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Introduction. Many Shi £ “Documents,” also called Shang Shu %2 “Ancient
Documents,” purporting to be speeches or narratives from antiquity, were quoted in,
and probably written for, the Confucian/Mician controversies of the Warring States!
Of Shu inventories in Han there are three: (1) the FU Shvng 28 plus a Tai Shi J 2,
supposedly found in Han, making 29; (2) these plus another 29, supposedly discovered
in a wall when Confucius’ house in LU was torn down in c0154, for a total of 58; and
(3) these plus another 42, for a suspiciously neat total of 100, listed in a Preface (the
Syau Syw )\, Legge 1-14). This was probably written by King An-gwo FLZ &,
who is said to have deciphered the Wall texts and presented them to the Han court.
The 100 Shii of the Preface are given as an Appendix, below.

FG Shvng {£ %, a Chin erudite and thus one with access to otherwise proscribed
Confucian texts,> seems to have been the only one who possessed Shii when the 0213
Chin ban on Confucian texts was lifted in 0191; his were written in the Chin reformed
or “new” script, jin-wvn 4-3z. They were later augmented by the supposed discovery
of the Tai Shr &£, As the sole possessor of Sht, FU Shvng was summoned to the Han
court under W¥n-di ® 0179-0157), but was then too old to go; Chau Tswo &4t was
sent to study with him. Later Shi lineages are the Chau Tswo, Ollyang gx kg and
Syahou g £ lines. The latter two are represented in the Han Palace Library catalogue;
their inventory is the Fi Shvng 28 Shu plus the Tai Sht. These 29 approved Shi (in
the Oliyang version) were engraved on stone in 175-183, at the end of Latter Han.

The Wall Sha. This parallel set of 29 Shi was written in the pre-Chin or “old”
script, gli-wvn 5 3z, probably by their purported discoverer, Kiing An-gwo. They
made little impact on Han mainstream scholarship, but they and the associated Preface,
which may have been written later, were accepted by Szma Tan:? titles from the
Preface are cited at appropriate places in the Sh¥ Ji, and two texts on that list are
quoted in SJ 3 (& A %2 ) along with one from the Fi Shvng or jin-w¥n inventory.*
Other Wall texts were quoted in some treatises in the Li Ji compendium (mostly of
Former Han date), the Han Shu (c0100), and by Jvng Sywé&n (127-200). The Wall
texts did not receive official recognition, and eventually passed out of existence.

YAmong those are Mician tracts against music in MZ 32, and against fate in MZ 36 and 37,
and a Confucian legend of filial and fraternal Shun, which gets a long discussion in MC 5A2.

2See the L1 SZ memorial in SJ 85; Brooks SZm3 T&n 226.

*Whose philological credulity is shown by his treating the Jan-gwé Tsv as a primary source.

*The sequence of excerpts at one point in SJ 3 is Tang Jvng & 4E (a Wall text), Tang She

w4 (from Fi Shung), and Tang Gau % 2% (another Wall text); see Nienhauser 1.42-45.
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The gli-wvn Shu were presented to the Jin court in 317 by Mé1 Dzv #g i . Later,
Yau Ji-hing gk 15 (1647-1715), Yén Rwo-jyw 5 3 38 (1636-1704), and others
showed that they were forged.® Critical scholars now accept Fi Shvng’s 28 Shi,
ignoring the Tar Shi.® That inventory is given below, numbered by title in the first
column and in standard form in the second; Fl Shvng’s Shi are numbered in bold:

TANG fF [Legge I] JOU & [Legge V]
01 01 == Yau Dyén 21A27 %% | TaiShi A
YW & [Legge 1] 21A 28 ¥  TaiShrB
02 02 e Shun Dyén’ 21C29 L TF TashrC
03 03 AEz DaYw Mwo 22 30 %= Mu Sht
04 04 =¥  Gau-yau Mwo 23 31 &k WU Chvng
05 05 & Yi/J® 24 32 #t#E Hlng Fan
SYA E [Legge I11] 25 33 jps LW Al
06 06 B& YW Giing 26 34 & Jin Ting
07 07 H& Gan Shr 27 35 £ Da Gau
08 08 ¥z % WuDZjf GV 28 36 ¥ & We-d?Z jT Ming
09 09 RLE Yin Jvng 29 37 == Kang Gau
SHANG 7% [Legge V] 30 38 yEE: Jydu Gau
10 10 g= Tang Shi 31 39 it D? Tsé&
11 11 fhBZz2E Jing-hwél jr Gau 32 40 #Hz Shau Gau
12 12 g Tang Gau 33 41 B Lwo Gau
13 13 &3 Y1 Sywn 34 42 %+ Dwo Shi
14A 14 KB TalydA 35 43 fm& Wi Y1
14B15 4 Fth TaiJyiB 36 44 Fde Jywn Shi
14C16 AFHTF TaiJyacC 37 45 g {hz 4 Tsaiding jF Ming
15 17 BE—% SyénYOuYIDV 38 46 %5 Dwo Fang
16A 18 #2F - PanGung A 39 47 Sk L1iJvng
16B 19 fggeh  Pan Gung B 40 48 FE'E  Jou Gwan

16C 20 #2gE~ Péan Gung C® 41 49 #EpE Jywn Chvn
17A 21 3®éy . Ywé Ming A 42 50 iy Gu Ming
17B 22 #Hdéysh Yweé Ming B 43 51 EEF 2 Kang-wang jr Gau
17C 23 ##&F  Ywe Ming C 44 52 By Bi Ming
18 24 m=x=HKH Gau-dzung Ring-f 45 53 EF Jywn Ya
19 25 pFE{AER% Syi-bwo KanLi 46 54 [y Jyling Ming
20 26 ¥ Wer-dz 47 55 E ) Lw Sying
[POST-JOU]
48 56 r{E2Z & Wun-hou jT Ming
49 57 BwE Bi Shi
50 58 H=& Chin Shr

°See Elman Philology 215f; this is one of the great achievements of Chinese scholarship.

®The Han Ta Sht has several times been reconstituted from Han quotes. Legge appends one
reconstruction; its narrative portions overlap with the Wt Chvng, Sha 31, of the present canon.

"Conventionally combined with the preceding as the Yéau Dyén.
8Conventionally combined with the preceding as the Gau-yau Mwa.

Conventionally counted as a single text; there are thus 9 Fa Shvng Shi in this first column
(2 early, 2 Sya, and 5 Shang). These plus the 19 in the second column give the FG Shvng 28.
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Text. The Tang Stone Classics (833-837) include both jin-w¥n and gli-wvn Shi,
and are the oldest complete text. Rwan Ywén’s Thirteen Classics edition of 1816 is
the modern standard, and underlies Legge’s bilingual edition. Early quotations from
lost Shu are given in Chyw Wan-li’s commentary and in the HK concordance.

Credibility. Of the canonical texts, Shu 1-23 claim to derive from a time before
writing existed in China. Shu attributed to Jou differ from the language of Jou bronze
inscriptions, and in different ways; they are thus also suspect.’® In general, the Jou Shii
cluster around the dynastic transitions which interested 04th century theorists, and
expound 04c political theories (exemplary virtue B§42&) and institutions (an advanced
legal system) for which there is no Jou evidence. The extra titles in the Wall group
offer further documentation for high antiquity, a matter of exceptional interest in Han,
with its concern for origins. The claim of their discovery is intrinsically dubious.*

Wiarring States writers sometimes betray the dubious nature of the Shu texts then
in circulation. The Mician jibe in MZ 48:4 (¥ z &3k &+ “Your antiquity is not really
ancient,” c0280) suggests an intentional effort to trump the Jou-centered Confucians
by going back to the more ancient Sya and Shang. Note also the Mencian rejection of
the WU Chvng (our Shi 31 is a cleaned-up version of it) in MC 7B3 (c0252).

As for the best attested of the extant texts, Fi Shvng’s 28 Shi, not only are they not
quoted until the 04c, but it can be shown that several were extended by additions in
the late 04c or 03c. Their formation process lay wholly within the Warring States.
The early quotes are evidence for Warring States theory debates, but may remind us
that the missiles flung in those debates tended to be of recent manufacture.

Works Cited

A Taeko Brooks. The Jy6u Gau 2. WSP v2 (2018) 86-88

E Bruce Brooks. Fé1 BE and Certain Related Words. WSP v2 (2018) 15-18

E Bruce Brooks. Shr 195 and Shi 32. WSP v1 (2010) 43-45

Chyw Wan-Ii [R5 2. 4 = @3 . [ 8] F% 1956

Herrlee G Creel. The Origins of Statecraft in China. v1 Chicago 1970

Benjamin A Elman. From Philosophy to Philology. 1984; rev UCLA 2001

HV Ding-shvng fAl & 4 . i EH CE R HEFER. B ILKBES B EHWFEATET
Sser #49-51 (1928) 1781-1981

Bernhard Karlgren. The Book of Documents. BMFEA v22 (1950) 1-81

James Legge. The Shoo King [Chinese Classics v3]. 1865

Ma HUng & # . A Q77 Bl & 1957

William H Nienhauser (ed). The Grand Scribe’s Records. v1 Indiana 1994

19See HV Ding-shvng. Critical scholarship has been unwilling to do without the Jou Sh;
Creel (Origins 449-454) considers these twelve reliable: Shi 35, 37-42, 44, 46, 50, 56-57.

YThe recovery of the Analects from the wall of the Confucian headquarters in 0159
spawned other “wall find” claims. The SJ 121 claim that FG Shvng hid his Sha in the wall of
his house, and on retrieving them found only 28 still readable, looks like a myth intended to
represent his inventory as originally larger, thus harmonizing it with the later gti-wvn “find.”

12See Brooks Shr 195, Brooks F&1, and Brooks Jydu Gau.



The canonical numbering, with 43z text numbers in bold, is given in the first column

01
02

03
04
05

06
07

08
09

10

11
12

13

14

16
17

01
02
03
04
05
06
07
08
09
10
11
12
13
14
15
16

17
18

The Sha

Appendix: The 100 Sha of the Han Preface

EARLY
Yéu Dyén
Shan Dyén
Gu Dzwo
Jydu Ging A
Jydu Ging B
Jydu Ging C
Jydu Ging D
Jydu Ging E
Jybu Ging F
Jydu Ging G
Jy6u Ging H
Jydu Ging |
Gau Yw
Da YW Mwo
Gau-yau Mwo
Yi/J

SYAE
YW Gung
Gan Shr
WU DZ jr Gv
Yin Jvng
Di Gau
Li W6
Tang Jvng
R Jyou
Ru Fang

SHANG P4
Tang Shr
Sya Shv
YiJr
Chvn Hu
Dyén Bau

Jung-hwéi jr Gau

Tang Gau
Ming-jyw
Y1 Sywn

Sz Ming
Dzl Hou
Ta-jyd A
Ta-jyd B
Ta-jyd C
Syén You Y1 Dv
Wo-ding
Syén Yi A
Syén YiB
Syén YiC
Syén YiD
Y1Jr
Ywan Ming
Jung-ding
Hv-dan-jya
Dzu Yi

HIE

JuFtH
it s
JUER
AT
FuAE R
it
JuFtpe
JuFtE
JuFtE
173

A 5]

BAE
S
"

=4tk
BE
HE
T

HE

By
HfE

18 51
19 52
20 53
21 54
22 55
23 56
24 57

58
25 59
26 60
27 61
28 62
29 63
30 64
31 65
32 66

67
33 68

69
34 70
3B 71
36 72

73

74
37 75
38 76
39 77
40 78
41 79
42 80
43 81
44 82
45 83

84

85
46 86
47 87
48 88

89

90
49 91
50 92
51 93
52 94
53 95
54 96
55 97
56 98
57 99
58 100

Pan-gvng A
Pan-gvng B
Pan-gvng C

Ywe Ming A

Ywe Ming B

Ywe Ming C
Gau-dziing Ring R

Gau-dzing jT Sywn &%= 3

Sy1-bwé Kan Li
Wer-dzZ
JOU
Tai Shr A
Ta1 Shr B
Ta1 Shr C
Mu Shr
W1 Chvng
Hdng Fan
Fvn Chi
LW Al
Chéau Ming
Jin Tvng
Da Gau
Wei-dZ jr Ming
Gwer Hv
Jya Hv
Kang Gau
Jy6u Gau
DZ Tsa1
Shau Gau
Lwo Gau
Dwd Shr
WU Yi
Jywn Shr
Tsai Jing jr Ming
Chvng-wang Jvng
Jyang Pu-ga
Dwo Fang
LiJvng
Jou Gwan
Su-shvn jr Ming
Bwo-gl
Jywn Chvn
GU Ming
Kang-wang jr Gau
Bi Ming
Jywn Ya
Jyting Ming
LW Sying
POST-JOU
Wvn-héu jF Ming
Bi Shr
Chin Shr

o

RN
EF S

B E K
e T8 s

ARz an
2

65



