Jessey Choo (Rutgers University)

The Transcription of
“Muzhi of the Late [Lady] Zhangsun, the Wife of Wang Meichang, the Late Prefect of
Runzhou of the Great Zhou”*
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Legend:
[X] indicates an empty space
[7] indicates an illegible character
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! This muzhi has several varying transcriptions. My transcription is a collation of the one in the Tangdai
muzhi huibian JE R ZE K 4 [henceforth TMH], edited by Zhou Shaoliang /8 # B and Zhao Chao #i#,
(Shanghai: Shanghai guji chubanshe, 1992,) Chang’an &% 054, pp. 1029-31) and the one in Tang wen
shiyi [henceforth TWSY; 18.10556-1]. The latter is part of the Zhonghua shuju edition of the Quan Tang
wen [henceforth QTW] (Beijing: Zhonghua shuju, 1983)]. | moreover verify it against the digital
reproductions of two different rubbings currently in circulation. Shi Rui generously provided Rubbing A.

2 #| in the inscription.

3 Z in the inscription. It is one of the characters created by Empress Wu Zetian (r. 690-705).

« 4 in the inscription.

s A+ in the inscription.

6 Neither rubbing captures the character since it is on the edge where the slab appears to have
chipped off. Both TMH and TWSY have itas [&.

7 Neither rubbing captures the character. The original corner of the slab appears to have broken off.
Both TMH and TWSY have itas ¥.

8 The character is chipped and illegible in both rubbings. Both TMH and TWSY have itas #f.

9 iE in the inscription.

10 T in the inscription.

11 The character is chipped and illegible in both rubbings. Both TMH and TWSY have itas .
Zhangsun Yichang does not appear in the “Genealogical Tables of Chief Ministers” in the Xin Tang shu,
but there is a Zhangsun Yizhuang % j#f; see XTS 72.2406-2417.

12 The character is chipped and illegible in both rubbings. It is designated as illegible in TWSY, but
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transcribed as # in TMH.

13 The character is illegible in rubbing A and barely illegible in rubbing B. Both TMH and TWSY have
itas /F.

14 The character appears to be # inrubbing A and is illegible in rubbing B. Both TMH and TWSY
haveitas .

15 % in the inscription.

16 The character is illegible in both rubbings. Both TWSY and TMH have itas Z.

17 The character is illegible in rubbing A but legible in rubbing B.

18 #£ in the inscription.

19 g in the inscription.

20 fZin the inscription.

21 The character is illegible in both rubbings. Both TWSY and TMH have it as #.

22 The slab is chipped and the character is illegible in both rubbings. Both TWSY and TMH have it as
23 EE in the inscription.

24 4 in the inscription.

25 The slab is chipped and the character is illegible in both rubbings. Both TWSY and TMH have it as
.

26 The character is illegible in the rubbings. Both TWSY and TMH have itas 1l

27 Neither rubbing captures the character since it is on the edge where the slab appears to have
chipped off. It is marked as illegible in TWSY, but transcribed as #& in TMH.

28 o in the inscription.

29 The character is illegible in rubbing A, being located where the slab cracked. It is also illegible in
rubbing B because of chipping. Both TWSY and TMH have it as #4.

30 The character is illegible in both rubbings. Both TWSY and TMH have it as K.

n JA in the inscription.

2 4 in the inscription.

33 5 in the inscription

34 The character is illegible in rubbing A, being located where the slab cracked. It is also illegible in
rubbing B because of chipping. In the TWSY transcription it is identified as 4%, while the TMH
transcription identifies it as 4. I follow the TWSY here.
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35 The character is illegible in the rubbings. Both TWSY and TMH have it as 4.
36 The character is illegible in the rubbings. Both TWSY and TMH have itas f.
37 % in the inscription.

38 % in the inscription.

39 42 in the inscription.

40 2E in the inscription.

a1 45 inthe inscription.

2 AT in the inscription.
43 AR in the inscription. It is a character created by Empress Wu.

44 M in the inscription.
45 % in the inscription.

w6 & in the inscription.

47 1% in the inscription.

48 The character is illegible in rubbing A but legible in rubbing B as #%.

o W in the inscription. The character is legible in rubbing A (for once) but less legible in rubbing B.
Both TWSY and TMH have itas #&.

50 The character is illegible in rubbing A and barely legible in rubbing B. Both TWSY and TMH have it
as .

51 The character is illegible in rubbing A but very legible in rubbing B as .

52 & in the inscription.

in the inscription.

53 M in the inscription.
54 A in the inscription.
55 % in the inscription.
56

]

57 % in the inscription.
58 7% in the inscription.
59 % inthe inscription.
60 J in the inscription.

61 The character is illegible in the rubbings. Both TWSY and TMH have itas #t.
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62 The character is illegible in rubbing A but legible in rubbing Bas #.

63 The character looks like >t in rubbing A, on which, Zhou Shaoliang and Zhao Chao agree. In
rubbing B it looks like # and is transcribed as such in TWSY.

64 The character is illegible in the rubbings. Both TWSY and TMH have itas .

65 R in the inscription.

66 = in the inscription.

67 The character is chipped off in the rubbings. Both TWSY and TMH have itas 3.

68 % in the inscription.

69 There is no character in that space in the rubbings, although both TMH and TWSY fill it with .
70 48 in the inscription.

71 M % in the inscription.
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