The Life of Liu Yung
Winnie Lai-fong Leung

Liv Yung’s (#l7k ) biography does not appear in the Sung Shik
(%K 5 ) and no scholars have written a chronological biography on him.
In his pcems Liu never indicates the date of writing, nor does he indicate
the situation he is in. The main sources concerning him are only a handful
of brief anecdotal accounts scattered in the pi-chi ( %5 55 notes and
sketches), #zu-hua ( 5735 , talks on rzu) and local gazetteers. However,
these records frequently repeat each other. There are also several stories
about him in the hua-pen ( 7% A<, prompt books) and Yiian drama, but we
have no way of verifying the accuracy of these records. In short, factual
information concerning Liu’s life is extremely scarce. For example, basic
facts about him such as his name, his native place, birthdate, the year of
cbtaining his chin-shih ( -1 , advanced scholar) degree, his official
positions, his place of burial and, more importantly, the main activities of
his life are either unknown or subject to different opinions. Much available
material is of dubious accuracy, contradictory and repetitious. With such
limited source material, I plainly cannot provide a detailed biography of Liu.
Rather, I can only attempt to reconstruct a general outline of the significant
points of his life. '

Family History

The most informative record of Liu’s family history is Wang Yu-
ch’eng’s ( £ & {8 , 954:1001)" “An Epitaph with Preface to the Deceased
Father Liu of the Judicial Investigator of the High Court of Justice from the
Retired Scholar of Chien-hsi” ( ZH B+ I8 AR FEMBFEEBEE YL
FF | hereafter, “Epitaph™).2 It was written at the request of his good friend
Liu Hstan ( 1l & ), Liu Yung’s first paternal uncle, in commemoration of
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Liu Chung (#i £ ), Liu Yung’s grandfather. In the “Epitaph,” Wang
reveals that the Liu family was originally from the area of Ho-tung ( /7] 3 .
present day Shansi Province). He also records that Liu Ao ( #1 & ), who
was Liu Ch’ung’s ancestor five generations removed, followed his uncle Liu
Misn (i1 & ),> a historian who had been sent to Fukien Province as an
official. After Liu Mien was promoted to Office Chief ( & 5 , chang-shih)
of Chien-chou { %& /iy, present day Chien-ou hsien | Z ELER 1), he took
up permanent residence there. From that time the Liu family settled in a
district called Wu-fudi ( T 3£ B2 ) in Ch’ung-an Hsien ( £ % &% ). Thus,
Ch’ung-an Hsien was the ancestral home of Liu Yung, not Lo-an Hsien
( # %2 8% ) of Kiangsi Province as some scholars say® and definitely not
Chien-t’ang ( 838, present day Hang-chou [#7 ] ]) as described in a
Yiian drama.®

- According to Wang’s “Epitaph” and the gazetteers, Liu’s grandfather,
Liz Ch’ung® (whose courtesy name was Tzukao [ 7 ]) was brought
up by his mother (surnamed Ting [ T°]) after his father Liu Teng ( )
passed away. By the time Liu Ch’ung reached adulthood, he was already
famous for his Confucian learning and moral integrity. Whenever there
were disputes, the villagers always turned to him for final judgement. After
Wang Yen-cheng ( F ZE it )7 took control over Fukien Province, he soon
heard of Liu Ch’ung’s reputation and attempted to appoint him Assistant
Subprefect ( 7k, ch'eng) of Sha Hsien (8% , present day T ao-sha Hsien
[ ¥k¥> B&]). But Liu Ch’ung declined the offer on account of Wang Yen-
cheng’s notorious exploitation of the masses. From then on, he led the life
of a retired scholar ( B& =, ¢h u-shik) under the Golden Goose Peak (4
%  Chin-o feng).

Liu Ch’ung had six sons.® Liu Yi ( #1 ' ), Liu Yung’s father, and
Liu Hstian ( 41’5 ) were the sons of his first wife (surnamed Ting []7]).
The other four, Liu Chih ( #1 32 ), Liu Hung ( #1 72 ), Liv Ts’ai ( H153 )
and Liu Ch’a () £% ) were the sons of his second wife (surnamed Y [ =)
He also had five daughters. Wang Yi-ch’eng says that they were married
into good families but he gives no further information about them.

When Liu Yi was Subprefect (52, zsai) of Fei Hsien ( 2 B%, in present
day Shantung Province), Liu Ch’ung went to visit him. He also visited his
second son, Liu Hstian, who was then the Militia Prefectual Judge ( B & #£
B, tuan-lien t'ui-kuan) of Chi-chou { # M, present day Chi-ning Hsien
[# 22 B4 ] of Shantung Province). Later he went to the capital Pien-ching
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(7 52, present day K’ai-feng [ BE$} ] of Honan Province) and fell ill there.
He then returned to Chi-chou and died there in November of 980 at the age
of sixty-three.

Liu Yung’s father, Liu Yi, Liu Ch’ung’s first son, was entitled Wu-yi
(42 5¢). He was born in 938 and obtained his chin-shik degree in 985.1
According to Wang Yi-ch’eng’s “For Liu Yi on his leaving for Ch’iian-chou
( &M, present day Ch’ian Hsien [ £ %] of Kwangsi Province) to become
vice-administrator ( B4, r'ung-plan): a preface” (B HI H B ME HH
Liu Yi first served the Southern T’ang ( B & ). As a result of his outspoken
and upright attitude towards state affairs, he was highly esteemed by Li
Hou-chu ( #=1% %, 937-978)" and was eventually promoted to be Investi-
gating Censor ( & 22 ) 52, chien-ch'a yii-shih). After the downfall of the
Southemn Tang (978) Liu Yi served the Sung. He was made the Subprefect
(4, ling) of Leitse ( &%, present day Southeastern part of P’u Hsien
[#BR] of Shantung Province) in 979, where he became acquainted with
Wang Yi-ch’eng. Soon he was appointed Subprefect of Fei-Hsien in 980.

In the year 990, as a Subprefect of Jen<ch’eng (fF %k, in present day
Chi-ning hsien [ 22 B ] of Shantung Province), he went to the capital
with thirty scrolls of his own writings and asked the eunuchs to deliver them
to the Emperor T’ai-tsung ( K %%). Impressed by Liu Yi’s writing, the
Emperor ordered the prime minister Chao Paochung ( #{£ & ) to test
Liu Yi the next morning. Liu Yi was soon appointed Professor of the Direc-
torate of Education ( BY-F-#& - , kuo-tzu po-shih) in the Imperial Library.
In the year 994, he was transferred to the judgeship of Ch’ian-chou,!3
but the reason for this transfer is not known. In 996 he was appointed Critic-
advisor of the Heir Apparent (% % K 3%, tsan-shan ta-fu).**

According to Wang’s “Epitaph” and the gazetteers, five of Liu Yung’s
paternal uncles were officials and two certainly held a chin-shih degree.
Furthermore, Liu’s brothers San<hieh ( = #%), and San-fu ( =#§) and
later his nephew Liu Ch’i ( £ % ) and his son Liu Jui ( §J iR ) all obtained
the chin-shih degree and became officials.'” Thus, we can conclude that,
from the T’ang Dynasty, the Liu family had been part of the scholar gentry
class and not of the common people. We can also conclude that Liu Yung
grew up in a family which emphasized Confucian teaching and encouraged
official achievements. As we shall see in the following discussion these
factors affected Liu’s life to a great extent.
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Name and Birthdate

Liw’s original name was San-pier. ( = 3% )'®and his courtesy name was
Chrich’ing (£ ). In the huapen he was called Liv Chi (¥,
tke seventh son of the Liu clan).®* Wang P’i-chih ( & @ % , chin-shih of
1068) says that, after Liu obtained his chin-shih degree, he adopted the name
Yung ( 7k ) because of illness and, at the same time, also reverted to the
courtesy name Ching-chuang (£ #F).” But Ch’en Shih-tao { B Hf t=I
1053-1101) thinks that Liu adopted the name Yung in order to be promoted
to another official position.?® Since we do not have a clear evidence, the
exact reason for his adopting the name Yung can only be guesssd at.

The birthdate of Liu is still a controversial issue. Because traditional
scholars generally accept the view that man-tzu ( & %)) was derived from
hsigo-ling (7N 4),2* they claim Liu (who was the first £z’ poet to write a
large number of man-tzu) to be younger than prominent Asigo-ling writers
such as Yen Shu ( &%k, 991-1055) and Ou-yang Hsiu ( EXEBE& , 1007-
1072).2 Among modern scholars, Ch’en Jui ( BE#R ) puts Liu after Yen
Shu, Fan Chungyen ( G ¥, 989-1052) and Chang Hsien ( 3R 4%, 990-
1078).2 Cheng Ch’ien ( £ %€ ) thinks that Liu was born in the early years
of the reign of Chen-tsung ( J& 5%, whose reign was from 997-1022).** Yeh
Ching-ping (% ¥ /% ) asserts that Liu, Yen Shu and Chang Hsien were all
about the same age and Liu was more than ten years older than Ou-yang
Esiu.?5  Still other scholars, probably on the basis of the statement of Ch’ao
Pu-chih ( 845 2 , 1053-1110) that Liu and Chang Hsien were famous at
the same time,2é give Liu’s birthdate as 99027 However, ncne of these
scholars provide any convincingly sound supporting evidence for their
s-atements. ‘

The study which provides the most evidence for establishing Liu’s
birthdate is T’ang Kuei-chang ( f& Z& ¥ ) and Chin Ch'i-hua’s ( & %)
“New Evidence on Liu Yung’s Life” ( #ik B EEaE ).>® In this essay,
they agree that, since Chang Hsien and Liu were simultaneously famous,
Liu must have been born sometime around 990. But, the heart of their
argument lies in the evidence that, according to Lo Ta-ching’s ( & RX#& ,
flc. 1224) Ho-in yiu-lu (B HEEE ) Liu wrote a poem “Wang-hai-ch’ao”
(L% H) for Sun Ho (FR{A ) when the latter was Fiscal Attendant
(%5 38 fg , chuanyiim shin) of Liang<che ( F#7 , Chetung [ #f 3 land
Chehsi [ #7 P4 1 of the Northern Sung and the present day Chekiang and
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Kiangsu Province).?® Sun Ho was born in 961 and obtained his chin-shih
degree in 992, He died in 1004 right after he finished his term of office as
Fiscal Attendant.* From this, T’ang and Chin conclude that Liu would have
to have been an adult when he wrote the poem. Therefore, the latest date
the poem could have been written would be 1004 and they put Liu’s birth-
date at 987%" (that is, the fourth year of Yung-hsi [ & B2 ] during the reign
of Tai-tsung). ’
To further verify Lo Ta-ching’s record I would like to add the following
evidence. In Wang Yii-ch’eng’s Hsiao-hsi: chi (/N3 £ ) we can find many
“poems written for Sun Ho and his brother Sun Chin ( ¥, 967-1017).%
These poems indicate that Wang and the Sun brothers were good friends. But
one should not forget that Wang and Liu Yung’s father and uncles were
intimate friends too. When Sun Ho obtained his chin-shih degree in 992 at
the capital, Liu Yi was there holding the position of Professor of the Directo-
rate of Education. Therefore, Wang, Liu Yi and Sun Ho could very likely
have been friends. It is very possible that Liu did in fact write the poem for
Sun Ho.

Life in Pien-ching

As revealed in his own poems, the pi-chi, and the hug oen, it is evident
that Liu spent his youth in the capital Pien-ching. After decades of peace
since reunification of China in 960 and under the centralization policy of the
government, Pien-ching had become the political, economic and cultural
center of China. Along with its flourishing trade and commerce, Pien-ching
soon developed into an urbanized city with various types of urban entertain-
ments. According to the Tung-ching meng-hua u ( FIRE % 4% ) in the
city of Pien-ching there were wine-houses ( {8 #& ), tea houses ( 2% ¥§ ) and
restaurants ( £ JE ) open day and night for feasting and drinking.®® There
were also large wa-fzu (L , tile halls) which could accommodate several
thousand people. In these wa-fzu one could attend numberous kinds of
entertainments such as drama, singing and story-telling.>*

Along with the growth of these entertainments, pleasure quarters also
boomed. Courtesans and prostitutes filled the wine-houses, tea-houses and
restaurants as Meng Yuandao ( # J© 3 ) describes,
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All the front doors of the wine-houses in the capital are decorated with
colorful silk. . . . When night comes, lights are shining above and below.
Hundreds of courtesans. in heavy make-up gather along the corridor,
waiting for the drinkers to call. They appear like fairies at first glance L3

Such was the urban environment that surrounded Liu.

Exactly what street in Pien-ching Liu lived on is not known, In the
poem “Kuo-ang-erh<chin-p’ai” (5 #B52 ¥T44, No. 130) he reveals he lived
amidst the “small alleys” (Bl , ch’iz) deep inside the “block” ( ¥}, fang).
According to the study of Kato Shigeru ( Jji # %t ), the city of Pien-ching
was divided into two sections by the Imperial Streét (78 7, yu-chieh). Each
section was subdivided into grids called fang. Inside each fang there were
small roads called ch 2.3

During this period, Liu led the life of a gallant. He probably spent his
leisure time in the wa-tzi. He participated in popular activities such as
visiting famous gardens, competing in horseback riding, watching chicken
fights and also playing polo ( Bk , chii-ts’u)(see No. 71) [In fact, Liu’s
brother Liu San-fu was an expert in this ball game.] >’ Liu was also an enthu-
siastic participant of all kinds of festive activities (see Nos. 15 /25.3/58/62).
He spent his hours with his “crazy friends and strange companions” (No. 84)
in the wine-houses. He was an especially frequent visitor of the brothels.
Often he “toured all over the small towers and obscure alleys” (No. 73).
He even boasted that he “bought flowers in bunches, filled wine in carts
and invited courtesans at the price of hundred pieces of jade and thousands
pieces of gold ” (No. 119).

Liu was linked with a larger number of courtesans than any other 7z'u
poet. In his poems and other available sources the names of eighteen courte-
sans are mentioned.® But, as for his male friends, except for Sun Ho, Liu
only wrote one poem (in shih [FF ] form) for a eunuch named Sun K’o~chiu
( T A ).>® He seemed to be especially fond of the high class courtesans
who excelled in dancing and singing (see Nos. 92/27/77/106.3/106 4),%°
and among them Ch’ungch’ung (& #% ) was the one with whom he was
most infatuated (see No. 34/73).

It is described in the pi-chi that “Liu had supreme talent when he w-s
young and especially excelled in music.”* Since he also “excelled in the
writing of song words”® his fame spread all over the capital. It is said in
the hua-pen that the courtesans were extremely fond of Liu’s £z and felt
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honored to meet him.** Of course, if a courtesan could get Liu to write her
a poem to sing, she could demand a much higher price.*® Consequently,
Liu became such a welcome figure among the brothels that even the heads
of the courtesans competed to pay for his living expenses.*

Liu was popular not only in the brothels but also among the chigo-fang
(%4} , Music Institute) musicians as the following description by Yeh Meng-
te (EZHE | 1077-1148) relates:

Liu Yung . . . excelled in the writing of song words. Whenever the chiao-
fang musicians composed a new tune, they would request Liu to write the
words because only then could the tune become popular. ... 4

It would be feasonable to assume that Liu also recéived pay from the.
chigo-fang musicians. Thus, Liu had become a professional rz’u writer.

Through the chiao-fang musicians Liu’s £z % such as “Ch’ing-peile” ( {tg
FL %, No. 12) gained popularity even inside the Imperial Palace.*” All this
brought Liu fame and along with it an overestimated concept of his own
worth. In his poems, he proudly says that his 7z u had such a refined style
that no one could compete with them (see No. 28). He admits explicitly,
“all my life I have been proud of my romantic temperament and talent”
(No. 29). He compares his talent with that of the famous poet Sung Yi
(R % , of the Warring States) (see- No. 91/106.4). He regards himself as
a “talented youth” ( ' F, tsai-tzu) that only beautiful girls could match
(see No. 2/106.3). All in all, in the eyes of the young Liu Yung, the world
was full of happiness for him. His future was hopeful and successful. Yet,
the world view of Liu was not an unchanging one. It developed and altered
along with his later life experience.

Attempts and Frustrations

Having grown up in a Confucian family of the gentry, Liu naturally
aspired to obtain a chin-shik degrée and become an official. Exactly when he
first wrote his chin-shih examination js not known. If he was bomn sometime
in 987 or earlier he must have started taking the examination in the early
years of Chen-tsung. But he failed to obtain the chin-shih degree. Whether
or not he passed even the prefectural ex/amination (## 3K, chieh-shih) or
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departmental examination (& & , sheng-shik), we do not know.*® It was
probably after his failure in the examination that he left Pien-ching for
Ch’ien-t’ang where he wrote the poem “Wang-hai-ch’ao” for Sun Ho.*

It is unknown how long Liu stayed in Ch’ien-t’ang. After some years
of travel, Liu returned to the capital. From his poems (Nos. 37.1/41.2)
written on the “heaven book” (K &, tlenshu) we can assume that he
was in Pien-ching in 1008, the year the “heaven book” first “fell.”** How-
ever, the fact that the “heaven book™ “fell” again in 1019 makes it difficult
to ascertain the date of his return.3' The only year we can say for sure that
Liu was in the capital was 1018 in which he wrote a poem (No. 26 4) on the
crowning of the nine-year-old prince Jen-tsung ( {= 7% ).%

After Liu’s return from the South, he probably attempted the examina-
tion several more times but without success. After one of these failures he
wrote the poem “Ho-ch’ung-t’ien” ( #xhK | No. 144), which later became
a large obstacle to his official advancement. The poem says,

Accidentally I lost the chance to be on the
top of the golden list.

This glorious era has temporarily abandoned a
talented person.

What can I do about it?

As | failed to achieve a high position

Why not let myself go?

Why talk about gains and losses?

A talented tz'u poet is naturally a prime minister
in commoner’s clothing.

Amidst the smoke-flower paths

There appear painted screens.

Luckily, there is a sweetheart for me to visit.

I cuddle my lover ke thus and

Enjoy this romantic moment to my heart’s content.

Youth is but a short moment.

I am willing to exchange my ernpty fame for light
drinking and soft singing.

On the surface this poem seems to show that Liu was a carefree person and
did not care whether he failed or passed the examination. Taking this narrow
interpretation, some scholars conclude that Liuv did not care for climbing
up the ladder of officialdom.’* But, if we look into the poem, the words
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“accidentally” ( 48, ou) and “temporarily” ( %, chen) hint that Liu still
had hope of passing later. Behind the carefree surface tone of the poem,
there lies his frustration and rebellious spirit. Since there were so many
unsuccessful chin-shik candidates in the capital, the poem soon gained wide
appeal >

As Liu says in the poem “Tu-yti-shui” ( ?ll]ﬁi 7K, No. 105. 2), after he
failed in the examination, he led a dissipated life in the capital,

1 led a loose life in the capital.

For several years I have been indulging myself
in wine and women.

1 toured around wildly the nine paths.

In a seemingly carefree manner, he also reveals that he “intends to forsake
empty fame and not to think of what is right and wrong”” However, as
mentioned earlier, deep inside Liu’s subconscious mind his desire. to get
ahead always remained. He still thought “when the time comes my high
ambition will be fulfilled” (No. 105.2). In one poem (No. 34) he asked his
lover Ch’ung-ch’ung to be nice to him, since he might pass the next examina-
tion. At times, his obsession with passing the examination was so intense that
he even compared the joys of sex to obtaining the chin-shih degree in the
Imperial Palace,

My feeling is getting better and better.

1t is the right moment to continue our cloud-rain
affair. '

This is exactly like in late spring inside the

' Imperial Palace

When the imperial incense burner is sending out
its fragrance and

When the Emperor has left his seat to conduct
the palace examination.

Facing him a few feet away

1 will definitely win the top position.

Until then, you wait for my return to congratulate
me....

(No. 103)-

Afterwards, Liu’s eagerness to get ahead was almost satisfied but,
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unfortunately, to his great disappointment, he was rejected due to his noto-
rious reputation for writing ¢tz and living in brothels. Yen Yu-yi ( B &
2 flc. 1127), in his Yi-hai tz’u-huang ( 35 ¥5 M = ), records this event,

Liu San-pien . . . was fond of writing small ¢z'u, but was poor in conduct.
Once someone recornmended him to the Emperor. The Emperor asked,
“Is it Liu San-pien who writes tz'u?” That person replied, “Yes.” The
Emperor said, “He may as well go to fill in the words.” Because of this
[Liu] was very disappointed. e toured around brothels and wine-houses
with gallants everyday. He no longer restrained his behavior. He called
himself “Liu San-pien who writes tz’u by the Emperor’s decree . . . 55

With regard to the same event Wu Tseng ( 2 €, Sung) in his Neng-Kai-chai
man-iu ( BETX ZEIE &%) gives a somewhat different and more detailed
account,

Jen-tsung paid attention to Confucian teachings and elegance and attended
to fundamentals and the Tac. He condemned pompous and flowery
writings. In the beginuning, the chin-shih Liu San-pien was fond of com-
posing erotic songs. His songs spread everywhere. Once he wrote a tz'u
“Ho-ch’'ung-t'ien” which says, “I am willing to exchange my empty fame
for light drinking and soft singing.” When the Empéror left his seat to
announce the examination result people around {Liu] said to him, “You
had better go to drink light and sing low, why bother seeking the empty
- fame?” . ...

It is possible that Jen-tsung rejected Liu specifically because of his
contemptuous remark in his poem “Ho-ch’ung-t’ien”: comparing a z u poet
to a prime minister and the honorable ckin-shil degree to empty fame. What
Wu Tseng indirectly indicates is that Liu had already passed the departmental
examination, and it was at the palace examination that he was disqualified
by the Emperor. The palace examination had been practiced ever since 975
and was not abolished until 105757 that is, after Liu’s death. During the
palace examination the emperor could fail-thirty to fifty percent of the
candidates.”® Unfortunately, Liu was one of the victims of this subjective
examination. H

After failing the palace examination, during the following period, that
is, from 1022-1034 (from the year Ién-ts;ung ascended the throne until the
year Liu obtained his chin-shih degree), Liu led an even more dissipated life
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among the brothels and wine-houses as described in Yi-hai tz’u-huang. The
self-assumed title “Liu San-pien who writes #z% by the Emperor’s decree”
appears, at first glance, to be an honorable title. In fa@t, it fully expresses
Liu’s deep frustrations and anger.

Official Career

Despite his many failures in the examination Liu did not give up trying.
He finally obtained his chin-shih degres in 1034 (the first year of Ching-yu
[£55]1)-> In the same year, he was appointed Prefectural Judge (GEE.
t'ui kuan) of Mu-<hou ([ M, present day Chien-te Hsien [ZE7ERR]
of Chekiang Province). Not long after he assumed office, because of his
popularity in #z'u, he was recommended for promotion by his colleagues.
But the proposal was rejected. Yeh Meng-te in his Shih-lin yen-yit (13 PR3

2E ) records this event,

In the time of our ancestors it did not require merit rating to recommend
a person. In the middle year of Ching-yu,& Liu San-pien was Prefectural
Judge of Mu-chou. He was praised because of his iz'u. After he had
" assumed office for over a month he was soon recommended by Lit Wei
( BB ), the Administrator ( 4| , chib-chou). Kuo Ch'lian ( 2% ),
the Censor ( #f{% , shih-yu shih), commented, “San-pien has just
obtained his chin —shih degree and has been an official only for over a

month; where are his administrative achievements?’’ -“Thus, he immediately
61

rejected the recommendation. .

During the Ching-yu years (1034-1038) Liu was appointed Sub-
prefect of Yu hang (82 %1, present day Hang-chou). During his term
of office he built the Wan-chiang Tower (ZTiL % ).*® He was described
as a good ofﬁciial’in Yii-hang hsien-chih.®* From the evidence of his poems
(No. 78.6/ 124)i Liu seems to have enjoyed his official life in the beginning
as he said, “Slnce there are no lawsuits in my court, I attend many banquets

and excursions’] (No. 78.6).

Later L1u was appointed the official for the Hsiao-feng Salt Field
(%1535 ) in Tinghai Hsien ( ¥Rk, present day Chen-hai Hsien
[881E Bk ] of Chekiang Province)®® where he wrote a poem “Chu-haiko”
( Z ¥ % . Drying Sea Song) depicting the bitter life of the common people.
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This poem discloses another aspect of Liu’s personality, for in it, we see the
image of a sympathetic official who was deeply concerned about .the
hardships of the people.

... What do the salt workers make for a living?
Women have no silk-worm to weave and

Men have no land to plough.

Having not yet paid the government tax

The local tax is already pressing.

They abandon wives and sons and work hard.
Although they have human shape

Their faces are pale as vegetable color.

How bitter is the life of the salt workers!
When will their mothers be rich and their sons

not poor? ... .56

In Ting-hai Hsien, Liu also wrote a poem “Liu-k’o-chu” (25 & £ , No.
68) which expresses his nostalgia.®”  Afterwards, Liu seemed to have been
a petty official in different places, mainly in the Yangtze regiori, as revealed
in his many poems on journeys. To a petty official during the Northern
Sung, a transfer meant a hard journey.® Therefore, after many transfers
and seeing no opportunity for promotion, Liu began to feel weary of his
itinerant life. He said,

My official journey has become rootless wandering.
(No. 139.1)

With this endless travelling and this lengthy
sickness
I have faced enough the bitterness of official
journeys.
(No. 31)

Frustrated by this wandering life, Liu sometimes questioned the value of
fame and profit and expressed his desire to become a recluse,

At this moment
How can I chase fame and fight with others
for profit?
How can I wear the official cap and face the fierce
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heat of the dusty nine paths?
I look back at the river village,
There are towers in the moonlight and pavillions
in the breeze.
Along the river bank and on the rocks,
fortunately, there is a place where I can untie my
hair and open my lapel.
(No. 94)

Liu’s wish to retreat from worldly affairs only reflects a common desire
among Chinese intellectuals. His congratulatory poems (No. 8/26.1/26.2/
26.3/37.1/49.1) and his persistent attempts to obtain the chin-shik degree
show that he was definitely not one who would easily forget fame and
achievement. In fact, hoping to be promoted to a higher position, he
returned to the capital and went to see Yen Shu, who was then the prime
minister (that is, from 1042-1044).%° Liu probably thought that, since Yen
Shu also wrote #zu, he might be willing to be his sponsor. - But, as Chang
Shun-min ( 38 Z B ) in his Hue-man lu ( £ 18 #) records, the outcome
was a great disappointment.

Because Liu San-pien offended the Emperor with his tz'u, the Ministry of
Personnel refused to change his official position. San-pien could not bear
the situation and went to the government. Yen [Shu] asked [Liu],
“Gentleman, do you write songs?” San-pien replied, “Just like your honor
who also writes songs.” Yen said, “Even though I write songs I have never
written such lines as ‘Idly holding a needle and thread I would sit next to
him.”” Thus, Liu withdrew. ®

Without considering facts such as place of origin, personality and status,
it was predictable that Yen Shu would reject Liu simply on the basis that
they both represent two entirely different styles and attitudes towards #zu.
Yen Shu took the reserved and lofty hsigo-ling in the hua-chien (658 )
style as his standard, whereas, Liu used abundant colloquialisms and frank
expressions in the man-tz u form.

During Liu’s stay in the capital, he returned to his old friends—the
courtesans. But, having been an official for many years, his life-style had
become restrained and his interest in wine and women had greatly reduced
(see Nos. 79/131) as he sighed, »
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How does she know that
Restricted by the reputation of an official
1 have totally reduced my romantic feelings for
years.
(No. 79)

In this we see the personality change in Liu. He was no longer a gallant who
indulged in wine and women without restraint, but an official who was
concerned about his public behavior. This serious side of Liu’s personality in
fact coincides with his image of a sympathetic official as revealed in his
poem “Drying Sea Song.”

According to Liu’s epitaph,” he had been a Staff Author ( 2 #& Bf ,
chu-tso-lang). Later he was summoned to court by Jen-tsung and was given
the position Subprefect of Ling-t’ai Hsien ( &4 B , in present day Kansu
Province). Afterwards, he was promoted to be the Professor of Imperial
Sacrifices ( K & -+ , t wi-ch'ang po-shik). In precisely what years he held
the above positions is not knowr.

In the Huangyu ( EJE ) vears (1049-1055) Liu was again openly
rejected by Jen-tsung because of his #z'u. Wang P’i-chih records that in the
middle years of Huang-yu Liu was still unable to get a promotion. An official
named Shih ( 5 )™ appreciated Liu’s talent and sympathized with his mis-
fortune. One time the chino-feng musicians presented the new tune“Tsui-
plenglai” (B ZE 3 ). At this time the astronomer also reported that
Canopus appeared. Taking advantage of Jen-tsung’s happy mood, Shih re-
commended Liu to compose a verse for the occasion. But, because Jen-
tsung disliked Liu’s use of the words chien ( #f, gradually) and fan ( #, to
overthrow), Liu was rejected and was never used by the court again.”™

Probably on the evidence of the fact that Canopus signifies longevity,
some say that the poem was written on the birthdate of Jen-tsung. This

" assumption is apparently a mistake since Jen-tsung’s birthdate was on April
14, but the season described in the poem (No. 63) was autumn.”  Also,
according to Sung Shik, Canopus did not appear during the reign of Jen-tsung
(1022-1063).™ But there is a record of the appearance of Venus (K H,
¢ ai-pai) and the Big Dipper ( B 3|, nan-fou) on September 18th in the first
year of Huang-yu (1049).”7 1 think that the reason that Wang P’i-chih said
that the poem was written for the appearance of Canopus was because in
the poem Liu says, “Among the South Pole stars Canopus is manifesting its
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auspiciousness.”  Since this poem is a congratulatory one, Liu probably
included Canopus mainly to add a flattering tone.

I suspect that this poem was written when Liu was the Professor of
Imperial Sacrifice. According to the record of Ch’en Shih-tao there was a
shuffle of capital officials at this time.” I would conjecture that Liu was
transferred to be the Assistant Officer of the Agricultural Branch in the
Ministry of Works ( #i H B ﬂ_ﬁﬁ , tun-t'ien. yian-wai-lang) after this
incident. He held this position until his death.

Place of Burial

As with Liu’s birthdate, opinions about his place of burial are many.
One hua-pen novel records that Liu was buried in Le-yu-yian ( # 3 J& ,
Pleasure Field) by the courtesans.” This is probably based on.the fact the
Le-yu-yiian was the amusement area where the romantic Liu Yung would
often go. Another opinion is offered by Chu Mu( i 72 ).

. [Liu] died in Hsiang-yang ( 3§ , in present day Hupei Province).
The day he died he had no money left. A group of courtesans collected
money and buried him outside the Southern Gate. They went to visit his
grave 8gve::y spring and called it ‘mourning Liu Ch'{ (R#it , tlao Liu
Ch’i).

Tseng Minhsing ( €% 17, ?-1175), however, gives a slightly different
account,

After [Liu] died he was buried on the Flower Mountain in Tsao-yang
(28 , in Hupei Provincz). Every year during the ch’ing-ming festival,
people from near and far carried wine and meat and drank beside Ch'i-
ch’ing’s grave, calling it the ‘commemorating Liu meeting’ (RGE,
tiao Liu hui).®!

It is also recorded in the Yi-chen hsien-chih (% & Bi7E) that “Liu
Ch’ich’ing’s grave is situated seven I west of Yi-chen ( /& & , present day
Yicheng Hsien [ % %% J% ] of Kiangsu Province) near the Hsii-p'n ( F i )

”82

area. Partly on the basis of this record, Wang Shih-chen ( £ £ 7i# ,
1634-1711) further says that “Liu Ch’i<h’ing’s grave is situated in a place
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called Hsienjen-chang ( {ili A % ) in the west of Yi-chen Hsien,”3

The records of Chu Mu and Tseng Min-hsing are similar in that both
are sympathetic towards Liu and indicate that he was popular among the
common people. From Liu’s poems we know that he had been to these
areas. After his death the courtesans of these places started practising the
tigo-liu custom. I think this is the reason they say that Liu was buried
in Hsiang-yang and Tsao-yang. It is also reasonable to assume that the courte-
sans who admired Liu would set up a grave for him in order to formalize the
custom. This may explain the record of Yi-chen hsien-chih and Wang
Shih-chen.

Yeh Meng-te gives a more realistic record about Liu’s place of burial.
He says,

- . . [Liu] Yung died while on a journey in the monastery of Jun-chou
( M , present day Chen-chiang Hsien [ 487158 1 of Kiangsu Province).
When Wang Ho-fu ( £HE , 1034-1095) was magistrate of Jun-chou he
sought Lh;;s descendents but he could not find any of them so he buried
him .. ..

But the most detailed and reliable information about Liu’s burial
place can be found in Chen-chiang fu-chih ( $& 1L JiF &),

In Ko Sheng-chung’s ( Z ¥+ , a native of Yungk’ang [ 5k ], in Chekiang
Province) Tan-yang chi (f}824) the Epitaph to Chen Ch’ao-ch’ing
(BREARE ) says, “When Wang Ho-fu was magistrate of Jun-chou he wanted
to bury Liu, but after a long time no one claimed his body. Thus, Ch’ao-
Ch'ing bought a piece of land in a high and dry area and took charge of
the funeral, Only then Sanpien was buried, In this year, Yang Tzu
( 3% ), the Commander of the Navy ( KE#i4%| , shui-chin t'ung-chih),
ordered the soldiers to dig the land. They found Liu’s epitaph and a jade
comb. They looked for the grave-stone and found that the epitaph was
written by Liu’s nephew. The heading written in seal characters says,
‘The Epitaph of Mr. Liu: the late Langchung ( Efep ) of the Sung
Dymasty’ . ... It also says that ‘My uncle had been dead for over twenty

years.’ 1,85

Wang Ho-fu was official in Jun-chou in 1075.% Liu’s nephew (probably
Liu Ch’i who excelled in calligraphy)®’ said that he wrote the epitaph over
twenty years after Liu Yung died. Based on this, T’ang and Chin in their
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“New Evidence on Lin Yung’s Life” conclude that Liu must have died in
1053 (the fifth year of Huang: yu). %

One point to be added is that in Tan-t’u hsien-chih (BREERE)
and Chiang-nan tung-chih ( L HiE ), Liu Jui, Liu.Yung’s son, was
recorded to be a native of Tant’u ( F+#E , that is, Jun-chor).® This further
confirms that Liu Yung spent his last years in Jun<hou.
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Shen Hsiung ( $kH#E, fl. 1653) in his Ku<chin tz'u-hua ( 45955 ), in THTP,
Vol. 3, p. 1039 give the middle year of Ching-yu. According to Sung-shih,
10.4515b, only two examinations were held during the Ching-yu years, that is
1034 and 1038. Thus, the records of Wang, Yeh and Shen are inaccurate,
According to Shih Wen-ying ( B %, fl.c. 1078), when Fan Chung-yen ( {5{H%,
989-1052) was demoted to be an official at Mu-chou ( | ) he heard the local
people sing Liu's tz'u “Man-chiang-hung” ( #{L#L, No. 107.1). See Hsiang-shan
yeh-u ( #1LEF&), chiian chung (%7 ), pp. 17b-18a in Hsiieh-tsin t'ao-yilan,
chi 17, ts’e 12, Also, according to ‘‘Fang-wen-cheng-kung nien-p'u” { B3 ERE
i ), Fan was transferred to Mu<hou in 1034 (and was transferred again to

289



61.

62.

63.

64.
65.

66.
67.
68.
69.
70. .

71.

72.
73.
74.
75.

290

" Su-chou { #| ] in 1035). Therefore, Liu was appointed as an official at Mu-chou

in 1034, not the middlé years of Ching-yu. See Fan-wen-cheng-kung chi ( #331E
A% ) (Shanghai: Sao-yeh shan-fang [ FEWE ], 1919), pp. 8ab..

Yeh Meng-te, Shih-lin yen-y# ( F#k#EE ), chian 6, in Pi-chi hsi-pien, Vol. 1,
p. 155.

Chang Chi-an (3% ) and Chu Wen-tsao ( 4k3L ¥ , Ch'ing) ed., Yii-hang hsien-
chih (0% % ), in Chung-kuo fang<hih ts’ung-shu( FEF 5% % ), ‘Hua-chung
tifang” ( #Eh# ), No. 56 (Taipei: Ch'eng-wen chu-pan-she [ B3z AR 1,
photo-reproduction of 1919 edition), chiian 19, “Chih—kuan‘piao”(ﬁ%"é’ %), shang
( k), p. 18a. This record says that Liu was subprefeét of Yi-hang in 1034. But,
based on the above discussion (See Note No. 60), this record seems incorrect.
Ibid., chiian 17, ku<hi ( #58%), pp. 6-7. See also Hung p'ien ( Zt#f ) ed., “Liu-
ch’ich'ing shih-chiu wan-chianglou-chi” ( MIBEFEEILEE ), in Ch'ing-
p’ing-shan-t’ang hua-pen ( {EF UEEEAX ) (Peking: Wen-hsiieh ku-chi k’an-hsing-
she [ LBHEH/ATI ], 1955), p. 14.

Loc. cit., chian 21, “Ming-huan chuan” ( 55 # ), p. 6.

Ch’en Hsiin-cheng ( BREN1F ) and Ma Ying ( Ei% , Ch'ing) ed., Ting-hai hsien-chih
(B L), in Chung-kuo fang-chih, “Hua-chung ti-fang,” No. 75 (Taipei: Ch’eng-
wen ch'u-pan-she, 1970, photoreproduction of 1924 edition), *Yi-ti’ (8H ),
p. 44b and “Chih-kuan” ( BE), p. 1b. :
Seé Note No. 39. Li O and Ma Yueh-kuan, Sung-shih chi-shih.

Loc. cit., “yi-ti” ( E#p ), p. 44b. »

See Note No. 58. Wang Yung, Yen-yi yi-mou lu, chdan 2, p. 13a. -

Hsia Ch’eng-t’ao, T 'ang-sung tz'u-jen nien-p’u, pp. 237-241.

Quoted in Hsti Shih-luan’s (E#i’i@, Ch'ing) Sung-yen (K#), in Pi<chi hsiao-

shuo ta-kuan (Taipei: Hsin-hsing shu-chii, 1962), Vol. 6, p. 6203. From this
record, it is not clear which of Liu’s poems offended the Emperor. It should not
be “Ho-h'ung-t’ien,” since it was written before he obtained his chin-shih degree.
The other poem ““Tsui-p'eng-lai’’{ B2 %K) which offended Jen-tsung was written
in 1049 (as we shall see later), that is, at least five years after Liu went to see
Yen Shu. Perhaps the “Tsui-p’eng-lai” incident was so well-known that Chang
included it in his record without paying attention to when it actually took place.
Liu's epitaph appears in Wang Ying-lin ( EFE %, 1223-1296) ed., Chen-chiang fu-
chih ($RILJFE , Chinese Rare Books of Peiping, Item 774 [in macrofilm], photo-
reproduction of wan-li [ # &, 1573-1620] edition), chilan 32, “Mu” (), p. 15ab
and Ho Shao-chang (fJ#8% ) and Yang Lit'ai (#/8%, Ch'ing) ed., Tant'u
hsien-chih (J1#Ef%7£), in Chung-kuo fang-chih, “Hua-chung ti-fang,” No. 11
(Taipei: Ch'eng-wen ch'u-pan-she, 1970, photo-reproduction of 1879 edition),
chiian 8, “Ling-mu” (B3%), p. 8.

Fu-chien t'ung-chih gives “Shih Chih"” ( 53 %), see Note No. 6, chiian 189, p. 10b.
See Note No. 19.

See Ho Ch'iao-ytian ed., Min-shu, chiian 97, p. 7b; Sung-shih, 9.4513c.

T’ang and Chin in their “New evidence on: Liu Yung’s Life,” pp. 95-96 (see Note
No. 28) agree that the poem “Tsui-p’eng-lai’” was written for the appearance of
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Canopus. Their conclusion is based on the records of Huang Sheng (¥ 5, fl.
1240-1249), Hua-an tz'u-hsitan ( 7EFEEEE ) (Hongkong: Chung-hua shu-<hi,
1973), p. 93 and Yen Yu-yi, Yi-hai tz'u-huang (see Note No. 73). Apparently
they did not consult Sung-shih.

Sung-shih, 56 4619a.

Sung-shih, 55.4615d.

See Note No. 20.

See Note No. 16, Feng Meng-lung, “Chung ming-chi,” p. 14a,

Chu Mu (jR# ), Fang-yit sheng-lan ( 5EEIFEE), quoted in T’ang Kueichang's
Sizng—tz’u san-pai-shou chienchu (RFAZ=E & %) (Hongkong: Chung-hua shu-
chii, 1974, reprint), p. 26.

Tseng Min-hsing ( 8447 ,71175), Tuhsing tsachih (BHEHES ), in Pi-chi ta-kuan,
Vol. 1, p. 228. '

Shen Chiajui (833 ) and Li Wen (ZX , Ming) ed., Yi-chen hsienchih ( #EK
7% , Chinese Rare Books of Peiping, Item 706 [in microfilm], photo-reproduction
of T'ien-yi-ko { K—P] ] edition), chiian 2, p. 15b. )

Wang Shihchen ( EL W, 1634-1711), Ch'ih-pei ou-t'an ( MiLEEE ),)in Pi-chi
ta-kuan, Vol. 5, p. 4671, Wang’s record was refuted by Yang Ch’ (155, Ch'ing),
Ching-k'ou shan-shui-chih (E QK& ), in Chung-kuo Fang-chih, “Hua-chung
ti-fang,” No. 6 (Taipei: Ch’eng-wen ch'u-pan-she, 1970, photoreproduction of
1884 edition), chiian 1, p. 43a.

See Note No. 16, Yeh Meng-te, Pi-shu lu-hua. P’an Ch’eng-pi ( i% #& % ) thinks
that Liu died in Jun-chou (/) and was buried in Yi-chen, but he does not give
any evidence. See “Liu-san-pien shihchi k’ao-liieh” ( I=SWELEWS | A Brief
'Study on Liu San-pien’s life), Shih hsieh chi-k'an ( &% ), No. 2, Oct. 1926,
p. 212,

See Note No. 71. The record of Liu’s grave also appears in Tan-t'u hsien-chih,
chitan 2, “Shan”* (11} ), p. 6.

For the biography of Wang Ho-fu ( EHIFE , 1034-1095), see Sung-shih, 327,
5357d-5358b. Sée also T'ang and Chin, “New Evidence on Liu Yung’s Life,”
p.97.

According to. Tung Shih ( % ), Liu’s nephew Liu Ch'i (## ) was a calligrapher
who once wrote Li Kou’s (4, 1009-1059) “Yilan-chou chou-hstieh chi’’ ( FM
MMEEL ) and had it engraved on a stone in Hang-chou. See Huang-sung shu-lu
(2% E4), in Chih-pu-tsu-chai ts'ung-shu ( HI/R BH#EE ), chung pien ( 17 ), p.
38b.

See Note No. 28. T’ang and Chin, “New Evidence on Liu Yung’s Life,” p. 97.
Huang Chih-chun (#EZ# , 1668-1748) and others comp., Chiang-nan t’ung-chih
({LEgs@E) in Chung-kuo sheng-chih hui-pien ( FHREERH ) No. 1 (Taipei:
Chung-hua shu-chii, 1967, photoreproduction of 1737 edition), chian 119,
“Hsiian-chii chih” (EEE7%), chin-shih (1), p. 14b. Also in Tan-t'u hsien-chih
(see Note No. 71), chilan “K'o-mu” (£ H), p- 6.
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APPENDIX A

Based on the given information we can reconstruct the family line of
Liu Yung as follows:

Liu-Yen-chao ( ] & IR)
Fang (75)
(%) Mien — 1 Teng (%)
Ao (B)
Taln (z)
Ch’ilunjg> ()
Cga(ﬁi)
Tellg (8)
Ch’ung ( )

() Yiil(wife) l Ting ( T) (wife)
Chih Hung Ts’ai Ch’a (B) Yl‘i———‘———— Hsuan (&)
(F) () (B)(E)

1 B,
(Z8) San-chieh San-fu San-pien ( = %%, LiuYung)

Ch’i (=& )( %) Jlii
(5 Yen-po
(EH)
APPENDIX B

Since very little is known about the lives of Liu Yung’s close family
members, I could only provide their dates of passing the chin-shih examina-
tion and their official titles in the following:
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Liu Yi (#1 E ), Liu Yung’s father, obtained his chin-shih degree in
985. In the Southern T°ang he was Collator of the Prince ( k F#& &
BB . t'ai-tzu chiao-shu-lang ), Registrar (B, wei) of Chiang-ning Hsien
( T 2 8% , in Kiangsu Province), Subprefect of Kuei-hsi Hsien ( 2 24
B%, in Kiangsi Province), Ch'ungjen Hsien ( £ {= 8%, in Kiangsi
Province) and Chien-yang Hsien ( 725 &, in Fukien Province). He
was also the Investigating Censor ( B %% #] 52, chien'cha yii-shih).
In the Sung, he was Subprefect of Lei-tse ( ¥ , present day southeast
of P’u hsien [ #£ B4 | of Shantung Province), Jen-ch’eng ( fE%, in
present day Chining hsien [ % % 8 ] of Shantung Province) and
Fei Hsien ( % B} , in Shantung Province), Professor of the Directorate
of Education ( B F 18-, kuo-tzu po-shih), Officer in the Ministry
of Works ( T_ER{HEE , kungpu ssu-lang), Vice-administrator of
Ch’ianchou ( & ¥ , present day Ch’ian Hsien [ & %% ] of Kwangsi
Province) and Critic-advisor of the Heir Apparent (‘&% A%k , tsan-
shan ta-fu).
Liu Hstian ( § & ), Liu’s first patemal uncle, was Judicial Investigator
of the High Court of Justice (K8 F, ta-li ping-shih)in the
Southern T’ang. In the Sung he was Collator ( ¥ £ 5§, chiao-shu-
lang), Prefectural Judge ( B K # B, t uan-lien t ‘ui-kuan) of Chi-chou
(% M , present day Chi-ning Hsien [ #%%% 8] of Shantung Province)
and Regional Prefectural Judge ( EiEIEE , chieh-tu tui-kuan).
Liu Chih (#I & ) was Liu’s second paternal uncle. Fu-chien t'ung-
chih (chiian 147, p. 8b) records that he obtained his chin-shih degree
in 1012 but Min-shu (chiian 97, p. 2a) records 1015. Wang Yi-ch’eng
in the “Epitaph” also records that Liu Chih held a chin-shih degree.
Since Wang died in 1001, the records of Fu-chien tung-chih and
Min-shu seem to be wrong. Another possibility is that there might be
a misprint in Wang’s “Epitaph.”
Liu Hung ( #1Z, entitled Chii-ch’ing [ E % ]), Liu’s third paternal
- uncle, obtained his chin-shih degree in 998. He was Subprefect of
Te-hua Hsien ( &1t Bk , present day, Chiu<chiang Hsien [ jL7L 84 ]
of Kiangsi Province), Officer of the Ministry of Justice ( &§ BB 4L BB,
tu-kuan yian-wai-lang), Senior Lord of the Court of Imperial Banquet
(JETWEFW , kuang-lu ssu-ch’ing) and Administrator ( %1, chih)
of Hu-chou Prefecture ( M E , Hu-chou chiin) and An-chi Prefec-
ture ( ZZ3E= MY , An-chi chou).
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Lin Ts’ai ( #1 Z8), Liu’s fourth paternal uncle, was Executive of the
Ministry of Rites ( 7 ZF 5 BB , li-pu ssu-lang).

Liu Ch’a ( #) 22 ), Liu’s fifth paternal uncle, was Assistant Officer of
Waterways ( 7K Z8E A B , shui-pu yian-wai-lang).

- Liv San-fu ( #l =18 ), Liu’s elder brother obtained his chin-shih degree

in 1018.

Liu San-chieh ( ) == #£), Liw’s elder brother, obtained his chin-shih
degree in 1034 (the same year with Liu). He was Assistant Officer
of the Ministry of Justice (& E B 5 BF, tu-kuan yiian-wai-leng)
and Professor of Imperial Sacrifice { K & 18 &, t zi-ch ang po-shih).
Liu Ch’i (#i), Liu’s nephew (San-chieh’s son), obtained his chin-
shik degree in 1054 and was Professor of Imperial Sacrifice.

Liu Jui (4 38 , entitled Wen-hih [ & ]), Liu’s son, obtained his
chin-shih degree in 1046 and he was Staff Author ( Z£ {E BB, chu-tso-
lang), Finance Inspector (5] B, ssu-huts’an-chiin) of Shansi
Province and Assistant Justice of the High Court of Justice ( X F K,
ta-li ssu-ch'eng).

APPENDIX D

Official Titles and Places of Visit

From Liu’s epitaph and other available sources, we can list the official

positions Liu Yung held during his lifetime.

BHOW N
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Prefectural Judge of Mu-chou ( 2 MNIEE )

Subprefect of Yi-hang ( B

Staff Supervisor of Ssu-chou ( JINEIE)

Supervisor of Hsiao-feng Salt Field in Ting-hai hsien ( & ¥t £ 15 35
BE)

Subprefect of Ling-t’ai Hsien ( 5 4 )

Staff Author ( E {EBf )

Professor of Imperial Sacrifices (=K & {#- )

Assistant Officer of Agricultural Branch in Ministry of Works ( i H B

A BB )
Langchung ( Bf rf ) (title incomplete)



APPENDIX C

Map for Liu Yung’s Life

26 0 20 4® e oo mile /)

® place where Liu Yung grew up
x places where Liu Yung held official positions

A places visited
. place of burial
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Besides the above places where Liu Yung held his official posts he also
had been to the following places as revealed in his poems and other sources
(see Appendix C): Ch’angan (& 7z ) (Nos. 78.1/85/109/110/133.2),
Yang-chou (5 M ) (No. 121), Ch’eng-tu ( B & ) (No. 48). Tung River
( #11L , in Chekiang Province) (No. 107.1), Ku-su(Ifi &% , present day Su-
-chou [ & 1) (Nos. 49.2/59/132.3/134.2), K’uai-chi ( & & |, present day
Shao-hsing [ 5 & | of Chekiang Province),* Chien-ning ( 72 2 , Liu’s native
area),“ Yenling Beach ( & B # , in T'ungiu Hsien [ ¥ 8 1) (No.
107.1), Chiu-yi Mountain ( 7 £ (i , sixty /i south of Ningdiao hsien [ Z& &
B% | of Hunan Province) (No. 98), south of the Wei River ( 87k ) (No.
137.2), the area of Huai ( £ , Anhwei Province), and Ch’u ( & , Hupei and
Hunan Province) (Nos. 84/95/115/116/129.2).

* 1iQ and Ma Yueh-kuan, Sung-shiu chi-shih, Chiian 13, p. 355.
t Ibid., p. 354.
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