point late
in the dynasty, hawever, it seems to have rebelled against Shang, earning for
itself the appellation Yi-fang.?® Ch’en Meng-chia, and, indeed, almost all
Chinese historians, locate Yii near the cicy of Ch’in-yang in northwestern
Honan.?! This location is based in part on the fact that during the Spring and
Autumn period this was the site of a state also named Y. In addirion to this
historical identification of Yu, several other states closely associated with itin
oracle-bone inscriptions can be similarly identified with later states located
in the same general vicinity. For instance, the state of Kuei % appears
together with Yii in a single inscription { 75’ui-pien 972) and a state by the
same name {albeit with a “city” signific, ¥} is located by the Shum-ching chu
K E i to the northwest of present-day Hsiu-wu # &, which in turn is just
northeast of Ch'in-yang. Hsiang [@] appears together with Yii on several
oracle-bone pieces (for example, Chien-pien 2.20.5; Chia-pien 506), and a
state with the same name appears in the Shif-ching poemn “‘Shih yiich” + A
(Mao 193); it is located just south of Chi-yiian ¥, which is slightly west of

20 The possibility cannot be ruled out, of course, that Yii and Yi-fang refer to two difl’efcnt
states, but at least two points suggest their identity. First, independent analysis of inscriptions
concerning these twa names and the network of states to which they are related shows both to
have been locared in one extremely limited locale, Seccand, the name Yi-fang, thc. f@g K of
which normally indicates a Shang encmy, appears in only a small number of 'mscn_pnons, z'xll
of which are contemporary, apparendy dating to the beginning of Period V, the reign of T_] I
FEZ (r. 11o5—t087 B.c.). It does not seem likely that such a stare could have had relations with
Shang at only one pointin time and have been unknown 10 them at all other periods. l"'or astudy
of inscriptions referring to Yii and Yi-fang, including an argument for cheir identity, see Li,
Yin-tei ti-li chim-fun, pp. B—15, 23—30, 92-03. [t should be noted that Shima, too, identifies Yii
with Yi-fang; fekie bokuji kenkya, p. 414. ] ]

B Ch'en, Yin-hsi pu-ig’n tsung-shy, p. 310. The first scholar to make this identification was
Wang Kuo-wei T B, Kuan-fang chi-lin 5 £ # {1923; rpt. Peking: Chungthua, 1084) 4,
p. t154. That it has now been accepted in standard geographies can be seen, for instance, fro,rp
its placement in the recently published Chung-kus fi-shth ti-£u chi ch @R B &t i ¥, T'an Ch'i-
hsiang I 0N, ed. (Shanghai: Ti-t'u ch'u-pan-she, 1682} 1, pp. 13-14.
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Ch'in-yang. Another state pronounced Yii but written with a different
graph, &, appears in oracle-bone inscriptions together with Yi (Chui-he
L.4031; it also appears in the Tso-chuan £ {8, located west of Hsiu-wu and
northeast of Ch’in-yang.22 The dangers of linking inscriptional place names
with place names that occur in later texts are obvious, but the dangers can
be mitigated when an entire series of identifications is demonstrated.

Evidence in the oracle-bone inscriptions themselves shows at least that
Yii was west of Shang. To cite just one example, the following inscription
apparently concerns the climactic battle in the war between Shang and its
western adversary Kung-fang,

ZErFAABERRSSH A
Crack on i-yu {day 22), Cheng divining: “Go and return from Nieh the
shackled Kung-fang.” Second month. (Chten-pien 5.13.5)

There is no later evidence concerning the {ocation of Nieh £ shown by this
inscription to have been the site of either a major battle {indeed, probably
the final battle) between the Shang and Kung-fang or the Shang forward
base. But since there is no doubt that Kung-fang lay to the west of Shang
and that the Kung-fang War was fought primarily in the ceatral and
southern parts of present-day Shansi province, it stands to reason that Nieh
must have been in this area, west of the Shang capital.®® This location of
Nieh is relevant to the location of Yii or Yi-fang because several generations
after the Kung-fang War, Nieh was once again the site of a divination by

# For these locations and the traditional citations on which they are based, see Li, ¥in-tas &-
it chien-lun, p. 12.

#For a preliminary discussion of the dynamics of the Shang war with Kung-fang, see
Shaughnessy, “Tsao-ch'i Shang Chou kuan-hsi”; a more detailed study, Edward L. Shaugh-

nessy, “The Life and Death of Fu Hao: With Comments on the Sequence of the Shang

Campaigns against Bafang, Tufang and Gongfang,” was presented at the annual meeting of the
Association for Asian Studies, San Francisco, March 26, 1988. In the first of these studies, 1
employ the revisions in aracle-bone periodization suggested by Li Hsiieh-ch’in, Ch'in Hsi-kuei
FHEHE, and Lin Yiin #1% (summarized in my “Recent Approaches to Oracle-Bone Periodi-
zation; A Review,” Early China 8 [1982-83], pp. 1~ 13} to demonstrate that the Kung-fang War
postdated King Wu Ting's great expansion to the west of the T"ai-hang Mountains and that
several of the Shang ally states that were attacked by Kung-fang appear in inscriptions from still
later periods as enemies of the Shang. From this I conclude that far from being an unqualified
Shang victory, as most scholars have presumed, the Kung-fang War resulted in the loss of the
Shang hegemony in the western regions that had been established by Wy Ting. In the second
study, i develop a more precise method of periodization, which I term “micro-periodization,”
to determine the sequence of the hundreds of inscriptions divined in connection with the Kung-
fung War. It is on the basis of this methodology that it is possible to show that the battle at or
near Nieh was the final battle of the war and that because of the Shang victory there, Kung-
fang failed to penttrate the Shang capital region. I expect to publish this lacter study in due
course.
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the Shang king made during his return from suppressing the Yii-fang

rebellion:*

LR AyCH. S EFZAFHRE)P L EERILEETAR
... {aty Nieh divining: “'In the ten-day week there will be no harm.”
... Extended auspiciousness. In the thicd month, chig-shen (day 21), the
chi-sacrifice to Hsiao Chia. ... It was when the king was returning from
campaigning against Earl Yen of Yii-fang. { Hou-pien 1.18.6)

Since Nieh certainly lay to the west of Shang and since the Shang king
passed through Nieh on his return from artacking Yii-fang, it stands ro
reason that Yi-{fang) must similarly have been located in the west. .

Despite this evidence, Shima locates Yii northeast of the Shang capital,
apparently in southeastern Hopei or northwestern Shangtung.?® Although
his argument for this locarion seems at first reading to be bajlscd on sonzmd
methodology, 1 believe that it too can be shown to have a basic flaw. Shima
presents a series of three inscriptions apparently indicating that Yu must be
located east of Shang:

L TEEHE
The king lets it be Yi where ke hunts and inspects.
The king expects ... Yu ... to have deer. (Shih-to 1.402)

2. H¥.. . &
EE... oY
... hunts Yu... catch.
Letit be Hua . .. no disaster; catch. { T5'ui-pien o86)

3. ZSHBZBXREREFREFZ

The third day i-yu, there was {news} coming from the east. Hua calls
out to Chu to report that Pang defends. {Hou-pien 2.37.2)

The first two inscriptions indicate an indirect relationship between Yii
and Hua {#. The third, according to Shima’s interpretation, places Hua

™ For a demonstration that the phrase “wel wang fai c.‘m:g"_ 3 _E ;f{ E. whic;h is:. includedf in the
date notation of this inscription, should be interpreted as indicating the king's return from a
ampaign, sec Ch'en, Yin-Asii pu-L2'u isung-shu, p. 304. ] .
‘ =5§hima. Inkyo bokupi kemkyd, p. 375, states that the location should be southwc_st of T ai
shan g if[ in Shantung, which is almost due east of Anyang. Howe\'fer‘, this lacation is not mdl;
cated by the placement of Yil vis-d-vis Anyang on either his specialized maps or his genera

map.
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to the east of Shang and, following the transcription and identification of
Tung Tso-pin &Y, piaces it near Tzu-po ¥, Shantung.® Whatever
the validity of this transcription, however, the Hua of the third inscription
seems not to be a place name at all but rather the persenal name of ap
official at court (he does, after all, “call out™).*? Thus, Shima’s sole piece of
evidence for locating Yi and its very extensive network of associated states
to the east of Shang appears to be invalid.

Differing interpretations of an oracle-bone inscription are understand-
able. Less understandable is the rigidity with which Shima pursues his
methodology with respect to this northeastern location for Yii. He notes, for
instance, that another state, Hsien %, associated with Yii in hunting inscrip-
tions, is shown by several inscriptions to have been located both along the
Yellow River and west of Shang.* To accommodate all these considerations,
Shima locates Hsien in northwest Shansi. But this location of Hsien 1s over
700 kilometers away from his proposed location of Yii, farther than we might
reasonably expect a hunting party to travel. Moreover, looming between the
two is the all but impenetrable barrier of the T’ai-hang * T Mountain
range. Again, good historical sense, as much as any other factor, should have
suggested that a map such as this is unreasonable. When we accept the
location of Yii near Ch’in-yang favored by almost all Chinese scholars,
Hsien can readily be located both to the west of Shang and along the Yellow
River less than twenty-five kilometers from Yii (see map 1).

Correcting Shima’s location of Yii affects not only the placement of
Hsien but also that of the other states with which Yii is associated. When this
15 done, the area shown to be under the contrel or even the influence of the
Shang king is again drastically reduced. Rather than our seeing the center of
Shang power as controlling vast stretches across northern Shansi, Hopet,
and-Shantung, we once again interpret it as comprising a relatively circum-
scribed area roughly from present-day Anyang to no more than about 200

*Tung Tso-pin, “Tung Hua yii Hua” HERE, Tikung BT 6.2 (1936), PP- 37139

*" 8hima regards the graph 4« T (1o call out) as part of the personal name of the ruler of Hua,
i.e., Hua Hu-chu, Possibic support for iocating Hua to the east might be found in another
inscription, which reads in part, “there really did come trouble from the east; Hua reported
saying™ ( yin yu lai chien to tung Hiua kan yiieh YK A HBE S, CRien-pien 7.40.2), but the

question here, too, is whether this figure Hua should necessarily be identfied with the stace of
Hua, and if'so, whether he came from the east or was already at the capital reporting news from
the east,

M Shima, Inkye bokuji kenkyir, p. 381. In many inscriptions, Hsien is che site of sacrifices o the
{Yellow) River {c.g., Hou-pien 1. 15.4). Itis alsc associated with She ¥ {[-tun 273} and through
it with Ch'ang & (Ch’ien-pien 2.8.3), the latter of which was invoived in the Kung-fang War
(Ching-hua 2), testifying 1o its western location,
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kilometers west. It is unfortunate that the best Western studies of the nature
and extent of the late Shang state have been misled by the apparent
methodological rigor of Shima Kunio’s maps into describing a Shang state
far more extensive than was actually the case.

THE HISTORICAL GEOGRAPHY OF THE WESTERN
CHOU STATE

Recent historians have also argued that the area under the control of
the king during the Western Chou period was extensive, indeed “gigantic”
in the words of the most recent study of the pertod, encompassing all the
lands drained by the Yellow River and extending even into the lower
Yangtze River valley.?® This geography is based primarily on the discovery
of one very important inscribed bronze vessel. In 1954 in Tan-t'u F#&
county, Kiangsu province, on the southern bank of the Yangtze River just
east of Nanking (see map 2}, an early Western Chou vessel was discovered
with a r2r-graph inscription, the “I-hou Tse iuei” & 5 %£t. Since this
inscription is not only an extrernely important piece of evidence for the
geography of the Western Chou state but also one of the earliest compl.cte
records of an investiture ceremony, and thus of great interest for discovering
the means by which the Chou kings attempted to controi their realm, it is
deserving of a complete translacion,3

™ See, for example, Kuo Mo-jo #F ik &, Chung-kua shth kao o (B & & (Pekir?g:_]en-mmlch'u-

pan-she, 1976) 1, § 27g; CrceI,JT.‘u Origins of Statecraft, p. 405; Hsa F:ho-yi.in FHRE, Ho-Chou

shiht 75 FEj 2 (Taipei: Lien-ching ch'u-pan shih-yeh kung-ssu, .{984_1, PR- 135-37; anld,l [Ibr ic
description of the Chou kingdom as “gigantic,” Hsi and Linduf, Western Chou Civthization,

? ‘:'?or the report of the discovery of this vessel, see *Chiang-su Tan-t'u hsien Yen-tu}n-sh’an
ch'u-t'ute ku-taich'ing-t'ung ch'i” T A e HER L L &5 H 8 .ﬁﬁ%, Wm-a.fub_' an-k'ao
tou-linn ¥ B X EH (1955.5), pp. 58-62. Among the many studies of the llnscnp'non, th:;:.
following have been the most infiuential: Ch'en Meng-chia, “I-hou T:_sc Ifum ho t,alte H.-

EEXBATCHER Wa-wu isan-kao tzu-liao (1955.5), pp. 63-66; ““Hsi-Chou ¢ Qng:ch i
tuan-tai” 75 7 5 725 W £, £7a0-ku Asdeh-pas 25 B H (1955.9), pp. 165-67; I"Cuo Mo-jo, “Tse
kuei ming k'ac-shih” 5 4% % M, X ao-ku Asich-pac (1956.1), pp. 7~-0; T'ang Lan fEM,
“I-hou Tse kuei k'ao-shih™ & (& % & & 18, Kao-ku hsich-pao (1956.2), pp. 79-85; Shlrak_awa
Shizuka (31| 88, Kimbun teishaky £ 70 H M (Kobe: Hakutsuru bijum’.iifin, 1964, fasc. 10, item
52, pp- 529-60; and Li Hsieh-ch'in, “f-hou Tse kuei yii Wu:-kuo‘ FEXHARMR, '[;IVHI’
(1985.7), pp- 16, 25. The inscription has been translated and discussed at some length by Noe

Barnard in A Recendy Excavated Inscribed Bronze of Western Chou Date,”” MS 17 {1958),
pp- 12-46, although it should be noted that Barnard has romanized the name of the maker of
this vessel as Nich, 2 reading that almost all subsequent Western scholars have followed. In
addition to the reading of this graph, the translation offered here differs from that of Barnard
in several other important respects.
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“i-hou Tse kuei” Inscription
EMARTTRODHRTE
[t was the fourth month, the ch’en was on ting-wei {day 44), the king)
inspected? the King Wu
R Et S H R
and King Ch'eng attack on Shang map, [then] went to inspect the
eastern countries map. "
FUTERLTHEZ S
The king stood in the I ancestral temple, facing south. The king
commanded
REXEEETESLD
Lord Tse of Yii, saying: “Move® to be lord at 1. {I] award sao-fragrant
B-pEE 188 KB
wine one yu, one Shang wine vessel, . . . one red-lacquered bow and 100
red-lacquered arrows,

WS TRET S LB/

ten traveling bows and 1,000 traveling arrows; award land: its acreage™
=88 T8 2mO2 #

300 ..,%its.. 100 and . ., its .. towns 35,

XEBEXMETE

1ts .. 140;% award at I

# The graph rendered here as Asing % (1o inspect) is only partially visible in the rubbing of
the inscription. This transcription, as well as the reading wang T (king) for the torally
oblitcrated preceding graph, follows T ang, “I-hou Tse kuei k’ao-shih,” p. 79

1 The reading of & as Y« Ml {diagram, map) is discussed below.

% Following the reading proposed by Li, “I-hou Tse kuei vii Wu-kuo,” p. 14.

“Both Kuo Mo-jo and T'ang Lan interpre: chuan JH{ as the unelaborated form of ch’uan HAl,
which they in turn equate with the word ch’dan Wt ; K uo, “Tse kuei ming k'ac-shih,” p. 8; T'ang,

“I-hou Tse kuei k'ao-shih,” p. 8o. Kuo Further suggests that one cf'dan is the equivalent of

one-third of a mu B} {acre), while T’ang suggests instead that it is a general term for rich
bottomland. For reasons elaborated in the following note, [ have adopted Kuo's reading here.
] %The graph at this spot in the inscription has been almost completely obliterated; Kuo Mo-
Jo suggests that it must be wan # {ten thousand), for if one ci’ian were equal to only one-third
ofa mu, then an award of any less than about three million mi would be tco little land to support
the number of villages and retainers enumerated below {"“Tse kuei ming k’ac-shih,” p. 8).
T'ang Lan suggests instead that the graph must be Pien [ {fields), used as a specifier of ch’uan
NI (*I-hou Tse kuei k’ac-shih,” p. 8a). Simpler though this second reading is, since none of the
following numerical phrases has a specifier, it would seem that Kuo's interpretation of the word
as a number is preferable, even though it is impossible to determine the exact number.

¥ Kuo Mo-jo suggests i @ (hamlet) for the missing graph here, with classical citations to
support his reading, on the basis of which he proposes a fourfold land-distribution system in the
carly Western Chou (“Tse kuei ming k’ao-shih,” p. 8). For a deeper discussion of this proposed
land-distribution system, see Shirakawa, Kimbun tsdshaku, pp. 542-46. It is unformnare that
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FAOOT B S8 i

king’s men .. .. and seven clans, award seven earls of Cheng

Ml T- 270 % BE A

and their retainers 1,050 men, award I common men
NEXOARNETREIE

600 and .. {and) six men,” Lord Tse of [ extols

ERFRALTESH

the king’s beneficence, making {for) Father Ting, the Duke of Yii, (this)
sacrificial vessel.

The inscription relates the transfer of Lord Tse % from his original
domain of Yii 58 (not to be confused with the Shang state discussed above)
to a new state named [ &. (For these and the locations discussed below, see
map 2.} The investiture ceremony is described as taking place in the an-
cestral temple at T with the Chou king personally presiding. It has been
assumed by aimost all scholars that the I with which Lord Tse was invested
1s none other than the area in which the vessel was discovered; that s, in and
around Tan-t'u, Kiangsu. It has also been argued by some that the name of
Lord Tse's original domain, Yi, might be ancestral to the later state of Wu
&, which was also south of the lower Yangtze River.3 However, a recent
study by Huang Sheng-chang % % has shown conclusively, I believe,
that this assumption s incorrect and that the vessel must in fact have been
transported to this distant region from the Yellow River vailey sometime
after the close of the Western Chou period.® His argument can be sum-
marized in the following four points,

First, the cache of vessels in which the “I-hou Tse kuei” was discovered
included eleven other vessels of various periods, at least ane of which could
date no earlier than the Spring and Autumn period. The date of this latest
vessel provides the terminus post guem for the burial of these treasures at Tan-
t'u, Kiangsu, suggesting in turn that the “I-hou Tse kuei,” which was
certainly cast during the reign of King K’ang g (r. 1005-978 B.G.) two or

here and throughout this portion of the inscription graphs have been obliterated by damage
done 10 the vessel in the course of its exhumation,

7 Bee, for instance, T'ang, “I-hou Tse kuei k'ao-shih,” p. 82; Li Hslich-ch’in, “Ts'ung hsin-
ch'u ch'ing-t'ung-ch’i kK’an Ch’ang-chiang hsia-yu wen-hua te a-chan” £ FHFHHFRABELEE
iLF i CEIRE, WW (1980.8), pp. 37-39.

% Huang Sheng-chang, “T'ung-ch'i ming-wen I, Yii, Tse te ti-wang chi ch'i yii Wu-kuo te
kuan-hsi” 3 5t LEE Xy Z R LB EBEMF, Kao-ku hsish-pao (1083.3), pp. 295
395-
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three centuries earlier,*® couid have been cast elsewhere and then brought to
this location in a subsequent migration.*

Second, the first two lines of the inscription on the “I-hou Tse kuei™
describe the Chou king’s inspection on day #ing-wei of the fourth month of
two different “#u”" @, one pertaining to the attacks on Shang led by kings
Wu B (r. 1049/1045-1043 B.c.) and Ch'eng B (r. 1042/1035- 1006 B.C.)
and one pertaining to the eastern countries. Although Ch’en Meng-chia’s
initial interpretation of this word as a “frontier settlement” (pi §§), with the
king’s inspection consequently entailing a long-distance tour, has been
followed by many subsequent scholars,*! the graph here is clearly distinct
from contemporary examples of pi and in this case undoubtedly refers to a
map. In addition to the epigraphic evidence in support of this reading, there
is an overriding practical requirement for it. As Huang notes, if these £z were
in fact two different frontier settlements, it is unreasonable that the king
should have been able to “inspect” both on a single day, as the inscription
indeed states that he did. Instead, it is entirely likely that before establishing

L)
L)
%]
§
T
=

espond to modern places

pital letters; their locations and exients

pproximate. Place names in smallest type corr

**This date, which is based on the posthumous reference to Kings Wu and Ch’eng in the Brst
and second lines of the inscription and is consistent with the shape and decor of the vessel and
its calligraphy, is now universally accepted; see, for instance, Shang-Chou ch'ing-t ung-ch'i ming-
wen hian 55 B W # % 58 203 (Peking: Wen-wu ch’u-pan-she, 1986) 1, p. 30.

** Moreover, the other bronzes found in this burial mound at Tan-t'u are typologically
distinct from the “I-hou Tse kws” and, indeed, from all Western Chou bronzes of the Wei and
Yellow River valleys. Since the discovery of this site, numerous other burial mounds containing
bronze vessels and implements have been discovered in the same general area. For just the most
important of these finds, see Anhwei sheng wen-hua-chii wen-wu kung-tso-wi @ % {5
¥ TIFB& . “Anhwei T'un-hsi Hsi-Chou mu-sang fa-chileh pao-kao” T LR BFEEHE
ZE &S, K ao-ku hsirh-pas (1959.4}, pp. 59-90; Chen-chiang po-wu-kuan ST M E and
Tan-yang hsien wen-wu kuan-li wei-yian-hui FEES THERE 8 &, “*Kiangsu Tan-vang
ch'u-t'v te Hsi-Chou ch'ing-t'ung-chi” T Bk A3 B8  + &4 75 /B % 38 33, W (1980.8), PP- 3-9;
Nan-ching shih wen-wu pao-kuan wei-ylan-hui R T T HREE B &, “Nao-ching P'u-
f'ou ch'u-t'u i-pi ch'ing-t'ung-ch’i” WM O L £ — S F FJE, WW (1980.8), pp. 1012,
34; Chen-chiang po-wu-kuan aad Tan-yang hsicn wen-wu kuan-li wei-yiian-hui, “Kiangsu
Tan-t'u Ta-kang Mu-rzu-tun Hsi-Chou Pung-ch'i mu fa-chiieh chien-pao” i1 & Fhi& 5 i £
THFERFEZELBIEM M, WW (1984.5), pp. 1—1t0. For general surveys of these sites and
especially their bronze vessels, see Li, “Ts'ung hsin-ch'u ch'ing-t'ung-ch'i k’an""; Hsiao Meng-
lung & &R, “Mu-tzu-tun mu ch’ing-tung-ch'i chi yu-kuan wen-t'i Can-so” £ T i X ¥ 5
B RAMEAEESR, WW (1984.5), pp. 11—15; and Okamura Hidenori {# £3 % 8, “Go-Otsu
izen no seidoki” R & LA O 31, Koshi shunfi L EK 3 (1987), pp. 63-80. All these
burial mounds belong 1o a regional culture, generally termed the Hu-shu # 34 Culture, which
is elearly distinct from Chou Culture. Except for the “I-hou Tse £uei” and a “Po kuei” BB}
discovered ac Mu.tzu-tun £} F#% bearing the brief inscription “Po makes (this) treasured
sacrificial vessel” {Po o pac tsun i |3 3§ B #E), the bronzes are not inscribed. More important,
they display marked regional characteristics. It would seem reasonable to view the exceptions
as intrusions from an outside culture rather than representatives of a foreign ruling class, as has
generally been the view to date.

3 Ch'en, “'I-hou Tse kuei ho t'a-te i-i,” p. 64; among scholars who have ollowed Ch'en in this
interpretation are Shirakawa, Kimbun tsdishaku, fasc. 1o, entry 52, p. 534, and Creel, The Origins

of Statecraft, p. 405.

Hopei
Hsing-tai
HEING
b
&

Honan
place names are given in boldface ca
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*Sian © HEH [ 1]
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a new state, the king would have consulted maps of the area. Understood
thus, the inscription provides no evidence for any long-distance inspection
tour on the part of the king nor any reason to regard either Yii or [ a5
“frontier settlements,"”

Third, Huang demonstrates that despite the homophony between i my
(archaic: ngo) and wu & (archaic: nguwo},*? in bronze inscriptions of this
period and even later the two graphs were very strictly differentiated and
must certainly have referred to different states. He further adduces consider-
able textual evidence to show that Y{i was located just north of Ping-lu gz
in southern Shansi province. Conclusive support for this point was recently
unearthed in just this area in the form ofan inscribed Au 3 vase cast by alord
of Yii.** Huang proceeds from this point to assume that Yii and I, the former
and latter fiefs of Lord Tse, must have heen located in one general area,

Fourth, the inscription also records the award to Lord Tse of seven earls
and 1,050 of their retainers from the state of Cheng & (that is, &), located
at that time in Hua % county, Shensi province, just west of the T'ung-kuan
{®@8, the principal corridor of communication between the two Choy
capitals at present-day Sian and Loyang. Huang argues that for such a large
number of men to have been transferred from the jurisdiction of one state
to that of another (whether the transfer involved the physical displacement
of these people or not), the two states must have been relatively close.
Therefore, I must also have been in the vicinity of Cheng.

Given all these considerations, Huang concludes that I ought to be
identified with present-day I-yang H R, just west of Loyang at the con-
fluence of the I H and Lo # rivers. This conclusion is consonant with a
basic principle of traditional historica! geography: rivers and mountains
better preserve their original names than do cities and states.

The significance of this conclusion is great indeed. By properly deter-
mining the geographical location of I, this inscription shows that by the
time of King K'ang, the third king of the dynasty, who was reigning when
the “I-hou Tse kuei” was cast, the Chou court was still actively consolidating
tts hold over its own capital region. To be sure, other evidence from about
this time does attest to some geographic expansion of the Chou state. But this
evidence too suggests that the expansion was around the capital area and

‘_'_Bcrnhard Karlgren, Grammata Seriza Recensa (Stockbolm: Museum of Far Eastern Anti-
qu::les, 19?2‘)‘, p- 36, cnlfric‘s 59a and 5gh, respectively.
Shml'iuang, T IL]mg-ch_‘l rm:g-wcn L, Y6, Tse,” p. 298, n. 3, cites a notice of discovery, “Shansi
£ wen-wu shang-uen shou-chin Ch'un-ch’iu Yi-hou hu” (1] & i it
R v hang cens 0 I 0 B
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did not involve the establishment of distant colonies in the midst of and
even beyond areas that the Chou court was never able to bring under

control.
The best-documented case of this Chou expansion concerns the estab-

lishment of a state named Hsing Hf (see map 2). The establishment of
Hsing is first mentioned in the lengthy inscription of the “Mai sun” £ &, a
vessel probably cast in the last years of King Ch’eng’s reign.** Although the
vessel has long been lost and only a line drawing and a woodblock imitation
of the inscription survive, the enfeoffment rites narrated in the inscription
are even more detailed than those in the “I-hou Tse fuei.” T believe it too

warrants translation in full 4%

“Mai tsun® fnscription

IAB#FEETERATE _AEATISAC LA L

The king commanded the ruler, Lord of Hsing, to depart Pu and be
lord at Hsing. In the second meonth, the lord appeared (in audience) at
Tsung-chou and was without impropriety. [He] joined the king
EARNAETERAYRETRPAHABTH

and approached P’ang-ching*® and performed a libation ritual. On the
next day, at Pi-yung Lake, the king rode in a boat and performed the
Ta-feng-rite. The king shot

 According to the Tro-chuan {Hsi 24), Hsing was one of six states awarded tosons of the Duke
of Chou, awards that the “Wang Mang Biography” T % § of the Han-she #E (Peking:
Chung-hua, 1g62) ggA, p. 4062, further ascribes to King Ch’eng. For bronze inscriptional
corroboration of the Lord of Hsing’s affiliation with the Duke of Chou, see Shirakawa Shizuka's
discussion of the relared “Mai fang-ting” % 7 W (Shirakawa, Kimbun tsdshaky, fasc. 1, entry 6o,
p. 623}. Since the inscription of the ““Mai tsun” recards that the Lord of Hsing's father had
already died, and since according 1o the Baméboo Annals (SPPY edn.) 2, p. 1a, the Duke of Chou
died in the twenty-first year of King Ch'eng’s reign, it appears that the enfeoffment must have
taken place late in that reign.

45 In addition to the not inconsiderable interest it holds for the development of royal control
in the Chou state, this inscription is interesting as an exampie of a secondary presentacion of
awards. The maker of the vessel, Mai 3, was a Recorder (tso-15¢ fF#3) for the Lord of Hsing.
After the lord had been awarded numerous gifts by the king in conjunction with his transfer of
tile, he returned to his home state and made an award of metal 10 Mai. Although the inscription
deals almost entirely with the relationship between the king and the Lord of Hsing, it is this
secondary award to Mai that is actually commemorated by the vessel.

#There are conflicting interpretations cancerning the identity and location of P'ang-ching
3 51. Some scholars regard it as the capital Feng ™, others as Hao 2%, and still others as vera
third, detached capital. For two recent studies of this question, sce Huang Sheng-chang,
“Kuan-yi chin-wen chung 1e P'ang-ching, Hao, Feng, Pang wen-t'i pien-cheng” @i ¥ & i
e FE M WA M E M I, Chung-hua wen-shih fun-i5'ung o 3 37 o 3% ¥ (1981.4), pp. 18398,
and Liv Yo 2|/, “Chin-wen P'ang-ching k’ao™ & 3¢ Z 31 &, X ao-ku yil wen-wu E 1568 T4
{1982.3}, pp- 69-75.
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RERRBAFAUERZE FUBABEESZE

at a large goose, bagging [it). The lord rode in a red-pennanted boat
following and arrayed [it]."” That day the king together with the lord
entered into the apartments. The lord was awarded a black, carved
i%}i?ﬁﬁﬁfi%%ﬂﬁ:ﬁﬁ? HHEEREES SN

dagger-ax. When the king was at An, in the evening, the lord was
awarded many ax-men vassals, 200 families, and was offered use of the
chariot team in which the king rode, metal harness-trappings, a cap,
Eﬁiﬁ“ﬁﬁi&%f%ﬁfﬁtjﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?#

a jacket, kneepads, and slippers. When [he] returned, [he] extolled the
Son of Heaven's grace, reporting that there was no €ITOT; USing a goose
feather® (to give) repose to the lord’s brilliant deceased-father at Hsing.
BEMERCTREESE WIS HEE &

The lord’s Recorder Mai was awarded metal by the ruling lord, Mai
extolled [the lord’s grace], herewith making (this) treasured, sacrificial
vessel, to use to perform libations to the lord’s return

BERGER FHT EREZSORET TR

visit and to extol the bright command. It was in the year that the Son
of Heaven was beneficent to Mai’s ruling lord. Together with grand-
sons and sons, may

XECERBBES IR HES

[he] eternally be without end; herewith being visited with virtue and’
soothed with many blessings in implementing the moving command
(that is, the command to move to Hsing).

From the inscription, it can be seen that the Lord of Hsing was originally
enfeoffed at Pu %*. There is reason to believe that this Pu was near present-
day Ta-p’i-shan A {E(l] in northern Honan, only about eighty kilometers

due east of the Chou eastern capital at Loyang.1® The location of Hsing

**The interpretation of ssu IE here follows that of Shirakawa { Ximbun trishaky, fasc. 11, entry
6o, p. 637), who notes that in carly texts isu is interchangeable with skih [, which in turn has
a meaning of skth 4 (1o array).

“The interpretation of fung i B 3% here as a phonetic loan for hung yi % 7 follows Kuo Mo-
jo. Liang-Chou chin-wen (' ta-hsi & aoechih FRsask =R (Tokyo: Bunkyudo shoten,
1935). P- 4tb. Kung is clearly used in the sense of “goose™ in line 3 above. As for § being
identifiable with yi, Kuo cites the top line of “Chien™ # hexagram ( 5¢(6) of the Chou-i F B
“The wild goose approaches the land; its feathers can be used as an ¢ #." However, Kuo does
not explain, and I certainly do not understand, how the Lord of Hsing proposed to use this goose
feather to give repose to his father.

"Pu is a place name that oceury also in the inscription on the “E-hoy ling” BER
{Shirakawa, Ximbun tsishaku, fasc. 25, entry rqz2, p- 260): “The king southerly campaigned,
artacked Chiao f and | g%. It was when he returned from campaign, at Pu, that Lord
Border-Protector of E was internally feasted by the king.”” Chiao and I can be Jocated with
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itself can be determined with more certainty, for in 1978 a cache of vessels
cast shortly after the “Mai tsun” by a Lord of Hsing was found in Yiian-shih
K county, very near Hsing-t’ai 8 & in southern Hapei province, long
presumed to be the site of ancient Hsing. The inscription on one of these
vessels, the “Ch’en Chien kuet” I 8%, records an attack on the settlernent
by unidentified “belligerents” { jung 2¢).5°

“Ch’en Chien kuei” Inscription

ERAL(TI®HIFEE

It was when the belligerents greatly came out {at) {Shih:) Ti;3! the
Lord of Hsing hit

A4 EaA)E

the belligerents and went to command Vassal Chien to take .. .. and
the Guard-

BETH. ...

Legionnaires to locate at Ti.. ..

Hsing’s susceptibility to attack suggests that it was at this time an outpost
at the extreme edge of the territory under secure control of the Chou court.
If this assumption is not mistaken, since Hsing-t'ai is less than 130 kilometers
due north of Anyang, which the Chou would have had obvious reasons to
keep under tight control, the establishment of Hsing reflects a historical-
geographical situation similar to that in the case of I: by the reign of King
K’ang, the Chou court was still actively consolidating its hold over its own
capital region, That the Chou king was capable of ordering feudal lords
to transfer their rule from one state to another and, as in the case of the
“I-hou Tse kuez,” even able to order the mass transfer of subjects from yet
a third state demonstrates an impressive degree of coutrol over this one
area. But the governmental structure required for this sort of local control

some confidence in southeastern Honan; see Ma Ch'eng-yilian B & &, “Kuan-yi Liao Sheng
bsii ho Chu Hsien chung te chi-tien i-chien” Bi# B4 B ZMEHELE S ' Kfﬂ" {1979.1},
pp. 60—65. Given the direction of this campaign, it would scem that Kuo Ma-J_o is probably
correct in identifying Pu (which can also be read as pi ) with the area of Ta-p'i-shan in Ssu-
shui {E7K county of north-central Honan, well within the sphere of the eastern capital at
Loyang (Kuo, Liang-Chou chin-wen-iz'u ta-hsi k'ao-shik, p. q0b). ) ]

* For this discovery, sec Li Hsiieh-ch'in and T'ang Yiin-ming B & 83, “Yiian-shih Cung-ch'i
yii Hsi-Chou te Hsing-kuo™ T 6§ 28 R G F a9 B, KX (1979.1), pp. 56—359, 88. _

#Li Hsiich-ch'in and T’ang Yin-ming argue that in paleographic sources skik F& and 4
are intcrchangeable and suggest that this place name correspends to the Huai 8 River, which
was anciently known as the Ti 1§ River and runs through Yian-shih county; “Yian-shih t'ung-
ch’i yil Hsi-Chou te Hsing-kuo,” pp. 58-50.
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is certainly much less developed than would be required to control the
extensive areas with which the Western Chou state is often credited, 52

In conclusion, then, although their cultural influence was certainly
widespread, it would appear that neither the Shang nor the Western Choy
kings were ever able (o project their political authority beyond a relatively
circumscribed area, primarily along the middle and {ower stretches of the
Yellow River. The determination of the geographical limitations of these
earliest Chinese states should cause us to reconsider the level of political
sophistication attributed to them in much of the recent histarical scholarship.

# Morcaver, the area under direct Ghou control seems not to have expanded afier this time.
[ndeed, archaeological evidence suggests that it may have begun to contract shordy after the
reign of King K'ang. [t3 Michiharu fP % i # bas noted that whereas vessels dating 1o the early
Western Chou have been found throughaut northern China, vessels dating from after the
middle of the Western Chou derive almost exclusively from the Chou capital region in the We;
River valley; see 115, Chagoku kodai oha no keisei FEE LR e (Tokyo: 36bunsha,
1975}, p. 307. I suspect that this retrenchment of the Chou state was a result of the disastroys
southern campaign of King Chao #% (r. 977-957 B.C.), in which the king is said to have lost not
only his own life but alsa his entire military force. For a related discussion of Chou foreign
relations, see Hsia Han-j, “Ts'ung Chii-fu hsii kai ming-wen t'an Chou wang-ch'ao yi Nan
Huai-i e kuan-hsi’ R BBk GRS i SO, Hon-hsish ven-chiu 3 B
3% 5.2 (December 1g87), pp- 567-73.
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