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           A woman walks along the remains of the Great Wall of Qi in modern day Shandong province.     
                                                                          (Photo: @Shidong)





The original article “The Earliest “Great Wall”? The Long wall of Qi revisited” by Yuri Pines was published in the Journal of the American Oriental Society volume 138, issue 4 (Oct-Dec 2018) and is available to view on ProQuest here: https://www-proquest-com.ezproxy.uwtsd.ac.uk/docview/2202109017?accountid=130472&pq-origsite=primo 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Introduction
The Long wall of Qi is one of China’s great overlooked historical locations, having lived in China for many years I am ashamed to say that I never visited it, despite having been to the provincial capital of Jinan which lies very close to it. Perhaps the reason I never took the trip was that none of my friends ever mentioned it, in fact during my research for this assignment I asked several of my contacts back in China about the wall and to my surprise they had all never heard of it. 
In this article the author, Israeli Sinologist and University professor Yuri Pines, discusses the Long Walls history and significance by examining historical texts and modern discoveries to try to accurately date the walls creation and assess its military purpose, as you can see throughout the text these facts are highly disputed and there are many different arguments based a large variety of sources from throughout history and that is one of the many things about Chinese history in general that makes it so fascinating to explore because you never know when a new discovery might change everything you thought you knew about a historical figure or landmark. 
Reply
Throughout the first half of this article Pines presents his arguments for the dating and pathing of the Long Wall very clearly and using a fantastic wide range of sources, ranging all the way from long known ancient texts such as Zhushu jinian 竹書紀年 and Guanzi 管子 to Tsinghua’s newly recovered bamboo scripts. His arguments are very well written and even reference some of his earlier work which highlights his experience and expertise in this area. Having read through all of the available references (some of the articles or texts referenced are unavailable to me due to access restrictions or language limitations) I have very few issues with the arguments presented by Pines and agree with his overall conclusions about the location of the wall, the time of its construction and its military use and significance. However, I do have some gripes with the way in which the article is structured and how on occasion the author seems to quite quickly and without strong enough reason dismiss sources entirely. 
Dismissal of Guanzi
On page 745 the author discusses how some scholars have agreed that the relevant chapters in Guanzi were possibly not composed at the originally believed time of writing. Guan Zhong, whom the text is named after and attributed to, was a politician and philosopher who served as a chancellor in the state of Qi 齊 and died in 645 BCE, if truly written by Guan Zhong the book would suggest that the building of the Long Wall was some time before his death. Other sources place the building of wall at multiple different times during history but none this early, most being in the 4th or 3rd century BCE. The argument against Guanzi is that because the book has been edited and added to through time many of the book's chapters “reflect a Warring States-period situation imposed backwards on Lord Huan and Guan Zhong’s times”. Pines then straight up dismisses the source in the next line, I believe this is a rash decision and not in line with how valuable of a source Guanzi can be. Even if you believe the sections relevant to the Long Wall were written later almost as a historical fiction that is fine and I understand that there is a large group of scholars that have this view but to complete remove it from any discussion of the topic I feel is unnecessary. The author backs up this dismissal by referencing famous Shandong historian Zhang Weihua’s work 中國長城建置考 (The construction of the Great Wall of China) in which Professor Zhang himself expresses his belief that the Qing Zhong chapters of Guanzi were indeed written at a later period, probably during The Three Kingdoms age dating the erection of the Long Wall of Qi closer to 400 BCE. The fact that the author believes this to be true and references a very well-respected professor in the field to back up his argument is not a problem at all and personally having read Zhang’s work on the matter I agree with this side of the discussion but I do have an issue with that fact that Pines suggests on the same page under reference number 10 that a work by former Deputy Director of the Research Office of the Shandong Provincial Archaeological Institute Wang Yongbo and scholar Wang Yunpeng “hints also at the possibility that a Guanzi entry may be correct”. If this is the case, why isn’t this possibility explored in the article? Essentially, I don’t like the way in which the author has dismissed a potential source and then has said "oh but it might be right" in the referencing, give your own points as to why this is more likely than the other and try to convince the reader of your side of the argument, both sources present solid arguments and are written by very respected experts in the history of the Shandong area and so one cannot just be blindly favoured by the reader over another.
Lack of visual guides for the reader
Aside from the date of the Long Walls construction, the route in which the wall took is explored in the article. Only small sections remain today in the countryside on the outskirts of the provincial capital of Jinan and so it is very difficult and potentially impossible to plot the complete route of the wall. The author provides one annotated map to provide some context for the reader on page 747. 
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The above map showcases the state of Qi and the surrounding area as well as previously mentioned Zhang Weihua’s proposed route of the Long Wall, Zhang believed the wall was built in three stages: firstly, to the west between the Ji river and Taishan where earlier fortifications already existed, secondly the eastern section near the sea next to modern day Qingdao and lastly the central long section connecting the original two. This annotated map is very useful in providing the reader with key context regarding sheer size as well as the potential military uses and protection that the Long Wall combined with the Ji river could provide for a state in a time of almost constant war. However, I do feel like in the context of this entire article this one map does not provide anywhere near the amount of context that I would like as a reader. Firstly, even though this map has added details such as the dates of battles involving the wall it does not highlight the different sections of the wall that Zhang believed were built in different periods, how is the reader supposed to tell where the eastern section near the sea began and ended and at what time was it built. Secondly and most importantly, just having this one single map does not display the alternate potential routes of the Long Wall that are discussed throughout the article. When beginning his discussion of the walls route Pines mentions how the subject was almost unanimously agreed upon until the publication of Xinian which states: “The text in section 20 discussed above is unequivocal: “the people of Qi for the first time erected the Long Wall at the Ji [River]; [the Wall] stretched from the Southern Mountain to the Northern Sea.” The starting point, the Southern Mountain near the Ji River may well refer to the commonly identified location near Guangli village 廣里, Xiaoli 孝里 township of Changqing 長清 District, Ji’nan 濟南 Municipality.” As the reader I would like a visual guide to aide me in understanding where this proposed route would be, Bohai 渤海 is the inner gulf of the Yellow Sea and suggesting that the wall was built to some point on the northern coast of Qi near Bohai would completely change the purpose and history of the wall.
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Here I've visualized a possible route that the Long Wall could take from Guangli village (the red circle) up to the northern sea at Bohai with the Yellow River in blue, but I have no idea if this is accurate because the article doesn’t provide me with a visual aide to help me, the correct route might be interpreted to be the following instead. 
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The suggestion that the wall stretched from the southern mountain near Guangli to the northern sea means that the wall might have actually looked more like this and been built in almost a straight line from point A to point B. 
The second instance where the two Wangs mention the possibility of an L-Shaped wall does come with an external map in the references but unfortunately the official source is behind a Chinese paywall and the only source I could access was very low quality and featured only a blurry visual aide that was unreadable. 
One thing that I do really appreciate is that in this section of the article the author acknowledges the lack of solid proof available to him and admits his “inability to resolve the controversy about the possibility of a second, north-western line of the Long Wall of Qi”, in doing so he gains the trust of the reader while also not dismissing the prospect of future evidence being revealed that does indicate although unlikely that there was indeed a northern running section of the wall even though the military uses of such a thing would be very difficult to imagine.
Qi vs Chu
In the conclusion of this article Pines brings in the discussion of which much of the initial Chinese research has been about, is the Great Wall of Qi the oldest long wall in China and indeed the world? Pines introduces the concept of a Long Wall in the State of Chu and whether or not this was perhaps constructed before Qi’s. In this section the author compares to two not just in length and age but in practical and military use through a exhaustive list of references both new and old. In this section because of a much more trusted source in the divination slips from the Geling Tombs we can more accurately provide an estimate as to when the Chu wall was likely built, I enjoyed how the author contrasts this with the earlier difficulty in aging the Qi wall. Pines does an excellent job at bringing together these references and producing a compelling comparison between the two walls using both ancient and modern scholarship (Pines has excellently used the most recent scholarly work available to him throughout the article and blended it in with ancient sources seamlessly) in his argument and then added further context to the discussion by introducing other Great Walls such as the Qin’s and leads the reader to his viewpoint that “in analysing early Chinese long walls, we should pay attention not only to their similarities but also to their important differences”.
Conclusion
During my preparation for this assessment, I was reading through the article and its sources hoping to find something that I strongly disagreed with, however Yuri Pines brings together a very coherent argument backed by strong sources on both sides of the discussion and from both Chinese and Western scholars. The author understands his limits and excellently uses both ancient and modern scholarship in his work and unfortunately, I found myself agreeing with all of the arguments he put forward even if as mentioned in earlier I did find some of his methods a bit rash. As far as replying to the initial article I felt there was very little I could find wrong with the scholarly aspects of it particularly with my limited knowledge of the subject area. Throughout my research in the subject area I can find very little that Pines hasn’t used or referenced in this work and one could even use his extensive referencing in this article as almost a full list of available scholarship on the matter. Overall this is a thoroughly interesting and well referenced piece of work that presents a clear view of the situation of The Great Wall of Qi and its history from what was known in 2018.
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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Map 1. The Long Wall of Qi.
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