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r e s u l t s , but Xia r e g r e t t e d t h a t he was no t in fo rmed abou t t h i s 
r e sea rch . Chang Kwang-yuan made i t c l e a r t h a t he had been aware of 
t h e a r t i c l e in Kaogu (1982.1) and had , i n f a c t , q u o t e d i t i n h i s 
paper ( f oo tno t e 44). 

As to the crack produced by Chang Kwang-yuan on the p l a s t ron and 
read by him as ausp ic ious , Chang Ping-ch'uan expressed h i s d i s a g r e e ­
ment with such an i n t e r p r e t a t i o n . According to h i s i n v e s t i g a t i o n s , 
based on e thnographic evidence from Yunnan and on anc ien t t e x t s , t he 
r e a d i n g of a c r a c k was c o n t r a c t e d anew be tween t h e d i v i n e r and t h e 
s u p e r n a t u r a l power s e v e r y t i m e a c h a r g e was made. We do no t and 
canno t know how t h e Shang d i v i n e r s a r r i v e d a t t h e i r r e a d i n g of any 
p a r t i c u l a r o r a c l e bone, Chang i n s i s t e d . 

Las t ly , Hu Houxuan c a l l e d i n t o ques t ion the merely u t i l i t a r i a n 
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of each f e a t u r e of t h e o r a c l e i n s c r i p t i o n s . He 
bel ieved t h a t s e v e r a l a s p e c t s of the o r a c l e bones, a t the very l e a s t 
t h e i r c a l l i g r a p h y , marked them a s works of a r t , made w i t h t h e 
conscious w i l l to express a e s t h e t i c beauty. Other such a s p e c t s may 
be the arrangement of the i n s c r i p t i o n on the w r i t i n g sur face and the 
c o l o r i n g of t h e c h a r a c t e r s ( n o t a l l c h a r a c t e r s on a s i n g l e bone o r 
p l a s t r o n a r e a l w a y s c o l o r e d t h e same way; some a r e no t c o l o r e d a t 
a l l , whereas those c h a r a c t e r s most v i s i b l y colored a r e f requen t ly the 
most c a l l i g r a p h i c a l l y a t t r a c t i v e o n e s ) . Hu ended by p o i n t i n g ou t 
s eve ra l examples of sp lendid , and a r t i s t i c a l l y conceived, p l a s t r o n s 
and o r a c l e bones. Without c a l l i n g i n t o ques t ion the v a l i d i t y of Hu's 
a s s e r t i o n s , Chang Kwang-yuan n e v e r t h e l e s s m a i n t a i n e d t h a t t h e s e 
a e s t h e t i c q u a l i t i e s had developed out of func t iona l requ i rements . 

13. DAVID S. NIVISON (Stanford U n i v e r s i t y ) 
THE "QUESTION" QUESTION 

ABSTRACT: 

T h i s pape r t a k e s i s s u e w i t h t h e w i d e l y p r e v a i l i n g a s s u m p t i o n 
t h a t the "charge" (ming c i 'Sp* fjtff ) in a Shang o r a c l e i n s c r i p t i o n must 
a lways be understood as a ques t ion . I hold t h a t we must d i s t i n g u i s h 
be tween what t h e d i v i n e r i s s a y i n g i n t h e c h a r g e , and what he i s 
do ing in t h e whole d i v i n a t i o n r i t e . What he i s do ing i s no t a l w a y s 
seeking in format ion ; and even when he i s doing t h i s , what he says i s 
usua l ly not a ques t ion . I p resen t va r ious arguments and examples t o 
show t h i s , e .g . : 

(1) Li Hs i i eh -ch ' in ' s r e s ea r ch proves t h a t t h e o r a c l e l a n g u a g e 
p o s s e s s e d g r a m m a t i c a l f o r m s , such a s f i n a l p a r t i c l e s and f i n a l 
nega t ives , for marking a sentence as a ques t ion . Therefore, I ho ld , 
our f i r s t assumption should be t h a t when a d i v i n e r does not use these 
f o r m s , he does no t i n t e n d h i s s e n t e n c e to be u n d e r s t o o d a s a 
q u e s t i o n . 
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(2) When two sen tences in the same i n s c r i p t i o n — e.g., charge 
and p r o g n o s t i c a t i o n — a r e a l i k e in form (both of them being wi thou t 
f i n a l n e g a t i v e s or p a r t i c l e s ) , i t i s a m i s t a k e t o c o n s t r u e one of 
them as a ques t ion and the o ther a s a s t a t e m e n t . But a p r o g n o s t i c a ­
t i o n must be a s t a t emen t . 

(3) I g ive some examples t h a t obviously have meanings r e q u i r i n g 
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n a s s t a t e m e n t s . A very l o n g c h a r g e c a n n o t be i n t e r ­
p r e t e d as a s e r i e s of s e p a r a t e q u e s t i o n s ( b e c a u s e t h e d i v i n a t i o n 
procedure y i e l d s a s i n g l e dec i s ion ) ; but t o take i t as a s i n g l e long 
c o n j u n c t i v e q u e s t i o n would be t o add i n t h e t r a n s l a t i o n s o m e t h i n g 
t h a t i s obviously not i n the o r i g i n a l t e x t . 

I then p re sen t p h i l o l o g i c a l arguments t o show t h a t t h e d i v i n a -
t o r y word chen |^j d o e s n o t mean " a s k , " bu t means " c e r t i f y , " a s 
Karlgren saw. F i n a l l y I o f fe r a ske tch of t h e p o s s i b l e evo lu t ion of 
the grammatical mood of the cha rge , from q u e s t i o n , t o t e s t s t a t emen t , 
t o p r a y e r or wish (which i s what i t a l w a y s i s i n midd l e Chou 
examples) . 

The p o s i t i o n taken in the paper i s e s s e n t i a l l y a development of 
t h e v i e w s of Pau l L-M. S e r r u y s and David N. K e i g h t l e y in e a r l i e r 
a r t i c l e s or papers . 

DISCUSSION: 

Chang Tsung-tung expressed h i s conv ic t i on t h a t the charge i n t h e 
o rac le i n s c r i p t i o n s was indeed meant a s a ques t ion ; he reasoned from: 
(1) the fac t t h a t even without a ques t ion word or ques t ion mark, any 
sentence could be made i n t o a ques t ion by proper i n t o n a t i o n , and (2) 
t h e a b s e n c e of any p u n c t u a t i o n i n Shang t e x t s . He was r e b u t t e d by 
David N i v i s o n who s t r e s s e d t h e f a c t t h a t t h e r e were g r a m m a t i c a l 
devices as ques t ion words Chinese speakers i n Shang t i m e s could use 
to e x p r e s s a q u e s t i o n , and i f t h e y d i d no t use them, t h e r e was no 
reason to suppose any s t a t emen t was meant t o be a ques t ion . Paul L-
M. S e r r u y s ( U n i v e r s i t y of Wash ing ton ) added t h a t even though a l l 
l a n g u a g e s know an i n t e r r o g a t i v e i n t o n a t i o n , the r u l e of redundancy 
a d d i t i o n a l l y r e q u i r e s s y n t a c t i c r u l e s fo r t h e c o n s t r u c t i o n of a 
q u e s t i o n . The e x a m p l e s Chang T s u n g - t u n g t r i e d t o adduce t o s u b ­
s t a n t i a t e h i s t h e o r y w e r e r e f u t e d by N i v i s o n and by Edward 
Shaughnessy ( S t a n f o r d U n i v e r s i t y ) who c o u l d show, e .g . , t h a t shang 

pa) in " ^ ^ J f - ® " d id no t mean " s t i l l " or " a g a i n , " bu t r a t h e r " I 
hope." This ChangTsung-tung was, i n the end, ready to accep t . 
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