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This article explores the patterns of territorial control adopted by Jin and Chu, two major
expansionist powers of the Springs-and-Autumns (Chunqiu) period (770-453 B.C.E.). I
demonstrate that despite experimentation with both direct and indirect control over local-
ities in Chu, overall, neither Chu, nor Jin, nor their peers developed efficient methods of
incorporating outlying territories. Worse, in many cases the newly acquired territories
could become a springboard for domestic rebellion. This explains deceleration of Chu
and Jin’s expansion between the middle seventh and late sixth century B.C.E.

Introduction: Trajectories of Jin and Chu’s territorial expansion

Zuozhuan /£ (Zuo tradition)—our major source for the history of the Springs-
and-Autumns (Chunqiu % £K) period (770453 B.C.E.)—contains two closely re-
lated speeches that justify territorial expansion. In the first, a young Zheng % leader,
Zichan & (who was not yet at the helm of the Zheng government), rebuffed, in
548 B.C.E., the Jin £ leaders’ accusation that Zheng had unjustifiably assaulted its
weaker neighbor, the state of Chen [#. In particular, Zichan reminded his interlocu-
tors that annexations of neighbors’ territories were the political norm rather than an
aberration:

HRTZH—Ir, FIB—F, AZUE. SREZEIrR, FER/AN, L
E

In the past, the territories of the Son of Heaven amounted to one ¢i (1,000 /i
squared); that of the regional states—one fong (100 /i squared); and with the lower
ranks, the territories were smaller still. Now the great states (or: your great state) span
several thousand /i squared. If they had not invaded small [polities], how could they
have reached that (Zuozhuan, Xiang 3 25.10)?!

Just a few years later, it was the turn of a Jin leader to blatantly defend expansionism.
In a court debate, Sima Hou ][5 {% (also known as Ru Qi Z¢#%) justified why he
accepted the expansion of Jin’s ally, Lu %, at the expense of the natal polity of the
Jin lord’s mother:
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Yu, Guo, Jiao, Hua, Huo, Yang, Han, and Wei were all ruled by Ji (royal Zhou &)
clansmen. Jin became great by [annexing them]. How else can lands be taken, if not
by invading small [polities]? From the time of lords Wu and Xian, Jin annexed many
states: who can regulate this? (Zuozhuan, Xiang 29.11)

These statements made by respected statesmen are echoed elsewhere in Zuozhuan.?
They give the text an aura of preferring Realpolitik to morality, which ignited the ire
of Confucian purists throughout ages,’ but also made Zuozhuan a more attractive
read than other edifying histories. The text clearly shows that conquests and annex-
ations were not just common in the Springs-and-Autumns world but were accepted
as inevitable, notwithstanding lofty pronouncements in favor of “preserving ruined
[states] and continuing cut-off [sacrifices]” ({7 L= #4H).* However, upon closer ex-
amination, a strange phenomenon emerges: the robust expansion of major powers
peaked in the middle of the seventh century B.C.E. and then decelerated. For in-
stance, six of the eight polities mentioned in the above speech by Sima Hou were
annexed during the reign of Lord Xian of Jin (Jin Xian gong &2, 1. 676-651
B.C.E.). Another was annexed much earlier, and only a single one (Hua i) was
briefly acquired by Jin after it had been extinguished by Qin Z in 627 B.C.E.; even-
tually, Jin gifted Hua to the Zhou J& royal domain. Since the reign of Jin’s most
illustrious leader, Lord Wen (Jin Wen gong £ /A, 1. 636-628 B.C.E.), annexations
were by and large discontinued. Jin continued expanding primarily into the sparsely
populated territories inhabited by the Rong #¢ and Di Jk ethnicities to the north and
east but refrained from seizing the lands of the Huaxia #: % (“Chinese™) polities
beyond the Yellow River. There, the Jin leaders preferred to maintain buffer zones
occupied by allied polities and—well until the end of the sixth century B.C.E.—
refrained from permanent occupation.’

A similar pattern is observable in the state of Chu #%. Chu began expanding ro-
bustly under King Wu (Chu Wu wang 2834 F, r. 740-690 B.C.E.), whose reign is
identified by Taniguchi Mitsuru % [H3ifi (2011: 29-30) as Chu’s “second birth.”
King Wu consolidated Chu’s control over the fertile flatlands to the west of the Han
% River, which became Chu’s core territory. His son, King Wen (Chu Wen wang

2 E.g., Zuozhuan, Zhao W 1.2b.

3 See, for instance, Zhu Xi %42 (1130-1200): “The malady of Mr. Zuo is that he discusses what
is right and what is wrong through success or failure and does not base himself on the correctness
of propriety and the principle” (% [0, A& LARGRAZIE, MARAZI L IE; Zhuzi yulei
93:2149-50).

* This statement (with slightly different wording) appears both in the Gongyang (/A *f-1%) and

Guliang (Ft2218) commentaries on Chungiu (Xi {2 17.2) in the context of hailing the achieve-
ments of the first Springs-and-Autumns hegemon, Lord Huan of Qi (Qi Huan gong 52 ; Liu
Shangei 2011: 233; Zhong 1996: 305).

5> For details, see Ma Baochun (2007) and Pines (2026, ch. 2.2).
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LT, 1. 689-675 B.C.E.) further accelerated expansion, occupying the Nanyang
F51% Basin, which became Chu’s protective shield from the north, and advancing
into the middle reaches of the Huai 7f£ River. Expansion into the Huai Basin contin-
ued under King Cheng (Chu Cheng wang 22 %+, r. 671-626 B.C.E.) and his suc-
cessors, who had also effectively stabilized Chu’s boundary along the Huai’s northern
tributary, the Ru y& River (Map 2, p. 90). After King Cheng, the pace of annexations
decreased markedly, so that even King Zhuang of Chu (Chu Zhuang wang #E3#: T,
r. 613-591 B.C.E.), renowned for military successes, did not significantly expand
Chu’s territory. It was only under King Ling (Chu Ling wang £ % T, r. 540-529
B.C.E.), and more aggressively in the fifth century B.C.E. that Chu renewed its ter-
ritorial expansion (see section 2.3 below).®

How should we understand this pattern? Why do two major powers of the Springs-
and-Autumns era seem to have largely stopped annexing weaker neighbors and
slowed down their territorial expansion through the late seventh and most of the
sixth century B.C.E.? An immediate explanation would be the political one. As is
well known, between 632 and 541 B.C.E. (and to a lesser extent thereafter), both
states led two competing alliances. Acting as “master of the covenants” (mengzhu
3 32) was a prestigious position, but it came at a price: the leaders had to observe,
even if half-heartedly, the rules of the game which precluded forcible acquisition of
their allies’ lands, not to mention the outright extermination of allied polities.” Ex-
pansion under these circumstances was permissible only into the non-Huaxia periph-
ery, which was indeed done by both Jin and Chu. This explains why expansion de-
celerated after the two alliances had been stabilized.

In this article, however, I want to offer an additional explanation, based on the
domestic rather than interstate considerations of the Jin and Chu leaders. I argue that
vigorous expansion in the seventh century B.C.E. taught the leaders of both polities
that swift territorial growth was a double-edged sword, as it generated domestic chal-
lenges. How could the newly acquired territories be fully integrated? How could
future rebellions in these territories be prevented? Tackling these problems required
reconsideration of the nature of territorial control. However, as I will demonstrate,
despite some successful experiments, especially in Chu, overall, this control re-
mained weak throughout most of the Springs-and-Autumns period, hindering the
territorial expansion of even the most powerful polities.

In the first two sections of this article, I will explore the interrelation between
domestic consolidation and territorial expansion primarily on the basis of Jin and
Chu examples. In the third section, I shall augment these examples with references
to other contemporaneous polities, such as Zheng and Qi 7%. I will demonstrate how
the persistent fear of powerful localities as potential challengers of the political cen-
ter led many statesmen to view territorial expansion as a threat to domestic stability.

¢ For a brief discussion of Chu’s annexation of its neighbors, see Zhao Bingqing (2021); for a
more detailed discussion, see Pines (2026, ch. 2.4).

7 For views on interstate leadership in the Springs-and-Autumns period, see Pines (2002: 105-35).
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I will conclude by briefly outlining new approaches to enhancing the effectiveness
of territorial control by the end of the Springs-and-Autumns period.

1 The Jin pattern
We shall start with one of the less noted Zuozhuan episodes from 547 to 546 B.C.E.:
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In the summer of the year that the leaders of Qi fortified Jia (549 B.C.E.), Wu Yu of
Qi, taking the settlement of Lingiu with him, fled to Jin. He made a surprise attack on
Yangjiao in Wei and took it, and then he made a surprise attack on our (Lu’s) Gaoyu.
There was then heavy rain, and he entered the city from the opened drains, armed his
men with weapons from the arsenal of Gaoyu, climbed up its city walls, overcame the
city, and took control of it. He also took settlements from Song. It was at that time that
(the head of Jin’s government) Fan Wenzi (also known as Fan Gai J5'5) died (548
B.C.E.), and the regional lords could not deal with the situation. When Zhao Wenzi
(also known as Zhao Wu il £{) came to be in charge of [Jin’s] government (547
B.C.E.), he finally dealt with it.

Wenzi (Zhao Wu)said to the Marquis of Jin (i.e., Lord Ping, Jin Ping gong & *F> 2,
r. 557-532 B.C.E.), “Jin is the master of covenants. When the regional lords invade
each other’s territories, Jin should chastise the invaders and make them return the lands
they have taken. Now Wu Yu’s settlements are all in the category that deserves chas-
tisement. If we covet them, then we will not have the wherewithal to be the master of
the covenants. [ request to have the land returned.” The lord said, “I agree. Whom can
we send for this mission?” He replied, “Xu Liangdai will be able to accomplish this
without using force.” The Marquis of Jin sent him on the mission (Zuozhuan, Xiang
26.14).

The story requires some background. Lingiu /& . was located in the sparsely pop-
ulated territory between the course of the Ji {# River to the east and south and the
two parallel streams of the Yellow River to the west. Most of this territory served as
a buffer zone between Jin’s possessions to the west of the Yellow River and Qi’s
territory to the east of the Ji River. The northern part of the buffer zone was generally
under the loose control of Qi;® the southwestern section belonged to Jin’s ally, Wei
f47; and the southeast, where Lingiu was located, bordered the settlements of Lu %,
Song &, and Cao # (Map 1). This convenient location allowed the turncoat Qi
official, Wu Yu, to establish Linqiu as a personal power base and begin expanding

8 Should we trust Guan Zhong’s & f statement cited in Zuozhuan (Xi {2 4.1), upon the estab-

lishment of Qi in the eleventh century B.C.E., its western boundaries were fixed on the Yellow
River line.
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at the expense of neighboring polities. Wu Yu’s nominal masters at the distant court
of Jin were uncertain how to handle their unruly subject who attacked Jin’s allies.
Fortunately for them, Xu Liangdai 5 %277 proved to be smarter than Wu Yu:
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In the twenty-seventh year, in spring (546 B.C.E.), Xu Liangdai made the various
parties that had lost settlements to Wu Yu come equipped with chariots and soldiers,
so that they might get back their lands, and they were to maintain the utmost secrecy.
He made Wu Yu come equipped with chariots and soldiers to receive entitlement to
the lands he had taken. Wu Yu came with the throng of his followers. Xu Liangdai
made the regional lords pretend to be the ones conferring entitlement on Wu Yu. They
then arrested him, seized all his followers, retrieved all the settlements he had taken,
and returned them to the regional lords. That was why the regional lords had harmo-
nious relations with Jin (Zuozhuan, Xiang 27.1).
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Map 1. Qi and its neighbors, ca. 600400 B.C.E. (after Pines 2026).

What can we learn from this story? First, it appears that the Linqiu military forces
(and, possibly, the population at large) were under Wu Yu’s full control. Following
his defection to Jin, there were no known attempts to restore Qi’s control over the
city, and the Linqiu forces seem committed to act as Wu Yu’s private army. Second,
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Lingiu acted as a satellite rather than an integral part of Jin. Wu Yu engaged in mil-
itary activities that the Jin leaders could approve or disapprove of but which appar-
ently did not require prior authorization. Third, Jin was in no position to actively
compel Wu Yu into compliance. It was only through the successful ploy of an oth-
erwise unknown Xu Liangdai that Wu Yu’s private state-building abruptly ended.
Throughout this short episode Wu Yu’s and Lingiu’s subordination to Jin remained
nominal at best.

Wu Yu’s story appears in Zuozhuan primarily in the context of praising the new
Jin chief minister, Zhao Wu i, as a pliable man whose concern for Jin’s allies
made him a champion of peace (soon after the depicted events he led Jin to two
peace conferences in 546 and in 541 B.C.E.; see section 2.3). In Wu Yu’s story,
Zhao Wu demonstrated his fairness by refusing to expand Jin’s territories at the al-
lies” expense. But the story also allows a different interpretation: Jin’s leaders be-
came averse to reckless expansion because they began to realize its costs. Expan-
sions benefitted not the state of Jin but rather specific lineages or nobles who gained
more territory for their personal allotment. In what follows I will demonstrate that
Jin’s predominant mode of territorial control—the system of ministerial allotments
(caiyi K 8)—precluded territorial integration.

The system of remunerating office holders by granting them allotments compris-
ing from one to several dozen settlements and their adjacent fields began in the
Western Zhou (Xi Zhou 74 /&, ca. 1046-771 B.C.E.), but it was only in the Springs-
and-Autumns period, with the proliferation of hereditary officeholding and the for-
mation of powerful ministerial houses, that it became the major factor in the domes-
tic politics of most northern states (Qian 1989). Allotments were, in principle, re-
callable at the end of one’s service term; but once service became lifelong and
hereditary, the allotments effectively coalesced into a political entity in their own
right. The master controlled the allotment’s material and human resources, and mo-
bilized some of the subordinate population into his military forces. As illustrated by
Wu Yu’s example above, he could also expect the loyalty of his subjects. Many
allotments hosted their master’s ancestral temples and—most notably in Jin—cem-
eteries of the ruling family. They maintained mini-courts staffed by military and
civilian officials, and sometimes operated a separate system of weights and
measures. Much like Lingiu under Wu Yu, they engaged in autonomous military and
diplomatic activities. In short, many of the allotments effectively became mini-
states.’ In a few notable cases, the allotments evolved into fully independent polities,
such as Wei %}, Han #%, and Zhao jfif, which after 453 B.C.E divided the state of Jin
among themselves.

Personal allotments were not the only way of territorial control in Jin. Certain
territories and settlements supposedly remained under the direct control of the ruler.

 Lii (2006) is the most systematic study of the allotment system; see especially pp. 147—73. For
a brief survey of cemeteries of Jin’s ministerial lineages, spread throughout their allotments, see
Pines (2026, ch. 2.2).
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Some of these were organized as “counties” (xian ). The term xian immediately
recalls the system of centralized control epitomized by the commanderies-cum-
counties (junxian £F5#) system that proliferated in the state and the empire of Qin.
As several scholars have shown, however, this is a misleading resemblance. Although
in some cases, most notably in the state of Chu (see below), xian indeed referred to
a centrally administered unit that could be appropriately named “county,” this was
not the case elsewhere.'° Jin’s xian, for instance, were predominantly ruled on a he-
reditary basis, with ownership shifting from one lineage to another only due to do-
mestic power struggles (Tsuchiguchi 2007: 618-21). Several narratives in Zuozhuan
clearly equate Jin’s xian with ministerial allotments. See the following for example:
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Earlier, Zhou /| county had been Luan Bao’s settlement. After the fall of the Luan
lineage, Fan Xuanzi (Fan Gai), Zhao Wenzi (Zhao Wu), and Han Xuanzi (Han Qi 7%
i) all wanted it. [Zhao] Wenzi said, “Wen (out of which Zhou was carved) is our
county.” Both Xuanzis said, “Since Xi Cheng split [Zhou] off, it has changed hands
three times. Zhou is not the only county in Jin to have been split off from another. Who
could return all of them to their original order?” [Zhao] Wenzi was chagrined by this
and therefore renounced his claim [to Zhou] (Zuozhuan, Zhao 13 3.4b).

Zhou was a small county that split off from a larger one, Wen ifii, which was origi-
nally assigned to Hu Zhen JK#, then transferred to the Zhao lineage, and later to
the Xi 4l lineage, amidst the power struggles in Jin. While the details of these tran-
sitions are of little importance here, what matters is that neither the Zuozhuan narra-
tor, nor the cited statesmen distinguished between a county and a personal allotment.
This was the norm in Jin. The primary difference was in size: in a speech by a Chu
statesman who demonstrated superb knowledge of Jin’s domestic structure, it was
claimed that the Han lineage “extracts levies from seven settlements, each of which
is a full-scale county” (FHX-CE, B M%), which implied that they could levy
a hundred war chariots from each (Zuozhuan, Zhao 5.4c). Apart from size, personal
allotments and “counties” were indistinguishable. Note that this was the case in Jin
but not elsewhere. In Qi, for instance, xian was coterminous with a single settlement

(vi ).

19 Literature about xian abounds. See Masubuchi (2017: 287-366) (which excels in analyzing the
Jin xian); Creel (1964) and Yang Kuan (1981) (for Chu); Zhao Boxiong (1990: 259-75); Matsui
(2002: 256-76); Tsuchiguchi (2007: 617-21). Translating xian as “counties” is appropriate for
Chu, where a xian was governed by a duke (gong ), much like a county in France (comté) was
originally governed by a count.

"' The Shu Yi zhong 1% inscription (Jicheng, 275) records a grant of 300 xian to the bell’s
donor. Clearly, these xian could not be larger than a single settlement. As correctly noted by Zhao
Boxiong (1990: 260), this inscription suffices to invalidate the imagined neat system of territorial
control allegedly instituted in Qi under Guan Zhong, in which xian was a sizeable territorial unit.
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Another of Jin’s administrative patterns, which was supposed to ensure effective
centralized control, is known as the “lord’s settlements” (gong yi /A &). The term
itself is rarely used in early texts (it never appears in Zuozhuan, for instance),'? but
it is widely adopted by current scholars to distinguish between the settlements under
the direct control of the ruler and those allotted to ministers.'> The problem is that
even in the “lord’s settlements” the central government had very limited involve-
ment beyond appointing the settlement’s chief. Two stories in Zuozhuan exemplify
this. The first concerns an early stage in the career of Ducal Son Chong’er (AT &
H), the future Lord Wen of Jin. In 666 B.C.E., Chong’er was appointed governor of
the frontier fortress of Pu jifi. Ten years later, Chong’er’s stepmother, Li Ji SE4,
accused him (and his half-brother Yiwu 3 7) of participating in an alleged plot by
crown prince Shensheng H14: to assassinate their father, Lord Xian. Subsequently,
the Jin troops assaulted the Pu fortress. Zuozhuan says, “The men of the Pu fortress
wanted to fight, but Chong’er refused” (A BKEY, HHAT]); he claimed that
it would be immoral to use the followers who had been granted to him by his father
to resist his father (Xi 23.6a). The story may well be spurious, but its inventors—in
all likelihood the Jin scribes'*—would have tried to make it plausible for their audi-
ence. It was evidently to be expected that after ten years at the head of a settlement, its
leader would have firmly secured control over the settlement’s population, whose al-
legiance would no longer be to the ruler of the state but rather to their immediate master.

This observation is further supported by a story from a century later. Luan Ying
8874 (d. 550 B.C.E.), who headed one of Jin’s most powerful ministerial lineages,
was overpowered by his foes from the Fan & lineage and fled Jin in 552 B.C.E.
Two years later, with the covert support of Qi, Luan Ying reentered Jin. He arrived
at Jin’s secondary capital, Quwo [k, a city which he had governed prior to his
exile and which still hosted many of his supporters and associates. His followers
joined him and assaulted Jin’s primary capital, Xintian ;7 (Zuozhuan, Xiang 23.3
and 23.6). The rebellion was ultimately quelled, but what matters for us is the ease
with which Quwo’s troops joined the rebellion. As a secondary capital, Quwo could
not have been Luan Ying’s private allotment; in all likelihood it was a “lord’s set-
tlement” governed by Luan Ying (and, presumably, his ancestors) on behalf of Jin’s
ruler.'® Nonetheless at the moment of truth Quwo military and civilian leaders chose
to support the rebellious master against the legitimate ruler. This indicates that even
in such an important city, the ruler’s authority was ephemeral. The immediate master
mattered more than the nominal sovereign.

12 Its locus classicus is Gongyang zhuan (Zhao 5.4; Liu Shangci 2011: 516), which distinguishes
between “private settlements” (si yi FAE:) and the “lord’s settlements” (gong yi).

13 See, for instance, Tsuchiguchi (2007: 624).
4 For the origin of Zuozhuan stories about Chong’er, see Pines (2023: 32-38).

15 During Luan Ying’s rebellion, the head of the Jin government, Fan Gai, offered Quwo to Luan’s
supporter, Wei Shu Z££7, in exchange for abandoning Luan Ying (Zuozhuan, Xiang % 23.3c).



Costs of Expansionism during the Springs-and-Autumns Period 89

These examples illustrate the limits of Jin’s control over its localities—not only
in outlying areas like Linqiu but also in closer locations, such as the Pu fortress and
even the secondary capital Quwo. The center’s role likely extended only to appoint-
ing a person in charge of a locality. Appointments were expected to become lifelong
and eventually hereditary; at the very least, the appointees were not routinely rotated.
Furthermore, the central authorities seem to lack the means for monitoring appoin-
tees’ conduct. Local administrative staff and the population were expected to be
loyal to their immediate master rather than to the ruler. Ultimately, there was little
difference between centrally governed settlements and the private allotments of min-
isterial lineages. Given these circumstances, it is not surprising that dealing with an
unruly Wu Yu in Lingiu required considerable acumen (or trickery).

2 The Chu pattern

Many scholars have noted that the state of Chu was more centralized than its Cen-
tral Plain counterparts, that its kings were more powerful vis-a-vis ministerial line-
ages, and that it was remarkably effective in incorporating annexed polities.'® These
observations are accurate; however, as I shall demonstrate below, one should not
exaggerate the degree of Chu’s centralization and administrative efficiency. One of
Chu’s indisputable advantages over Jin and other northern states was the kings’ abil-
ity to limit the power of hereditary ministerial lineages. In particular, ministerial
allotments in Chu were much smaller than those common in the north (Li Shijia
2021: 109-31). Another notable feature of Chu’s sophistication was the successful
combination of direct and indirect control over localities. All of these factors facili-
tated Chu’s territorial expansion, which dwarfed even that of Jin. However, as we
shall see, Chu’s experiments in territorial control were only partly successful.

2.1 Direct control: Shen and other counties

The singularly notable success of Chu’s territorial administration was the institu-
tion of counties as units under effective centralized control.!” Chu’s experimentation
with counties as basic administrative units started at an early stage of its expansion,
already under King Wu. This experimentation did not always proceed smoothly, as
Zuozhuan relates under the year 676 B.C.E.:

¥, RRKECHE, MERAT L, LR, R, ERERIRE, LR,

Earlier, when King Wu of Chu conquered Quan, he sent Dou Min to govern it. Dou
Min used it as a base for rebellion. Chu laid siege [to Quan] and killed him (Dou Min).
They relocated Quan to Nachuand sent Yan’ao to govern it (Zuozhuan, Zhuang 3 18.5).

16 See, for instance, Creel (1964), Blakeley (1992), and Thatcher (2004).
17 See discussions in Creel (1964) and Yang Kuan (1981).
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This brief entry leaves many details unclear, but Yang Bojun’s inferences are reason-
able and can be adopted (Yang Bojun 1990: 208-9). Quan (see Map 2) may have been
turned into a county soon after its annexation by King Wu. Then, however, the Chu
governor rebelled, likely with local support. Having quelled the rebellion, Chu lead-
ers “relocated” Quan eastward. This relocation, as Yang Bojun suggests, was prob-
ably akin to the relocation of the Shang R population following their failed anti-
Zhou rebellion in 1042 B.C.E., involving the transfer of the elite lineages to another
location(s), to facilitate smooth incorporation of the remaining subjugated population.
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Map 2. Chu’s sphere of influence (after Pines 2026).

Whether the experience of Quan provided a lesson to Chu leaders on the proper
incorporation of conquered territories cannot be verified, but some indirect evidence
suggests that a new pattern soon emerged regarding Chu’s annexation of smaller
polities. Namely, the ruling lineages of the subjugated entities were relocated to the
territory under Chu’s control, where they acted as semi-autonomous dependencies,
while the original polity was turned into a county governed by a Chu noble. This
pattern can be exemplified with particular clarity in the history of Chu’s most im-
portant and best-documented county, Shen . Shen, located near the current city of
Nanyang g%, along with the neighboring (and less understood) Lii 1, as well as
Xi & in the middle reaches of the Huai River, exemplify what can be dubbed Chu’s



Costs of Expansionism during the Springs-and-Autumns Period 91

military counties. Because we have more information about Shen than its counter-
parts, I shall focus on it in the following.

Shen was originally a polity of the Jiang 2 clan located in Shaanxi [ 7t; it was
relocated to the Nanyang Basin, apparently during the reign of King Xuan of Zhou
(Zhou Xuan wang J# 5 T, r. 827-781 B.C.E.)."® Its strategic importance in the heart-
land of the Nanyang Basin made it an early object of Chu expansion; after several
campaigns, Shen was conquered between 687 and 684 B.C.E. After the conquest,
the Chu rulers allowed the ruling lineage of Shen to maintain a shadowy polity else-
where, as will be discussed in the next sub-section. Here I want to focus on the
county of Shen and its governance.

Three points are pertinent to understanding the nature of Shen county. First, it was
not ruled on a hereditary basis. We can identify ten to eleven governors (“dukes,”
gong )" of Shen, and only one was the son of his predecessor. Among the gover-
nors we find members of major collateral lineages of the ruling house (Dou B, Qu
J#), an external lineage (Peng %, which may have played a special role in Shen’s
conquest by Chu), two sons of Chu kings, and several other individuals whose line-
age is obscure.?’ Some may have died in office, but others were removed, allowed
to retire, or promoted to higher positions in the Chu hierarchy. As such, Shen was
clearly not ruled as the possession of a single lineage/individual.

Nor did the resources of Shen belong to its governor. In 594 B.C.E., following
Chu’s prolonged campaign against Song, the chief minister Zichong - appealed
to King Zhuang to use the fields of Shen and Lii to award meritorious soldiers. The
governor of Shen, Qu Wuchen Ji A% i, rejected this request:

Al tbH BRI EE, U, DMEILTT. I, M. S, 8.
AT

This will not do. It is with these lands that Shen and Lii could become full-fledged
settlements. From thence have come the levies [and soldiers] with which we defend
ourselves against the north. If he takes those lands, there will be no more Shen and Lii.
Jin and Zheng will certainly reach the Han River (Zuozhuan, Cheng Ji¥ 7.5a).

18 The dominant scholarly view, influenced by the “Grand and Lofty” (Songgao #47) ode of the
Shijing &4 (Mao & 259), assumes that Shen’s relocation southward from its Shaanxi location
occurred under King Xuan of Zhou (e.g., Xu 2021: 34-39). This assertion does not fit well, how-
ever, with the role of the state of Shen in the Zhou dynastic crisis of 771 B.C.E. For attempts to
reconstruct Shen’s history, see Li Feng (2006: 221-28), Shim (2017), Hu/Jing (2021).

19 The Chu governors were normally assigned the position of duke in the Chu-led hierarchy, but some-
times they are identified as just “governors” (vin 71), a term associated with a great variety of ad-
ministrative tasks in Chu. For debates about the usage of both terms, see Zheng Yifan (2021: 36-37).

20 For two attempts to reconstruct the list of Shen governors, see Xu (2011) and Li Shijia (2021:
166-69). The only Shen governor who may have inherited his father’s position was Dou Ke i b2
(appellative Ziyi T-13), who was captured by the Qin army in 635 B.C.E. For the Peng lineage’s
possible role in facilitating Chu’s conquest of Shen, see Xuan (2024: 9-13).
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Shen, Lii, Xi (and possibly other Chu counties) were not designed to enrich their
governors, or even the state of Chu. Rather, their resources were used by standing
armies, which served as the first line of defense along Chu’s northern frontiers. From
Zuozhuan we learn that during the first century of Shen and Xi’s existence, these
armies, financed through local levies, played a major role in defending Chu and al-
lowing rapid responses to Jin assaults.?!

The third notable feature of Shen is the activism of its governors beyond the county
level. Shen governors often led military expeditions and diplomatic missions, requir-
ing absence from Shen for months or even over a year.?? They were also engaged in
power struggles in the capital: one governor eliminated the chief minister, suspecting
him of planning to usurp the throne (Zuozhuan, Zhuang 30.2). This implies a role not
of mere regional administrators but of major political heavyweights. It would be in-
teresting to know who managed the administration of the county during the governor’s
absence, but, unfortunately, we do not have adequate information about this.

That Shen was not a private satrapy but part of Chu’s centralized administration
is undeniable, but does this observation apply to other counties as well? Here we
stand on shakier ground. It is tempting to assume, as Yang Kuan % % suggested,
that since most known Chu counties were established in the borderland areas (see
also Map 2), they were all intended to serve as military bases (Yang Kuan 1981).
The problem is that the evidence is insufficient to validate this assumption. Nor
could other county governors (until late in Chu history; see note 37 below) match
the importance of their Shen peers. It is possible, then, that the impressively effective
control over Shen was an exception rather than the rule. For instance, it is plausible
that the Chu kings would pay utmost attention to the appointment of Shen’s gover-
nor, while allowing other, less critical counties to be ruled on a hereditary basis.?
Without adequate information about the trajectories of the dozen or so other Chu
counties, we should be cautious about drawing far-reaching conclusions. Shen clearly
provided a blueprint for efficient centralized control over localities, but how much this
blueprint influenced Chu’s overall administrative practices remains an open question.

2.2 Indirect control: The case of Zeng/Sui

Whereas Chu’s institution of xian has repeatedly attracted scholarly interest, Chu’s
other method of incorporating new territories, namely, through indirect control, has

2l See Pines (2026, ch. 2.4).

22 For instance, the Duke of Shen, named Shuhou (Shen gong Shuhou H! 24 {%), spent more
than a year between 634 and 632 B.C.E. on garrisoning the city of Gu %%, acquired from Qi. An-
other Duke of Shen, Qu Wuchen, was dispatched in 589 on a mission to Qi (from which he did
not return to his home country); the mission would require months to accomplish (Zuozhuan, Xi
26.5, 28.3 for the former, Cheng 2.6b for the latter).

2 For instance, in the case of Xi there are reasons to believe that its governorship was monopo-
lized by the Qu lineage (Tian/Chen 2019).
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remained less understood until recently. Take, for instance, the creation of depend-
encies in Chu’s interior, to which the ruling lineages of the subjugated polities were
relocated. This practice was inferred from a brief entry in Zuozhuan concerning the
abortive relocation of several extinguished polities, including Shen and L1, to the
core Chu territory of Jing 7 during King Ling’s reign, ca. 531 B.C.E. It was opined
that these entities were dependencies established for the nobles of the extinguished
polities to maintain ancestral sacrifices.?* Recent discoveries support this inference
but also complicate it.

For instance, regarding Shen, it is clear that one segment of the Shen ruling line-
age continued to reside near the original state, experiencing marked downward mo-
bility (Xuan 2024: 7-9), while another was allowed to maintain its polity near cur-
rent Xinyang Municipality (Xinyang Shi 15 F% 117, Henan 1 #5). Some findings, such
as the Shu Jiang fu {35 bronze inscription (discovered in 1990), show that the
Shen ruling lineage remained active throughout the Springs-and-Autumns period
and even intermarried with other noble clans.?® Shen’s situation was perhaps more
intricate than others but not exceptional. Inscriptional evidence shows the ongoing
existence of noble lineages from other polities extinguished by Chu (Xuan 2022). It
is reasonable to assume that these nobles were granted a “compensation statelet,”
probably to soften their resistance to Chu. Actually, a similar policy of maintaining
shadowy entities for ruling lineages of the vanquished polities was adopted in Jin as
well.%¢ Its roots may be traced to the Zhou founders’ decision to allow the descend-
ants of the Shang kings to maintain ancestral sacrifices in the state of Song. The
“compensation statelets” remained within Chu’s territory but maintained a certain
degree of autonomy.

For the current discussion what matters, though, are not the aforementioned tiny
dependencies but another type of subjugated polities which were not fully conquered
but instead became Chu’s satellites. These polities should be distinguished from Chu’s
major allies, such as Chen, Cai %%, and intermittently even Zheng and Song, which
remained nominally independent and routinely participated in interstate covenants
(meng %).77 Satellites, by contrast, were not regarded as independent political actors

24 See Zuozhuan (Zhao 13.5) and the analysis by Xu (2021: 43-48, 58-61).

25 Xu (2005). The difficulty to come to terms with the nature of Shen’s afterlife under Chu’s control
is aggravated by the possibility that the Shen lineage in Chu could be either descendants of the
Shen rulers or a new lineage, established, for instance, by one of Shen’s governors (quite possibly
two lineages coexisted). A puzzling self-identification of the Shu Jiang fu vessel donor as the de-
scendent of the “king of Shen” (Shen wang zhi sun ¥ F 2 f) further complicates the matter be-
cause received texts are silent about the ruler of Shen declaring himself a “king.” See more in Tian
(2016).

26 For instance, having extinguished the tiny polity of Biyang {55, the Jin leaders allocated its
ruler a territory deep in Jin’s hinterland (and far away from the home state) to allow ancestral
sacrifices to be maintained (Zuozhuan, Xiang 10.2c).

27 As is clarified in Zuozhuan (most clearly in Cheng Ji% 2.8b), a dependency was not allowed to
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on the interstate scene; however, they maintained full domestic autonomy.? While
some of these satellite polities are mentioned in Zuozhuan, the scarcity of informa-
tion there has prevented scholars from systematically addressing Chu’s patterns of
control over them. The situation has changed dramatically now, thanks to a series of
remarkable discoveries from one of Chu’s major protectorates (satellites), the state
of Zeng ¥ (Sui i), located near the current city of Suizhou F#E/N (Map 2).

The state of Sui is mentioned several times in Zuozhuan—initially as the target of
Chu’s aggression and later as its recalcitrant ally. However, it attracted scholarly
attention not because of these scattered references but primarily due to archeological
discoveries, the most spectacular being the tomb of Marquis Yi of Zeng (Zeng hou
Yi ¥ 1% 2., d. 433 B.C.E.), excavated in 1978 and renowned particularly for its mag-
nificent chime-bells (Rawson 2023: 233-68). Initially, it was not entirely clear
whether Zeng and Sui were the same entity, but more recent discoveries have al-
lowed us to resolve this decades-long controversy.? More importantly, excavations
of several Zeng/Sui cemeteries have uncovered an unusually high number of elite
tombs, spanning the period from the state’s establishment early in the Western Zhou
until its final decades in the mid-Warring States (Zhanguo #%[2) period (453-221
B.C.E.). Of even greater significance is a series of lengthy inscriptions on bronze
vessels, cast by order of Zeng’s leaders, which allow us to trace changes in the state’s
political and even cultural outlook over the centuries. The scope of these discoveries
is enormous, making it impossible to address them systematically here.>’ Instead, I
will briefly outline the state’s trajectory and focus on a single inscription that illus-
trates Chu’s remarkable success in ensuring Zeng’s loyalty.

Zeng/Sui was established early in the Western Zhou as the major stronghold of
the Ji #fii clan at an important transportation hub located at the confluence of the Han,
Huai, and Yangzi Basins. Early in the Springs-and-Autumns, it emerged as the major
regional power and the primary opponent of Chu’s eastward expansion.’! Having
been repeatedly defeated by Chu, Zeng had to acquiesce to Chu’s dominance, while
still remaining defiant. Its duke, named Qiu (Zeng gong Qiu % /A H%), had proudly
proclaimed his goal “to recover our lands and borders” ({83 1-5%) and led an abor-

be ranked among the regional lords and could not take part in the covenants. For records of cove-
nants in the Chungiu as reflective of the interstate hierarchy, see also Van Auken (2023: 101-41).

28 I borrow this distinction from Zhao Bingqing (2021: 84, n. 2). The accuracy of this distinction
can be disputed, but its heuristic convenience is undeniable.

2 For this evidence, see Huang Jingian (2024: 231-34) and Hubei Sheng Wenwu Kaogu Yanjiu-
suo et al. (2020: 84, 89). For previous discussions, see Venture (2017).

30 For major studies of Zeng history, see Chen Beichen (2019) and Fang (2019) (both focus
primarily on the material data; both monographs became partly outdated in view of the 2018-2019
discoveries); Huang Jinqian (2024) (which is primarily a republication of his earlier articles) and
Huang Tingqi (2024). For more about the ebbs and flows in Chu—Zeng relations, see Pines (2025).

31 Actually, Chu’s first appearance in Zuozhuan is related to its campaign against Sui in 706
B.C.E. (Zuozhuan, Huan fH 6.2).
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tive uprising against Chu in 640 B.C.E.*? Having quelled the uprising, Chu treated
Zeng/Sui leniently, and continued marital alliance with this recalcitrant ally, a deci-
sion that proved to be prudent. Duke Qiu’s daughter-in-law, the Chu princess Mi Jia
N (or Jia Mi JiN%#@), who ruled Zeng after the death of her husband, Marquis Bao
(Zeng hou Bao % &, d. ca. 613 B.C.E.), positioned herself as a proud Zeng patriot
who promised to “boost our state and patrimony” ({E &%), and also as a staunch
Chu supporter proclaiming, “Chu has become the model, I shall match it” (&% 4%
o, EMULZ).3 Mi Jia’s reign became a milestone in Zeng/Sui’s political and
even cultural reorientation toward Chu, evidenced by the proliferation of Chu-style
bronze vessels in Zeng burials since the early sixth century B.C.E. (Fang 2019). This
reorientation is encapsulated in an inscription by a mid-sixth century B.C.E. Zeng
ruler, who proudly proclaims, “I serve the king of Chu from the left and the right”
(/4% F; Hubei Sheng Wenwu Kaogu Yanjiusuo and Suizhou Shi Bowuguan
2015: 5-7).

In 506 B.C.E., Zeng/Sui’s allegiance to Chu was tested at a critical point in Chu’s
history, when Chu was on the verge of extinction at the hands of the rising south-
eastern power of Wu %t Having defeated the Chu armies, Wu invaders occupied
Chu’s capital, Ying £[. King Zhao of Chu (Chu Zhao wang £ T, r. 516-489
B.C.E.) with his entourage fled and found refuge in Zeng/Sui. According to Zuo-
zhuan, Wu demanded the king’s handover, appealing to the Ji clan’s solidarity (Wu
claimed to belong to the Ji clan as well) and promising to reward Sui lavishly for its
cooperation. The Sui leaders refused, which proved a prudent choice: soon enough
the Wu armies withdrew and Chu’s fortunes were restored (see more in the next sub-
section) (Zuozhuan, Ding 7€ 4.3¢). Proud of his service to Chu, Marquis Yu of Zeng
(Zeng hou Yu 4 {[f) made the following inscription on his bells:*

WEEIER, FHP4, SEEME: Mo bl 2acl, ke, #E
RF. Elarma, Bemt, BEER, BaLE. MEZBR, 50828
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e, ZEZERREE, BMBNL), i, HekE, Y wE, |

It was in the first month of the [Zhou] king’s calendar, on the auspicious day jiawu,
Yu, the Marquis of Zeng said, “The Elder Kuo (Nangong Kuo) was enrolled to support
from the left and the right kings Wen and Wu. [He helped them to] attain the Mandate
of Yin (= Shang) and console and pacify All-under-Heaven. The king (King Wu?) then
ordered Patriarch Nan (Nangong Kuo) to establish his residence at the confluence of

32 See the inscription on the Zeng gong Qiu bianzhong &/~ Bk#ii$#, discussed by Guo Changjiang
et al. (2020), Chen Minzhen (2020), Huang Yifei (2023), and Huang Tingqi (2024: 134—48). See
more in Yang Lisheng (2021) and Pines (2025: 565-69).

33 For the inscription on the Mi Jia bianzhong, see Guo et al. (2019), Chen Minzhen (2022), and
Huang Tingqi (2024: 209—17); see more in Chen Zhaorong (2022) and Pines (2025: 569-73).

3 These bells, Zeng hou Yu bianzhong "G %4 #%, were unearthed in 2009 from Tomb No. 1,
Wenfengta SCIEES cemetery, Suizhou. See Hubei Sheng Wenwu Kaogu Yanjiusuo / Suizhou Shi
Bowuguan (2014).
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the rivers, to rule and govern the Yi of the Huai River and to overlook the Yangzi and
Xia (= Han ) Rivers.

The Zhou house has already declined. I am harmonious and amicable with Chu. Wu
relied on its multitudes to behave calamitously. They invaded westward, attacked south-
ward, and thereupon added [turmoil] to Chu. The Jing (= Chu) country had been deci-
mated already and Heaven’s Mandate was on the verge of being worried about.> Stern
is the Marquis of Zeng, magnificent in his sagacity, he personally spread military
achievements. Thus, Chu’s Mandate has been secured. The restoration of the King of
Chu is thanks to the numinous power of the Marquis of Zeng.”3¢

Since I have discussed this extraordinary inscription elsewhere (Pines 2020: 85-88),
I shall not go into details but focus only on the points relevant to the current discus-
sion. The inscription can be read as a sophisticated justification of Sui’s loyalty to
Chu during the 506 B.C.E. debacle. While proud of their Zhou ancestry, the Sui
leaders are unequivocal: Heaven’s Mandate had been transferred to Chu, and it is to
Chu only that they owe allegiance. This inscription testifies to the success of Chu’s
policy of indirect control in ensuring a lasting alliance with a subjugated polity. Mar-
ital ties with Zeng, lavish patronage of Zeng’s leaders, as reflected in gifts of Chu
bronze vessels, and, more broadly, the appeal of Chu’s “soft power,” which turned
Chu into a political and cultural alternative to the moribund Zhou house—all these
determined Zeng’s choice. Zeng’s prudent support of Chu was duly rewarded.
Whereas those dependencies that sided with Wu were eliminated (see below), Zeng
continued to benefit from Chu’s exceptional patronage, as is exemplified, for in-
stance, by Chu’s investment in the mortuary ceremonies of Marquis Yi of Zeng in
433 B.C.E. (Habberstad 2014).

The story of Zeng/Sui’s transformation from Chu’s major foe into its staunch sup-
porter demonstrates the success of Chu’s indirect control methods. However, these
methods had obvious limitations. Chu’s debacle of 506 B.C.E. was precisely the
result of widespread dissatisfaction among its allies, who turned to Jin and later to
Wau in the hope of liberating themselves from Chu’s suffocating embrace (see be-
low). Even earlier, we can observe the dissatisfaction of Chu leaders with the inad-
equacy of indirect control. We shall now turn to the changes in Chu’s patterns of
expansion during the last third of the Springs-and-Autumns period.

2.3 Chu’s expansion under King Ling and thereafter

In 598 B.C.E., King Zhuang of Chu quelled a turmoil in the state of Chen, after
which he decided to turn it into a county. He was dissuaded, however, by the wise
minister, Shen Shushi B (R}, who noted,

3 Reading 7% as Ei (here: to be concerned, worried) (Pines 2020: 262, n. 67). An alternative
reading would be that the Mandate was about to be mistakenly transmitted to Wu.

36 My translation follows Pines (2020: 85-86); q.v. for further references.
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That the regional lords followed you was because you said you were chastising the
guilty. Now to turn Chen into a county is to covet its riches. To summon the regional
lords in the name of chastisement and then to let it end in covetousness—is this not
unacceptable? (Zuozhuan, Xuan & 11.5)

The difference between a dependency (or an ally), which maintains domestic auton-
omy, and a county, the resources of which benefit the king of Chu, is obvious here.
The king realized that the regional lords’ opinion may indeed turn against him and
so abrogated his plans: Chen was restored. However, this abortive attempt at annex-
ation demonstrates that in the eyes of at least some of Chu’s leaders, direct control
was preferable to indirect control. With the enthronement of King Ling in 540
B.C.E., Chu tried to reenact the policy of full incorporation of outlying territories—
with disastrous consequences.

King Ling came to power at an exceptionally opportune moment. The state of Jin,
enmeshed in bitter competition among powerful ministerial lineages, yielded many
of its positions on the interstate scene. The policy of détente with Chu initiated by
Jin’s pliant leader, Zhao Wu, resulted in two “disarmament conferences” in 546 and
541 B.C.E. (Kono 1978). Those officially terminated the Jin—Chu conflict, replacing
rival alliances with a new mega-alliance, headed simultaneously by Jin and Chu;
practically, however, Jin was no longer in a position to rival Chu’s influence. Nor
was Wu back then able to threaten Chu without Jin’s support. For an assertive Chu
leader this was an opportunity not to be wasted.

Zuozhuan depicts King Ling as an intemperate, ruthless, and weirdly ambitious
ruler, the only one in Zuozhuan who openly proclaimed his desire “to attain All-
under-Heaven” (15K T ; Zuozhuan, Zhao 13.2g). Barry Blakeley considers him “the
most autocratic ruler in Chu’s history” (Blakeley 1992: 19). Putting his complex
psychological portrait aside, there is no doubt that King Ling was determined to
consolidate his power at home and abroad. Fearing no reprisals for his actions, he
dispelled with the caution of his predecessors and adopted an aggressive foreign
course. King Ling eliminated several weaker polities, relocated several dependen-
cies closer to the Chu core area, established new military counties along Chu’s fron-
tiers,3” and also tried to curtail the power of some of the Chu aristocrats.

King Ling’s most daring step was the annexation of two of Chu’s allies, Chen and
Cai, in 533 and 531 B.C.E., respectively. Both were turned into new counties, each of
which was required to provide a thousand war chariots, which should have expanded
Chu’s armies dramatically. King Ling personally appointed the county governors,
one of whom was his former rival,*® and another his younger brother, Prince Qiji Z£%.

37 One of these counties, She %, thenceforth assumed an active role in Chu’s domestic and mili-
tary policies, similar to that previously played by Shen.

38 The appointment of King Ling’s rival, Chuanfeng Xu %35 &, to the position of Duke of Chen
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The annexation backfired, though. The revolt that toppled King Ling in 529 B.C.E.
was led by his brothers, including the governor of Cai, Qiji (the future King Ping,
Chu Ping wang £~ £, r. 528-516 B.C.E.); reportedly, it was instigated by the nobles
of Chen and Cai eager to regain their independence. Notably, the revolt was joined
by the military forces of all the newly established counties (Zuozhuan, Zhao 13.2).

King Ling’s disaster prompts us to reconsider the ostensible efficiency of Chu’s
county system discussed above. The newly established counties were allowed to re-
tain their population, including elite lineages, as well as military forces and admin-
istrative infrastructure. Aside from appointing a governor for the new county, King
Ling did not take further steps to strengthen his control. Was it due to excessive self-
confidence, or were more decisive measures not in Chu’s playbook? We cannot pro-
vide a definitive answer. What is clear, though, is that King Ling’s experiment ended
disastrously.

King Ling’s brother and dethroner, King Ping, reversed most of King Ling’s pol-
icies. Chen and Cai were restored; relocated dependencies were allowed back to their
original localities; Chu’s pressure on neighboring polities had greatly receded. This
lenience, however, was as counterproductive as King Ling’s ruthlessness. Chu’s sat-
ellites, pressured by the steadily expanding state of Wu, started to reconsider an al-
liance with Chu. Above, I mentioned Sui’s exceptional loyalty to Chu. By contrast,
many other dependencies and satellites opted to side with Wu. The resultant dynamic
is succinctly summarized in the Xinian %4 bamboo manuscript from the Tsinghua
University collection of looted bamboo manuscripts. As Section 19 of Xinian recounts,

RwESL, BERRBL, 2. SoPEWAL, BB SO, REHA. s
FRIHE, B (104) [E] BIAL, BRE. %% #ARIE, BlSe NAREE. REEAd 17,
FIRABMBE, MM, M. (100) MEEE, HKubl. K. m
TR, BRECEST 4, e, BEAR, S48 GED JH ( 10("] LA
A ERIE G, fET MR, RS, BARRKRE. (107)

When King Ling ascended the throne (540 B.C.E.), he turned Chen and Cai into
counties. After King Jingping (King Ping) ascended the throne (528 B.C.E.), he en-
feoffed anew the rulers of Chen and Cai, allowing each to return to his country. When
King Jingping passed away, King Zhao ascended the throne, and Chen, Cai, and Hu>
rebelled against Chu, and allied with the Wu leaders to invade Chu. Lord Yi of Qin
ordered Zipu and Zihu to lead troops to rescue Chu.*’ Together with the Chu troops,
they invaded Tang and turned it into a county.*' After King Zhao recovered his state,

attracted considerable attention among subsequent anecdote-tellers; see Pines (2020: 76-80).

3 Hu was a minor polity near present-day Fuyang F.[5, Anhui % Province (Map 2); it was a
Chu satellite and bore the brunt of Chu’s wars with Wu. Chungiu reports on Hu’s taking part in
the 506 B.C.E. Shaoling /> [% assembly organized by Jin to oppose Chu (Chungiu, Ding 4.2).

40 This vital assistance of Qin to Chu was due to the heroic pledge of a Chu minister, Shen Baoxu
AT (Zuozhuan, Ding 3E 4.3, 5.5). Lord Yi is known as Lord Ai (Qin Ai gong Z% &=/, 1. 536—
500 B.C.E.).

41 Tang was one of Chu’s satellites that, unlike Zeng, tried to liberate itself from Chu’s dominance
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they thereupon overpowered Hu, and besieged Cai.*? After King Zhao passed away,
in the eleventh year of King Xianhui (King Hui) (478 B.C.E.), Marquis Zhao of Cai,
named Shen, became fearful and on his own initiative submitted to Wu. Xieyong of
Wu used the troops to welcome Marquis Zhao of Cai, and let him reside at Zhoulai,
which became the Lower Cai.** Thereupon, the Chu leaders turned Cai into a county.**

The final lines here are surprisingly confused as I explain in the footnotes, but I shall
forgo a detailed discussion of the reasons for this inaccuracy. What matters is that
the debacle of 506 B.C.E. and the mass betrayal of Chu by its dependencies and
satellites demonstrated the insufficiency of indirect control in the long term. In the
aftermath of Chu’s restoration of its power, its rulers started readjusting their policy:
whenever possible, dependencies and satellites were to be fully incorporated into
Chu. Chu started moving in the direction of a territorial state.

3 Fear of powerful localities

In 531 B.C.E., King Ling of Chu decided to fortify the recently annexed capitals
of Chen and Cai, along with two additional newly formed counties, Western and
Eastern Bulang A~2%. This was a reasonable step aimed at strengthening Chu’s
northern borderlands (see Map 2). However, it prompted the king’s most forthright
and prescient advisor, Shen Wuyu H i, to remonstrate. When the king argued
that establishing great walled cities benefits the state, Shen replied,

PRt MEERCEAN, R, =EECTWE APREASEA, W BCE R
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In Zheng it was Jing and Li that actually killed Manbo.* In Song it was Xiao and

by turning to Wu and actively participating in Wu’s invasion of 506 B.C.E. The annihilation of
Tang by the Chu-Qin coalition forces is narrated in Zuozhuan (Ding 5.5).

42 Both events are reported in Zuozhuan (Ding 15.2, Ai %X 1.1). Hu was annihilated in 495 B.C.E.,
and the next year Cai was besieged and then relocated closer to Chu’s borders.

43 There is obvious chronological inconsistency in the Xinian story. According to Zuozhuan, the
relocation of Cai from its erstwhile capital, present-day Xincai #7%%, to the new one, located 160
km to the east on the Huai River, near present-day Fengtai JE\ &, Anhui (Map 2), took place in 493
B.C.E,, still during the reign of King Zhao of Chu. Marquis Zhao of Cai was actually murdered in
491 B.C.E. by disgruntled officials who disliked the close alliance with Chu (Zuozhuan, Ai 2.4,
4.1). The final extermination of Cai in its new location was carried out, according to Records of
the Historian (Shiji $7C), by King Hui of Chu in 447 B.C.E., the 42nd year of his reign (Shiji 15:
699). In the 11th year of King Hui (i.e., 478 B.C.E.), Chu exterminated Chen. In Xinian the two
events are conflated.

# Translation follows Pines (2020: 220-22); numbers in brackets in the Chinese texts are the
numbers of the slips.

45 There is some confusion in this sentence. Jing 5% was the power base of rebellious Gongshu
Duan F55(Bt of Zheng, who failed to oust his brother, Lord Zuang in 722 B.C.E. Li # was the
power base of Lord Li of Zheng (Zheng Li gong ¥5J8 V), who was ousted from his state in 697
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Bo that actually killed Ziyou.**In Qi it was Qugiu that actually killed [Gongsun]
Wuzhi.*” And in Wei it was Pu and QT that actually brought about the expulsion of
Lord Xian.* Viewing the matter from this perspective, then [large walled cities] are
harmful to the state. When the tip of a branch is large, it is certain to break. When a
tail is large, it will not wag. This is something that you, my ruler, already know (Zuo-
zhuan, Zhao 11.10).

Shen Wuyu’s speech was probably fabricated after King Ling’s downfall, but this is
a minor point. The warning against “a branch” or “a tail” being too large is a recur-
rent topic in Zuozhuan.** Shen Wuyu’s historical examples, the details of which are
clarified in the footnotes above, serve to make the speech all the more convincing.
Yet even if we accept his argument, what are its practical implications? Should King
Ling have refrained from fortifying his newly acquired towns along Chu’s north-
eastern borders? Would it have been better to leave these territories undefended in
the face of a possible external intruder (Jin or Wu)? Although the speaker does not
address this point directly, one may conclude that domestic stability should be pri-
oritized over external expansion. Possessing a powerful stronghold on the borders
may be more dangerous than yielding this territory to an enemy. Rather than foster-
ing a potential domestic threat, it is better not to possess an overly powerful locality.
This logic probably prompted King Ling’s successor, King Ping, to relinquish con-
trol over Chen and Cai.

The counterintuitive assertion that a smaller and more easily manageable state is
preferable to an expansive polity dotted with power bases for potential usurpers and
insurgents underlies much of the territorial policies of the Springs-and-Autumns rul-
ers. While this logic was not allowed to dominate local politics in Chu, it was the
prevailing rule elsewhere. Take, for instance, the state of Zheng. The first long nar-
rative in Zuozhuan recounts the rebellion of Ducal Son Duan (better known as
Gongshu Duan £ ) against his brother, Lord Zhuang of Zheng, in 722 B.C.E.
The story includes an important remonstrance by the prudent minister, Zhai Zhong
4%f1, against granting Duan an excessively large fief:

B.C.E.; in 679 B.C.E. he reentered Zheng and assassinated his brother Ziyi {3, here identified
as Manbo. It is likely that Shen Wuyu is confused here; Manbo was probably an appellative of
another brother, Lord Zhao of Zheng (Zheng Zhao gong ¥ A), assassinated in 696 B.C.E. (Zuo-
zhuan, Yin [& 5.4).

46 Ziyou FJiif was enthroned in Song in 682 B.C.E., following the assassination of his predeces-
sor, but the rebellion based in the towns of Xiao and Bo resulted in his elimination (Zuozhuan,
Zhuang ¥ 12.1).

47 Gongsun Wuzhi assassinated Lord Xiang of Qi (Qi Xiang gong 3£ /\) in 686 B.C.E. but
failed to consolidate power and was killed by a Qi noble, Yong Lin %/& (Zuozhuan, Zhuang 8.4
and 9.1). It is assumed that Quqiu was Yong Lin’s power base.

* Lord Xian of Wei (Wei Xian gong ffiJ§iA) was expelled in 559 B.C.E. by the heads of the
Ning % and Sun 74 lineages, whose power base was in the settlements of Pu and QT respectively.

4 See, for instance, Zuozhuan (Yin 1.4a, Huan 18.3, Zhuang 28.2).



Costs of Expansionism during the Springs-and-Autumns Period 101

W, AR EAE, B FM. SEZH: RH, ARSEz — h, Lz
AN W SEORE, AR, A

For the wall of an outlying city to exceed one hundred z/4i is a danger for the capi-
tal.’% In the system of the former kings, large cities did not exceed one-third of the
capital, middle-sized cities did not exceed one-fifth, and small cities, one-ninth. Now
Jing, failing to conform to this standard, is not in accordance with the rules. You, my
lord, will not be able to bear it (Zuozhuan, Yin [& 1.4a).

Lord Zhuang, pressured by his mother (who supported Duan), did not heed his ad-
visor’s warning. Earlier, however, Lord Zhuang rejected his mother’s plea to grant
Duan an even more significant allotment—the city of Zhi #il—stating, “Zhi is a stra-
tegic place. Guo Shu died there. For any other place, you need only issue a com-
mand!” (], EEWE, PERILE . f€EMEA; Zuozhuan, Yin 1.4a). This statement
is mentioned en passant and does not attract much scholarly interest. However, upon
closer examination, it becomes highly significant.

Zhi, a former stronghold of the Eastern Guo (Dong Guo ¥ %) polity, extinguished
by Zheng half a century before the depicted events, was located near the strategic
Hulao Pass (Hulao Guan % ZE[#), south of the Yellow River (Map 2). In 722 B.C.E.
it was under Zheng’s control; a reader of Zuozhuan may infer that Lord Zhuang
intended to maintain centralized control over it. This inference is wrong, though.
Actually, Lord Zhuang preferred to leave Zhi unwalled and undefended rather than
incorporate it and turn it into a major Zheng stronghold. Thus, despite—or, probably
because of —its strategic importance, the city of Zhi (or, more precisely the Hulao
Pass) was abandoned by Zheng. In 673 B.C.E., half a century after the depicted
events, the king of Zhou granted Hulao anew to Zheng, indicating that by then the
location was not under Zheng’s effective control. In 656 B.C.E., under pressure from
Lord Huan of Qi (Qi Huan gong 755 2\), Hulao was granted to a Zheng minister,
Shen Hou H1f%, who then planned to fortify the city of Zhi. This was crossing the
red line: the Zheng ruler had Shen Hou executed because fortifying an outlying for-
tress was considered a suspicious action (Zuozhuan, Xi {2 4.2, 5.4,7.2). Later, Hulao
was abandoned once again, eventually falling under Jin’s loose control. This pattern
reveals that for Zheng leaders it was easier to give up Hulao than to fortify it and
face the possibility that the city becomes the hotbed of domestic rebellion.

The same pattern is observable with regard to Linqiu, with whose story I started
section 1 of this essay. With the elimination of unruly Wu Yu, Jin apparently yielded
this strategically located city back to Qi. Lingiu is named later in Zuozhuan as a Qi
location (Zuozhuan, Ding 8.4; 502 B.C.E.), and it remained in Qi’s possession there-
after. In 405 B.C.E. it served once again a rebellious Qi noble—this time Ducal
Grandson Hui (Gongsun Hui /A {2 %F), who sought support from the Jin component
state of Zhao. This time Zhao was ready to absorb Linqgiu; hence, having defeated
the Qi armies in the following year, the Jin leaders made a covenant in which Qi

0 For zhi # as a measure used for the height and length of a city wall, see Durrant/Li/Schaberg
(2016: 9, n. 17).
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promised not to invade Linqiu again (Xinian 22; Pines 2020: 233-34; Ma Weidong
2014). Yet that was a new era in which territorial consolidation—not of moribund
Jin but of the ascending state of Zhao—started in earnest.

Going back to Shen Wuyu’s remonstrance, we may observe that aside from his
examples, there are many more that show how a powerful locality—often based on
territory acquired from an annexed polity—could become the source of major do-
mestic challenge. Several examples are added to the alternative version of Shen’s
remonstrance cited in Discourses of the States (Guoyu 855 17.6 “Chu 17). To these
I shall add a single rarely noted example—the state of Song. In 487 B.C.E., Song
extinguished its sizeable neighbor, the state of Cao. It took only six years for the Cao
territory to become the springboard for a rebellion by a disgruntled Song nobleman
(Zuozhuan, Ai % 14.4). Although the rebellion was quelled, one cannot ignore the
constant pattern of an occupied territory becoming a major threat to domestic stabil-
ity. Without dealing with this challenge, radical territorial expansion could become
a suicidal decision, as the fate of the state of Jin demonstrates.

Epilogue: A long way to territorial control

Establishing effective control over remote localities has remained a challenging
task for most expansive polities throughout human history. China— whether during
the Shang and Western Zhou dynasties or in the Springs-and-Autumns period—was
no exception. The above discussion indicates that, despite interesting experimenta-
tion in Chu, the Springs-and-Autumns polities overall failed to overcome the chal-
lenge of properly balancing external expansion with internal stability. It is time to
conclude with a few methodological observations before addressing the seeds of
change in the late Springs-and-Autumns period.

First, in discussing Springs-and-Autumns practices we should move away from
the habitual teleological approach that views this era merely as a prelude to the emer-
gence of a bureaucratized and centralized “Warring State.” This skewed perspective
obscures the immediate goals of the contemporaneous political actors. For instance,
it is clear that Jin ministers were not focused on establishing a centralized state; ra-
ther their goal was to preserve the influence of their lineages. It is not surprising,
then, that they did not attempt to replicate the Chu experiment with centrally con-
trolled military counties but rather happily maintained a system in which ministerial
lineages controlled most localities. The same logic can be observed in most other
polities.

Second, the discussion above makes abundantly clear that one cannot speak of a
uniform “Springs-and-Autumns” political pattern. The trajectories of Jin and Chu
were very different. The same term (xian) could refer to entirely different territorial
units in Chu, Jin, and Qi. Moreover, there were more temporal and spatial differ-
ences, which could not be addressed in the above article due to space limitations.
For instance, in the states of Qi and Zheng, we can observe by the middle of the sixth
century B.C.E. a clear tendency toward limiting the size of ministerial allotments,
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which was not the case, for example, in Jin, Wei, or Lu.>! Each political entity should
be studied as a separate case, avoiding a “one size fits all”” approach.

Third, we must acknowledge the inadequacy of our sources, which leaves many
questions unanswered. Take Zuozhuan, for instance. Its coverage of the Springs-
and-Autumns history is remarkably extensive; however, aside from debates about
its reliability, attention should also be given to the significant differences in its cov-
erage of individual states. For example, in the case of Chu (particularly during its
early period) we have much better coverage of its military campaigns than in the
case of Jin, whereas the Jin sections of Zuozhuan are incomparably more systematic
in their coverage of domestic affairs, particularly the inter-lineage struggles. These
different foci of coverage, which probably reflect the distinct practices of Jin and
Chu scribes, may inadvertently skew our analysis. Insufficient data prevents us from
adequately analyzing patterns of local control in Qi, Qin, and Wu, among others.>
Furthermore, unlike for the Warring States and early imperial history, we do not
possess administrative documents from the Springs-and-Autumns polities, further
complicating our analyses.

The inadequacy of our sources is particularly notable for the history of the fifth
century B.C.E., which was probably a significant watershed in China’s administra-
tive history.>? It may be inferred that experiments in tighter centralized control over
localities started in the allotments of the three Jin ministerial lineages: Han, Wei,
and Zhao. Eager to prevent the disintegration of their ever-increasing allotments, the
leaders of the three lineages introduced new principles of employment and renumer-
ation, effectively discontinuing hereditary control over localities. Although details
are scarce, it is clear that the three states that emerged on the ruins of Jin were far
more centralized than their mother country.>

New developments in the state of Chu are somewhat better understood. The major
innovation during the last decades of the Spring-and-Autumns period was the emer-
gence of territorial lords (fengjun 3 7), who, according to Zheng Wei’s insightful
analysis, were established to counterbalance the excessive power of county gover-
nors, whose loyalty had become less certain since the overthrow of King Ling
(Zheng Wei 2012). The sophisticated combination of enfeoffed leaders and county
governors (dukes) who counterbalanced each other facilitated the gradual consoli-
dation of Chu’s territories by the early fourth century B.C.E. By the late fourth cen-
tury B.C.E., we know of much more sophisticated county-level administration, with
multiple offices dealing with separate aspects of economic and military affairs, ena-

31 These differences are summarized in Pines (2026, ch. 2).

52 In the case of Qi, it should be reiterated that the so-called “Guan Zhong reforms” which pre-
sumably brought about a well-centralized political entity, are clearly an invention of the Warring
States period. See Rosen (1976) and note 11 above.

33 For the inadequacy of our sources for the fifth century B.C.E., see Pines (2020: 112-21).
3 See details in Zhao Boxiong (1990: 245-51) and Zhu (1990: 531-40).
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bling better control and preventing a county from becoming the stronghold of an
individual (You 2022: 98-134). It is currently impossible to verify, though, how
much this new system—if at all—is indebted to the experimentation of the fifth cen-
tury B.C.E.

Consolidation of territorial control was one of the major developments of the War-
ring States era. This topic has been discussed extensively, and whereas many details
still require clarification, the basic outline of the emergence of a “ruler-centered
state” (Lewis 1999: 597) is relatively clear. I believe that only the emergence of this
centralized territorial state allowed wars of intimidation to turn into wars of exter-
mination and annexation. The techniques of effective territorial rule formed between
the fifth and the fourth century B.C.E. were crucial in finally ending centuries of
debilitating internecine warfare and transforming the fragmented Zhou world into a
unified empire.

References

Blakeley, Barry B. (1992): “King, Clan, and Courtier in Ancient Ch’u.” In: Asia
Major, Third Series 5.2: 1-39.

Chen, Beichen (2019): Cultural Interactions during the Zhou Period (c. 1000-350
BC): A Study of Networks from the Suizao Corridor. Oxford: Archaeopress.

Chen Minzhen Ff [G4H (2020): “Zeng gong Qiu bianzhong mingwen bushuo” & 2
WkZ 58 SCAMBE. In: Hanzi Hanyu yanjiu 37508 T8 4.2020 (12): 3-11.

——(2022): ““Chu bang yu Zeng, yu fei gan zuo chi’ jie: Mi Jia bianzhong mingwen
xushu zhuti bushuo” “HFBT 8, RAFBUEHRL” M——7HIN g B0 86 SORUA T
@AM In: Chutu wenxian yu Xian Qin, Qin, Han shi yanjiu luncong H -+ 3Ci#ik 5
FZR RIS . Bd. Zou Fudu 4248, Beijing: Kexue Chubanshe, 125-34.

Chen Zhaorong [fFA%¥ (2022): “Zeng hou furen Mi Jia de shengming guiji: Cong
Suizhou Zaoshulin M169 Sui Zhong Mi Jia mu peizang tongqi tanqi” % &5 A\
SR A= o LB —— R Bl M SR PR MLCO Bl A o 22 2 8 2% 4. In: Gugjim
lunheng %GR T 38: 82-98. )

Creel, Herrlee G. (1964): “The Beginnings of Bureaucracy in China: The Origin of
the Hsien.” In: Journal of Asian Studies 23.2: 155-84.

Durrant, Stephen W./ Li Wai-yee / Schaberg, David (2016): Zuo Tradition. Zuozhuan
A% Commentary on the “‘Spring and Autumn Annals.” 3 vols. Seattle: University
of Washington Press.

Falkenhausen, Lothar Alexander von (1988): Ritual Music in Bronze Age China: An
Archaeological Perspective. Doctoral dissertation, Harvard University (Cambridge,
Mass.).

Fang Qin /7% (2019): Zengguo lishi yu wenhua yanjiu: Cong “zuoyou Wen Wu”




Costs of Expansionism during the Springs-and-Autumns Period 105

dao “zuoyou Chu wang” %G E i s 53046898 M [ 724 3Ck] B [ 44
F ] . Shanghai: Shanghai Guji Chubanshe.

Guo Changjiang #8471 / Fan Guodong JL[E[#% / Chen Hu )% / Li Xiaoyang %
%47 (2020): “Zeng gong Qiu bianzhong mingwen chubu shedu” ¥ /A Bkgm £ 54
IR, In: Jianghan kaogu TTIX % 2020.1: 3-30.

Guo Changjiang YT / Li Xiaoyang 2514 / Fan Guodong JL[E#: / Chen Hu
5% (2019): “Mi Jia bianzhong mingwen de chubu shidu” 44w &1 44 SC 425
L. In: Jianghan kaogu {TIX 751 2019.3: 9-19.

Guoyu jijie BIEEZEMA (2002). Ann. Xu Yuangao £ JG#S [1878-1955], colls. Wang
Shumin 48X and Shen Changyun J£4%Z=. Beijing: Zhonghua Shuju.

Habberstad, Luke (2014): “Texts, Performance, and Spectacle: The Funeral Proces-
sion of Marquis Yi of Zeng, 433 B.C.E.” In: Early China 37: 181-219.

Hu Ziyao #1738 / Jing Zhongwei 3+ 445 (2021): “Zhoudai Shenguo kaobian jiqi
xiangguan wenti” J& A H [ 25 #¥ J FoAH G [0 @ In: Kaogu %51 2021.3: 87-96.

Huang Jinqian 357 Hl (2024): Zengguo tongqi mingwen tanze 4 [E i 7554 LRI,
Beijing: Shehui Kexue Chubanshe.

Huang Tingqi 3¢ £ (2024): Beige nanfeng: Jinchu Zengguo qingtongqi mingwen
zonghe yanjiu JLHCRS JEL: 3T H 8 BT 8 45 86 A% S BE AL, Taibei: Zhengzhi
Daxue Chubanshe.

Huang Yifei 2 i & (2023): “Zeng gong zhong suojian Zengguo jianguo shishi kao”
NPT LG [l g ] 525225 In: Beijing Shifan Daxue xuebao b 5N K2
4R 3:130-38.

Hubei Sheng Wenwu Kaogu Yanjiusuo #4624 (47 1 W 51 Bt / Suizhou Shi Bo-
wuguan B AT EAITE (2014): “Suizhou Wenfengta M1 (Zeng hou Yu mu), M2
fajue jianbao™ Fifi PN SCUERE M1 (R REAZE) | M2 &4 (814K, In: Jianghan kaogu
ILE T 4:3-51.

—— 2015. “Hubei Suizhou Wenfengta mudi M4 fajue jianbao” - JH SC 1S
o M4 BRI, In: Jianghan kaogu Y115 2015.1: 3-15.

Hubei Sheng Wenwu Kaogu Yanjiusuo #4624 SCY5 5 07T et al. (2020): “Hu-
bei Suizhou Zaoshulin Chunqiu Zengguo guizu mudi” b & JH 24 K
[E] S7  ZE ;. In: Kaogu 2571 7.2020: 75-89.

Jicheng = Zhongguo Shehui Kexueyuan Kaogu Yanjiusuo H B 41 & F}22 5t 2% 1 A
FUHT (eds.) (2007): Yin Zhou jinwen jicheng Fi% J& 4= SC 5 ). Revised edition. Bei-
jing: Zhonghua Shuju.

Kono Osamu i #7 I (1978): “Chiigoku kodai no aru hibusd heiwa undd: Ko Jutsu
no mihei senryaku to sono hihan” 1 [ 5 X D 5% % JF % FE F)j— ) )X D
SHITERmS & 2 OHLH). In: Gunji shigaku B3 8% 13.4 (52): 64-74.

Lewis, Mark E. (1999): “Warring States Political History.” In: Loewe, Michael /
Shaughnessy, Edward L. (eds.): The Cambridge History of Ancient China. Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press, 587-650.

Li Feng (20006): Landscape and Power in Early China: The Crisis and Fall of the
Western Zhou, 1045—771 BC. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Li Shijia 2% (2021): Chungiu Chuguo gongzu shehui yanjiu F&FK3E B A 4L




106 Yuri Pines

2:1fF 7. Nanjing: Fenghuang Chubanshe.

Liu Shangci 2114 %& (ed.) (2011): Chungiu Gongyang zhuan yizhu TR\ 5%
#E. Beijing: Zhonghua Shuju.

Lii Wenyu [ 3. # (2006): Zhoudai de caiyi zhidu JAFIK EHFE. Revised edi-
tion. Beijing: Shehui Kexue Wenxian Chubanshe.

Ma Baochun Z1{#% (2007): Jinguo lishi dili yanjiu 3% E [Jj 52 W FRHF 5. Beijing:
Kaiming Wenjiao Chubanshe.

Ma Weidong & % (2014): “Qinghua jian Xinian San Jin fa Qi kao” JE 1 (&R
Y =R In: Jinyang xuekan RHT) 1: 16-22.

Masubuchi Tatsuo ¥4 ¥ K (2017): Zhongguo gudai de shehui yu guojia /1 [E
R4 4 5 %K. Trans. Lii Jing & ##. Shanghai: Shanghai Guji Chubanshe.
Matsui Yoshinori #2332 48 (2002): Shiidai kokusen no kenkyii J& X | D 7T,

Tokyd: Kyuko Shoin.

Pines, Yuri (2002): Foundations of Confucian Thought: Intellectual Life in the
Chungqiu Period, 722453 B.C.E. Honolulu: University of Hawai‘i Press.

—— (2020): Zhou History Unearthed: The Bamboo Manuscript Xinian and Early
Chinese Historiography. New York: Columbia University Press.

—— (2023): “Zuozhuan Source Materials in Light of Newly Discovered Manu-
scripts.” In: Pines, Yuri/ Kern, Martin / Luraghi, Nino (eds.): Zuozhuan and Early
Chinese Historiography. Leiden: Brill, 21-62.

—— (2025): “*Soft Subjugation’: Chu’s Relations with the State of Zeng.” In:
T’oung Pao 111: 548-83.

—— (2026): China’s Aristocratic Age: Politics and Power in the Springs-and-
Autumns Period. Princeton (N.J.): Princeton University Press.

Qian Zongfan £&5375 (1989): “Xi Zhou Chungiu shidai de shilu shiguan zhidu jiqi
pohuai” P4 J& R IS AR A B i1 B S LR, In: Zhongguo shi yanjiu W
[ S 1989.3: 20-30.

Rawson, Jessica (2023): Life and Afterlife in Ancient China. London: Allen Lane.

Rosen, Sydney (1976): “In Search of the Historical Kuan Chung.” In: Journal of
Asian Studies 35.3: 431-40.

Shiji = Sima Qian 7] F53& [ca. 145-90 B.C.E.] et al. (1997): Shiji $25C. Anns. Zhang
Shoujie 5% 57 fiff, Sima Zhen &) 5 5, and Pei Yin 325, Beijing: Zhonghua Shuju.

Shim Jae-hoon (2017): “The Eastward Relocation of the Zhou Royal House in the
Xinian Manuscript: Chronological and Geographical Aspects.” In: Archiv Orien-
talni 85: 67-98.

Taniguchi Mitsuru 7 713 (2011): “Shi lun Qinghua jian Chu ju duiyu Chuguo lishi
dili yanjiu de yingxiang” iiE4E T (2 FY X128 E 7 s B 7T f 52,
Trans. Chen Wei [%:4%. In: Chu wenhua yanjiu lunji % SCACHT 7R84 10: 23-30.

Thatcher, Melvin P. (2004): Kinship and Government in Chu during the Spring and
Autumn Era, 722—453 B.C. Doctoral dissertation, University of Washington (Seattle).

Tian Chengfang H i /5 (2016): “Shenshi tongqi yu Chu Shenshi de zushu” H1 [G4f
P8 54 RN, In: Kaogu 751 12: 84-89.

Tian Chengfang H % /5 / Chen Xinyuan [#%1# (2019): “Xiqi yu Zhoudai Xiguo,



Costs of Expansionism during the Springs-and-Autumns Period 107

Chu Xixian” B4R RE . # B8R In: Chutu wenxian 1 L 3CHR 15: 69-85.

Tsuchiguchi Fuminori 1 1 52 3¢ (2007): “Shunji jidai no rydiki shihai: yt no shihai
o megutte” FAKFFAR D S L ——E O LEL % 9 < > T. In: Toyashi kenkyi
O AT ST 65.4: 1-38.

Van Auken, Newell Ann (2023): Spring and Autumn Historiography: Form and Hi-
erarchy in Ancient Chinese Annals. New York: Columbia University Press.

Venture, Olivier (2017): “Zeng: The Rediscovery of a Forgotten Regional State.”
In: Késa, Gabor (ed.): China across the centuries: Papers from a lecture series in
Budapest. Budapest: Department of East Asian Studies, E6tvos Lorand University,
1-32.

Xu Shaohua />4 (2005): “Cong Shu Jiang fu xi gu Shenguo lishi yu wenhua
youguan wenti” M2 BT E ) 5 5 U A DG L In: Wenwu SCH)
2005.3: 66-68, 80.

—— 2011: “Chunqiu Chu Shengong xulie shubu” K FE A7 F kb, In: Chu
wenhua yanjiu lunji 2 SCACHF 5T 4E 10: 215-25.

——2021: Zhoudai nantu lishi dili yu wenhua 54X R 1P 2 ¥ 5 S04k, (Reprint
of 1994 edition with a new afterword but no other changes). Shanghai: Zhongxi
Shuju.

Xuan Liu E Al (2022): “Jinwen suo jian Chungiu Chudi mieguo yimin ji xiangguan
wenti” 4 ST LA RK A Hh R 38 I AR BA T RE. In: Qingtongqi yu jinwen &
B 25 Bl 3 2: 86-109.

——(2024): “Post-conquest Society in Shen during the Spring and Autumn Period
(c. 770453 BCE).” In: Journal of Chinese Military History 13.1: 1-25.

Yang Bojun #1HIZ (ed.) (1990): Chungiu Zuozhuan zhu 5K/ A%, Revised edi-
tion. 4 vols. Beijing: Zhonghua Shuju.

Yang Kuan # % (1981): “Chunqiu shidai Chuguo xianzhi de xingzhi wenti” F £k
A AR 2 [ EL ) ()P 5T 170 8. In: Zhongguo shi yanjiu FE 2 AF5T 1981.4: 19-30.

Yang Lisheng # ¥ I (2021): “Zeng gong Qiu bianzhong mingwen suojian Chun-
giu Zhou wang ciming zhidu bulun” & 23 3K 28056 SCHT WA FK R 06 42 il 15
ML, In: Jianghan kaogu 1T 751 2021.2: 116-18.

You Yifei JFiRME (2022): Zhizao ‘difang zhengfu’: Zhanguo zhi Han chu junzhi
xinkao B1i& [ b 77 B | B [ 22 4] AR #1575 . Taibei: Taida Chuban
Zhongxin.

Zhao Bingqing & f#i& (2021): “Chungiu shigi Chuguo de zhengzhi tongzhi fangshi
yu jiangyu bianhua liielun” F#FK I B 48 [E (1) 06 Gev6 77 05 S8 AUEE 12 In:
Henan Daxue xuebao T Fa K 2F 4R (Shehuikexue ban 12 FF#R) 61.4: 83-91.

Zhao Boxiong AKE (1990): Zhoudai guojia xingtai yanjiu FIACE FIE ST,
Changsha: Hunan Jiaoyu Chubanshe.

Zheng Wei )8 (2012): Chuguo fengjun yanjiu % F 3 F i 70. Wuhan: Hubei
Jiaoyu Chubanshe.

Zheng Yifan A7 ML (2021): “Chungiu Zhanguo shiqi Chu xiangong de duozhong
shenfen shuxing” FFK % [ I 48 5L 0 (1) 2 3 Sy 4 J@ . In: Lishi dili yanjiu [/
SHERATTE 4: 31-42.




108 Yuri Pines

Zhong Wenzheng $ 3 7% [1818-1877] (1996): Chungiu Guliang jingzhuan buzhu
TR R LS TE. Colls. Pian Yugian 557§ and Hao Shuhui /U EE. Beijing:
Zhonghua Shuju.

Zhu Fenghan 4R (1990): Shang Zhou jiazu xingtai yanjiu 75 J& ZF GRS FC.
Tianjin: Tianjin Guji Chubanshe.

Zhuzi yulei = Zhu Xi 22 [1130-1200] (1986): Zhuzi yulei ¥ #E4H. Comp. Li
Jingde Z25%1# [13th ¢.], coll. Wang Xingxian T2 ¥ . Beijing: Zhonghua Shuju.



