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i Su tarndSastra; have teachess; do the Raised Fist
and Eyebalbi DZg e n, i Kan Kpamnaghrafe)asci cl e

On the Construction and Deconstruction of the Honzan Edition

The primaryaim of thiswork-in-progressbibliographicalessay is
to informally introduce and examinsome materials and observations
regarding the extent and contentwafluminous, multifacetedraditional
(especiallyfrom Edo period, with somenodernexamples)commentaries
on the masterwork oEiheiD @g e n 1 (1200 1253) founder of the
SPt @ Zdmsisslene toshowhow thediverse set of workbelped
shapehe formation of the mo$amous version of thieeatise known as the
Sh o b o g e z(Breasury of the True Dharma Eyeven though it is
not favored by mosscholarsn Japartoday Thatversion is know as the
Honzan (Main Temple oEiheiji) editionthatincludes95 fasciclegnon
sequential chaptersand forms the basis fanajor complete translations
into English, including those by Kosen Nishiyama daln Stevens, Hubert
NearmanGudo Nishijima and Chodo Cross, and Kazuaki Tanahashi with a
team of ollaboratorgwho make numerous change&)notable exception
is theforthcomingStanford Soto Zefiranslastion Projediased orthe 75
fascicle editiorplusthe 12fascicle editionwith an additional 16 fascicles

A careful analysis of the history of traditionalommentaries
reveas that the first compiler of 95 fasciclesH a n Kogen, 35" abbot of
Eiheiji, did not initiate this edition untdround169Q nearly 450 years after
D@g e n dhereditionscOnsisting of 75, 6012, or 28fascicleswere
alreadywell known and discussed n S @t @ontnialy since the
Kamakura periodthe first three groupings were orgamizand debated by
D @ g e mselfawho first referred to his collection of sermains1245 as
isSh@b@genz@, 6 a titl e Hhreaddiienglater f or two other
versions wih 83, 84, and 89 fascicles weaailable. According to a
postscript by his disciplE j, @ D@gends unr eanpletelddd ai m was t o
fascicles. 8veral alternativeditionst o K oeffathwiish aimed to be
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a completecompilationin chronological order of althewor ks D@gen
authored ifJapaneseernacularkang), rather than Sindapaneséanbur),

were proposa during the eighteenth century. Thamevised versionf the

95-fascicle edition that was still incompletémissing five fasciclesyas
publishedoverthe course ofwenty years beginninip 179, as part of the

550" anriversary memorial o f t he ma sGeentd® Sleekautchh 1 , a
charismatic teacher who led reform and artistic movements while serving as

the 50" abbot of Eiheiji temple, oversaw this publicatiénmoderntypeset

editionof the 95fasciclesdid na appear before 190&ince the 197Qghis

version of the texthas been for the most part rejected roginstream
Japanese scholarshipspecially at Komazawa Universitiyy favor of a

version that cotmines older groupingsespecially the/5- and 12fascicle

editions with miscellaneoufasciclesalso included
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Figure 1. Cover of Hohzan Ed. Figure 2. Calligraphy of “Genjokoan”

An introduction to an excellent English tre:
was first published in 18115 h 6 b 0 dhadrexisted only in manuscript
form and was presumabily little known outside of a small circle within the
Sghi@r ar chy o ( Wa d dAsidd froma thedfactAhlatéhe dateisi ) .
a bit misleading for reasons to follow, the suggestion thatédst in the text
was severely limited to a small circle prior to the nineteenth century does
not do justice to all of the various versions and commentaries that were
constructed over the course of several centuries. Nevertheless, the

1 The authors do point out that Rinzai priests Mujaku and Hakuin also paid
attention toS h 6 b 0 gvetm thedformer joining sectarian critics led by
Tenkei and the latter very sympathetic and supportiie@ @fgéesn wr i t i ngs .
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trans| at tionthadDf enpd § ctaext took a |l ong time to t
relevant.
TheS h 6 b 0 égse pravisional and fluid work; this was true for
D @ g,emhen we take into account his own corrections, deletians,
emendations as seenhandwritten manuscripttill extant, and therefore
the situationof textual uncertainty applies even tod&yilliam Bodiford
notes:

TheS h 6 b 0 gheweweq is not just a single text, or even
just different versions of one text. It consists of many
different booksifiakior kan, ), which are bound together as
ordered fasciclesésshir - ) of the whole. Dagen composed

the booksnot as independent works, but as related parts of a
larger whole that consists of a beginning, middle, and end.
Dagen repeatedly revised the individual baoksd he
rearranged their order at least two or three times. Subsequent
generations compiled new versions afgers text, adding

or rejecting individual books and rearranging them
thematically or chronologically.

How was itthat the Honzan versiortook so long tocome into
existencewhy does its reputation persidespite challengeasndwhat are
the alternative versianthat should be considered for a serious study of the
work? The missing link for understanding this topiédging the origins of
the ®ct a s wel | as t he aant lconte@poraryi nt enti onal i ty
interpretationsand appropriationss to surveycritically the ample set of
commentarial writinggproduced during the Edo period. Though usuall
portrayed as a part of an extended phalsen there wastanost alimited
revival of S h 0 b 0 gstedies following a dearth of scholarship late
medievalJapan, this essajemonstrges that the Edo commentaries are
remarkably richresource consisting oflozens oftexts by numerous
commentats. We presenbelowforty authors responsible for over eighty
different commentariavorksduring the Edo periad’he most prolificEdo
authos, who contribute collectively nearly halbf thewritings, may have
favoredthe notion of having someersion of a 95ascicle editionbutthey
alsoregularlytook into accounttheravailable corilations. Theseauthors
are:
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It should be notedhat while Tenkei Denson produced just two
texts, he and others in his faction played a crucial role in shaping textual
hermeneutic debatewhile putting forward his own version of 78 fascicles
based on philosophical reflections derived from a philollgimalysis of
theChineseZens our c es D@ g e reanBanjindlenzan fadlien Ma n
took great pains to refute armlenr e pudi at e Te,mwkighi 6s approach
earned a reputation for heresy since it called
with ChineseTems i ke fApar asiandfigi ©i dlwloe mEool so wer e
used freelyTheirworkswere written during a time of intee intrasectarian
dispus @ out the meaning qwWhiclldipabaner composi tions
prohibition against publishing théhencontroversialS h 6 b 6 ghatwaso
proposed by the sect amaforced by the shogunatem 1722 t01796.
However,the majority of commentaries weeetually penned duringhis
time, partly as a way dafircumventng the proscriptionsinceexplanatory
texts were thought of differently froractual editions. The nain debate
concernedvh et h er DH8 argeramoust éZtinese sourcdse cites
appropriately since he frequently alters or recastieir wordings in
examples of what some observers refer totas e  mafisctreerabtsi v e
misreading thatbring out deeper levels of meaning by reading between the
lines or plumbing the hidden profutigis in seemingly ordinary phrasdés
prime example is when he interpratst he A Uj irToi mMeMBeifnagsci cl e
the conventi onal W @jomarutokiro sfiggestithatt i me s 0
fal |l ©beBreagl smegjilw), and all times are all beings.
Alternatively, some observers askas it simply the case that
D @ g was notas infallible as presumed? This debiat®lved many of the
samefigures, including Tenkeand hissupporters questionin® @ g
facility with Chinese as opposed to Baj i n Menzan, Honk @, and Manza
promotingD @ g e n ,tookwphrtin another discord inveing the process
for selecting temple abbacy successibmany casemany of these and
numerous otheEdo-period commentators were remarkable figyredo
produced much philosophy, philology, and calligraphg¢ g ar di ng D@gen and
numerou®ther Zen textsnicluding those usually associated with the Rinzai
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sect in addition to contributing in othevays to the growth of the religious
institution.
Since World War ll,based orstudies of Edo commentaries in
addition to the discoverin the 1920%f cruciallonglostD @gen mat eri al s,
especially the I12ascicle edition of theS h 6 b 0 gaadh thedMana
Shobo doe coltedtiono f 3 00 ki@&hinesesaiphetise 95
edition has bee challenged by nearly all recef@panesecholars. They
geneally preferan editon based on the division of 7fascicles+ 12
fascicles, plus other miscellaneous sections, for a total of anyivber&2
to over 100 fascicles.@netimes this editing effort results in ¢scicles,
but it is different fronthe standard 98dition in sequence and some of the
content, whereas some versions of the Honzan edition actwaitgin 96
fascicles. D clarify the different meaningsssociated with the terifi®5
fascicle editon 6 si nce the distincti,wmns are not usual
propo® using the following categories:

95K0 the original Kozen version in the 169@ghich has
96 fasciclesin some versiondone was spurious and
dropped)

95Hd& the Honzan edition first published byeGit @ t hat
included only 90 fasciclesby 1816 becaus the editor
chose to leave olifascicles that were later addexit

95Md any modified version that alters some aspects of the
sequence of fascicles, which applies to some of the
available English translationas well as numerous
eighteenthcenturyand some latefapaneseditions

95D a 1 de 9bfascidleovérsion that represents
75+12+8 dhers= 95, althoughthe total number varies

Following this brief introductory section, whidhcludesat its end
a list of selectedcontemporarysources,is an attempt to develop a
comprehensivést of traditional commentaries, starting with the Kamakura
era (11851333),in addition to selected examples from the modern/Ara.
setof explanatorynotesaccompaniesghe list to explain some of the main
features ofS h 0 b 0 gahalazship ineach historical periodKamakura
Muromachi (1336 1573) Edo (1603 1868) and Modern (1868). The
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significance othisinterpretative contextas discussed with EiteéBolokan,
anlsraeli researcher r ans| ati ng D@gen into Hebrew, who pol
Moshe Halberta an eminent scholar of Maimonidessbrew University,
once remarkedhat the more commentariésere areabout the works of a
pivotal thinker, the moret clarifies the significance and deptla$ his
words.On the other hanahis also poins to the fact that these teachings
were not so coherent, consistent, and easy to grasp, but rather complicated,
subversive and multifaceted, generations of studenheedo try toclarify
themfrom different standpoints.
To explainbriefly the significance of the text and its auti@rd g e n
founded S@t @ Ze-peribdddapananbsed hiKphilosophy r a
of justsitting meditation ghikan tazaonstudiesof Chan hehadconducted
in Chinathat lastedour yeardrom 1223 t01227, during which he attained
enlightenment under the tutelage of mentor RujgigMount Tiantong
monastery TheS h 0 b 0 gvasnwrti@nbeginning about five years after
DOgeretdrgolapan, when he -Hawedhé sthaic)geamytoy
knowing only that his eyes are vertical and nose horizontal, and that the rain
pourdownwhile clouds float abovéhe mountains © T h at ahead he had
full of ideasbased oris studies andpractice ofmeditation,rather than
hands loadedith regalia or ritual objectas trophiesThe title is based on
a Zen sayingn the crucial dialogue between Sakyamuni and Mahakasyapa
that implies the text represents recorded insifg#s into the quitessential
reservoir( 2 of Buddhist truth § h §).bTée textconssts of a series of
sermons, lectures, and essays, most of wiverte delivered to an assembly
of monks in a growingnonasticc o mmuni ty, first at K@shg@ji tem
Kyoto until 1243and therat Eiheiji templewhich opened a year laterthe
remote provinces north of the capjtalear the sacred peak dflount
HakusanThe sermons were recorded and editeédt her by D@gen hi msel f or
his main disgp | e and s c ri1280% who Bvas@nvo{wiit9es
furthereditingof various versiosa f t er D@gends deat h
Appreciatedfor its intricate and inentive way of citing Chinese
sources with elucidations in Japanese vernactiiaS h 6 b 0 dpas torzgd
been the cornerstone of tdmredlifyt @ approach to
encompassing dllumarsin addition to sentient beings livimgaccord with
rigorousreclusivetraining based orthe unity of practice and realization
(s h u s h)o This wietv 3ees enlightenment not as a final goal but a
continuing processf seltcultivation The tex is alsohighly prized in the
Japanese intellectual historical tradition for its eloquent exposition of the
metaphysics of impermanenam ¢ ) that has a resonance with the works
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of Ch@me)aknid K @sulemfiregusa among other noeZen
Buddhist writers of the period. Moreover, tBeh 0 b 6 dgsénareasingly
celebratedn worldwide studies of comparative philosophy of religlon

Kyoto School thinkers in Japan and numerous Western interprete @ g e n
is appreciated for presimg a modern worldview byexamining the
existential quest for spirituawakening in the context of a dynamic view of
existenceand adeconsructive approach to disarse,while maintaining a

strict commitment to mvarying ethical standards yatcommodating the
shifting concems d particular situations andrelativity of human
perspectives.

As important as it is for historical and philosophical reasons, the
S h 0 b 0 gemairns & mysterious and confusing text thatginaen riseto
numerous misunderstandings or misleading appropriati@osut its
background and intentionality¥lodern scholars in Japan have shown that,
largely because the collection afsays wa not published in the mastes
lifetime and, in fact, wasstih ei ng revi sed amB] ddated by D@gen
(or after)the time ofhis death, there are mabgsicmisconceptiongabout
its constructionindeed, the first statements typicallyade about the what,
when, and why of the erk can be called into questionheS h 0 b 6 gse nz 0
usuallydepicted as consistingf 95 fasciclesandwritten over a period of
neaty twenty-five years (123011253) aimedfor monks practicing at
D @ g e mastknown religious site today, Eiheiji. In contrast to this
stereotype, there are, as mentioned, many different editions with varying
numbes of fascicles that were primarily compos@der twothirds)during
an intense period of activity from 1240 to 124vhich wasprior to the
establishment of EiheijiThe main fascicles composed at Eiheiji are part of
the 12fascicle edition that in many ways has a different rhetorical favor and
ideologicalbent tharthe previously written fascicles.

Even a cursory look atsome of the titles of Edeperiod
commentaries revealdiow much diversity and conflicttranspired
concening the meaning and significance of tiseh 0 b 0 qaeseenid
relation tothevarious editions, althouginysensef discordwas eventually
eclipsedfor the sake of preserving sectarian identifya unified vision of
the 95fascicle edition. Our aim is not to try to show that theefifion is
wrong or flawed, but that it represents but one of numerous options
including editions of 75, 60, 12nd 28fascicles, among other variations,
sowe can understarttie reasothatit is no longer preferred in mainstream
scholarship. So far, very little has been written aboutdheeof traditional
commentaries in Western researelmd what does appear tends to reveal a
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dubiousstandpoint based on twamisleading assumptiongccordng to
William Bodiford, an expert on the varioeslitiors, fiToday, when someone

remembers D@gen or thinks of SPt @ Zen, mo s t
automatich | y t hi nk sShodfb 6 DBhig &indd of automatic
association of D@gen with this work is very mu:

In earlier generationsnly one Zen teacher, Bokusiishiari (1821 1910),
is known to have ever lectured on how & 0 b 0 gheuldzeé read and
understood The study of DJgedh o baongtmnedpeci al |y his
become the nor m Anothet Stiwlararguedthdicpernitourr v . 0
to the last decades of the Tokugawa period, $hé 0 b 0 gvasnazgely
unr e ldodvever,while Nishiari was an important Meiperiod figure,
who hel ped -éstuiyteireattn@vheieannmaly at Eiheiji and
othertemples since 1905eand hiscolleagues clearliuilt their repertoire
of knowledgeon studis of dozens of Edperiod worksthat can no longer
be overlooked.
One misleading assumption i@ significantoverestimationof a
period of supposed dormancy of the text that is saidatee lasied four
hundred years from around 130Ghen two main early commentaries were
written, to1700, when there wasravival of interest. It is saidpf example
iBy the end of the fifteenth century most of [
hidden from view in temple vaults whereyhe became sedtret treasures. o
is true thatfter thefirst commentarieproducedoy the early 130Q9ne in
prose for the 78ascicleedition and one in verse for the-@kcicleedition,
there were no other rjua works until the migl600s. Bit, based on other
kinds of activitiesthat took place with regard to the textus giving
evidence of intense interefdsting through at least the middle of the
fifteenth centurythe secalled dormancyrobablypersistedess than 200
years (mid1400s to miell600s at the most)Furthermoredormancy is not
at all surprising in thatmuch o f D@dgen's corpus was being reac
circulated in certain circles, but not formally commented on in an era
otherwise dominat ed Zdnsects bySchtormeS@t @ and Rinzai
or Missan ¢ textualmaterials The® documentsvere passedn esoteric
fashiondirectly byateacher tasingle or asmall handful of disciples.His
was also an era prior to the explosion of woodblock printing that occurre
in late 17th century Japan.eMertheless, it is clear thabpies of various
editions ofS h 0 b 0 gvére still being made the whole tastwo major
editions were produced in the 1400s: one in 84 fasdigi@®onsea t Dai j @j i
temple founded by Gikai based onpexding the 78ascicle edition;and
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the other in 83 fascies by Kakuin at a branch of Eiheiji templeby
expanding the 6fascicle edition.

The inactivity of the Muromachi periodis significantly
overestimatedronically as a kind of echo of the narrative of Edo revivalists
of DZigen eager to account for why there was an applaehbf scholarstic
studies. According to that view, the hiddenness of the text reflected the
philosophical point thateadingit was not needed by the enlightenadd,
convergly, paying too much attention wa sign that its true meaning had
been forgotn.

The second miskhding assumptionis a rather drastic
underestimatiomf productivity during the Edperiod revivalas part othe
movement known as Restoring the Origins ofthe’'Sect ¢ (s hat 0). f uk k o
This wasbegun in the early Edo period Bandéan Ei)s h'u
(159116 54) , who mo v éam thé Gusskir®d pfiKyoto ® the | e
town of Uji andcommented on many important n8@t @ Zen cl assi cs,
including the records of Rinzai ar@hinesek @an c o.lGeseshil g nsan
abbot of Da i yréi¢ the fitsteEnepetiosl commentariesn
S h 0 b 0 ghatrareextant, continued theeform efforts. Figures such as
Manzan, Menzan, andrenkej al |l Gesshl di sciples despite
disagreements between Tenkei and dtieersare generally mentioneidh
brief discussions of the efsee Appendix V))For example, arief essay by
Nishiari cites with idiosyncratic evaluationgist threeEdo commentaries
(Mongeby MenzanShikib y  Z @kijsanb y H o askf@hjs wa a
completerecord although he does mentidwo more items that were
controversialB e n oy Tenkejwhoc r i t i ci ,amddoPB@gen kogi
by Ot s y wh@ refuted TenkeiA full list goes significantlywell beyond
thesefew names to covallozens otommentaries

During this time, the debate between Tenkei and Manzan over
templesuccession was more or less the same debatedtiatred in regard
to interpretingthe Sh 6 b 6 gpa nz d ¢ u | asrusey(or DES)eoh 6
Chinese sourceas well as his oasional attacks on some Chiné3lean
teachersTenkei's point was tha freewheeling revision of thears tser 6
textsbased orhis own sense of correcting the questiondliénese usage
in manyS h 6 b @y epnazsveas apeestablbecausgultimately, it took
part in thefreewheelings pi r i t orift wad & deastpreferable to
devotal copying. For the ManzaNlenzanBanijin faction, that effort was
not permissible, evethoughthese leadsrwerein agreement with Tenkei
in commenting on SonGhinesetextsi ncl udi ng k.@4hind col | ecti ons
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faction included Shigetsu and Hafjkvho disagreed with Tenkei but tried
to be moreobjective in their analysis thahe Manzan groupYet another
clique included Tenkei offshootS e nr @ "Heer y {1720'1813) and
Flgai Ho n K1979 1847) composers of th&on Flute (Tetteki
tosui) kZan collection.
In the Edo period,he most igorous activity in commentarial
literaturetook place during the period of the publicatlman of1722 1796,
a phasehat coered Menzan'sentire career Then, to break an impasse
caused by Manz anfaxiclaeditoodedvedyfromotie7sa n 8 9
edition and Tenk efaséck editionobased on the-60o0f a 78
edition, first Kozerand then Ge t a@entury lateworked a publishing the
95-edition. The guiding organizational principle was to capture in the
chronol ogi cal order of their composition al/l 0
i ncl udn cdh@wahi@oevas not includeéh other editions but, after
being discoveredni the seventeenth century, was positioned as the first
fascicle since it was writtegarliest,in 1231. The heydayof the Honzan
edition lasted through World War ,llespecially with the prominent-3
volume paperback editoed i t ed by Et @ Sm1038y and published
Iwanami bunka By the postwar era, f@Et@ds version wa
various reases and taken out of print.his versionof the Honzan edition
wasmore or less replaced by thewer75+12 editionsespecially in another
Iwanami bunko publication edited by Miuno Yaokoin 199Q who
developed an important chart for understanding the relation between the
various editios (translated as AppendidilA and B. In these versions,
iBend@wao is i ncl ude dSignificantschslarship!| e ment al fascic
by Ishii S h 1,dk@gamishimaGe n r KawamuraK @dd @, |t @ Shil ken,
Ts unoda an@l many gtHersascontinued to make advances in the
postHonzandirection, with a recent theme emphasizing about half a dozen

falternativé v er s i (bepmoioffascicles partic@@drol y fABukk
and 0 Dhatj ifguodérstood, are seen as being crucial to the shaping of
the entire collection.

Some of the main aurcesused herein(first Japanese, then
English}

AzumaRyl shin ,D0o gen s(fotyo:jSh u ghp, 1982).

KagamishimaGennj 6 § ,D6gen t o s(@okw: Seishimr y 0
shobo, 1961



S®&T& ZEN COMMENTARI ESH @BIO ®EAGEMD S

KawamuraK @de vy , A Sh @b ddedrgzed, on o, edsh os ak u
Kagami shi nmad GeanmaKi aKos hogshapl980f® kyo: Shunj i
72, esp. 4632

KawamurK @ debal.,edsDogen zeRvols( Tekhyd:d Shunjlsha,
19981993), esp. 2:71Z17.

Komazawa University link wh vast digital filesof r ad i t isouces] S @t @
http://repo.komazawa.ac.jp/retrieve/kityou/0kenseki.html?tm=1498940
429560

&t aTetsuo , Shobogkinzkai kor o(Kokyooy 6go jiten
Dai h@rinkan, 2012).

fiSh 6 b 6 gShuppad no ashigiok i c h@s ho ni miru Zen no sh
bunka 6 a 2010 Exhibition Leaflet produced by
Museum of Zen Culture and Histody [ 3 ¢ [ .

Shobogenzo chhkavokensheds. Jinb@ Nyoten and A/

(Tokyo: Sh@b@genz@ chilkai iZ&8nsho kank@kai, rpt
Terada T@r u anbdo gheivasu(hog072y,4l:616 6323
ZengakuDaijiten Tokyo: Taish k ahoten, 1985).

Bodiford, Willam M. S0t 6 Zen i n (ManaulueUnigersityd a p an
of Hawaii Press, 1993).

2 Kawamuraconsidersthe most importantG o s Inyd SenneK y @ gnd

1283 1308 on the 7&dition;Ichijisanb y  H onrd K7@n the95-edition;

Shikiby Z@kai GmsHS 79eeom in the eontext of Honk®
edition; B e n doy Tenkei in 1726, putting forward a -T8scicle edition;

Nai pbppyo R@ran in 1791, supporting Tenkei in 1
Manzan, Menzan, Banijin, and oteeandMongeby Menzan in the 1760s,

later revised by Fuzan in 1776, on some fascicles from thedlBion (the

simple, direct styleled to the monikerBaba Menzan or iGr andma
Menzano) .

3 This highlighs G o s,h 6Me nMoage 6 sH o 1Bla @ ¢ $1 & GKhikii 0 s
TenkBedmshRONanpwpeon z Smdd e, Mujakk Kserd s

Shotenr oku Nz gpostiedb Keiteld
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________ , ARemembering D@gen:inEiheiji and D®@g
Dogen: Textual a ned. Steves Heinei(Mew IYorkSt udi es
Oxford University Press, 201@07 222.

AiText ual Genealdboghege naf Tk&Edeum,l and

Historical Studiesed. Steven Heine (New York: Oxfotghiversty Press,
2010), 1541, this isa revised version of the unpublished typescript essay,
fiMajor Editions of the Sthogen,0 originally seminar notes.

Heine, StevenDi d DOgen Go to China? eVNhat He Wr ote ar
Wrote It(New York: Oxford University Press, 2006).

Readingsi n Dogen’ s (New &brld cCelumbia
University Press, forthcoming).

Kim, Heeldin, DO g en Ki gen: Nwcsdni Wnivdrsitydte a |l i st
Arizona Press, 1975mpt.Ei h e i : NIystigabRealis{Boston: Wisdom
Publications, 200¢

Kodera, TakashiJameBpgen’ s For mati ve Years in China: An
Study and Annot at ed-kiTlormlonsRowledgecand of t he HOKkyoO
Kegan Paul, 1980

Okumur a, Sdhagéna:iBadaisafiahisibo/ True Dharma Eye
Treasury: The Bodhi sat t Dlalna EyEl@ u r Embracing Ac
(2003).

Riggs,David E.fiThe LifeofMe nzan Zui h @ genBepdapaner of D@
Reviewl6 (2004, 67 100

Rut schman Byler, Jiryu MarkifeandiS@t @ Zen in Mei
Times of Nishiari (UBBdkeky,2004)0 M. A. Thesi s

Tanahashi,Kazuaki, et. al., trans.,Treasury of the True Dharm&ye
(Boston: Shambhala, 201@sp.xxii xcvii.

Waddell, Norman and Masao Abe, traish e Heart of DBogen
(Albany, NY: State University of New York Press, 2002).

s Shobogenz

The liss below divided by periodareconsecutively numbereid
chronological order, while recognizing that some dates for authors and the
works they produced are overlappingaternatelyunknown Additionally,
someoftheentieshave a brief notation explaining the wc
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Many of the workshave either generic or obscure titlegthat translations
are tentative imumerousnstances.

Kamakura Period (118571 1333)
There were only two major commentaries produced during the

Kamakura period by Sentey g @ and Gi un, but these both

important and influential in the history of the tradition, althotlygsehave

barely been introduced into the world of Esgh s chol ar ski p on D@gen.

the end ofthe Kamakuraperiod there were four maieditions two with
importantcommentaries

75 fascicles, mainlyusedat Senneds iW&adan t empl e
established after he left (or perhaps never wentt h  D@g e n

to) Eiheij, and al s¥QOk®] K@jiemdes v s

Noto peninsulaan interlinearprose commentaryikigaki,

was writtenby Senngthe only commentator whactually

heard most of DQ’Jgire]:Z&éorearIieri)’ginal sermons

and this was supplementedby his disciple Ky @ gnd
Ki ki g &k30&thedextis knowncollectivelyasGo s h 0
or Goki ki g altoughh dhe works can stand
independently

60 fascicles, which includes/ fascicles from the tfascicle

editionthat arenot includedn the 75fascicleedition, mainly

usedat Eiheiiund er E| ZandatHdd k @ i€mpie

founded by Jakuen, D@gmewiss main Chi
followed by Giun;then,Giun wrotepoetic commentarwith

capping phrases in 1329 while served as™abbot ofEiheiji

12 fascicles, mainly usecht Kei zano6s ttoagnpl es; t hi s
rumored butot identified as suchntil a manuscripfound

at @ik i ;nit iMclad2s7 one fascicle Al ppyaku

hachi h @ mpa@vagmever part ofthe Honzan edition

thus creating a new 9@scicle edition

28 fascicles, apparentlykept privately by B a t Ei hei ji and
known as Himitspor Private,S h @b @ gwhictzidludes

fascicles not found imnd thusis supplementary tthe 60

fascicleedition

r ema i

B
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Sennealso editedthe first volume of D @ g e T0&adume Eihei
k 0 r aExiensive Recojd which includeskanbun sermons given at
K@sh@ji, as well as the nintanbuand tenth vol ume
poetry with over 250 exampleGiun, along with Gien and otherassisted
Ej @ in transcri bi 8d 0drddpsucdipdspecialy some of t he
in 1279 when he worked on 4&4K@OkGpdoeifiAngo, o0 and
discovering a manuscript ofie therlostH 6 k yid k289 and becoming
abbot atEiheiji in 1314 At this juncture,there simply was no sense of
creating a 98ascicle editionwhich was mainly triggerddterb y Manz and s
89f ascile edition produced in 1684, just a few
that took him several years to compldtevould take anotherentury before
the project of completing an authotitee edition was realized ira
woodblock print

1.8 Koun Ejiees8y 11098
1 4 K@my @z @[ Bammalihi Treasurkw 10f AK@my 30 ]
n.Contemplativee b or at i o ndboyn DiKg®mmydo® main disciple

2.1 ©0Senne (n.d.) and Ky@g®@ (n.d.)
K ¥4 Sh@b@genz@ kikigakish®d [Recorded Comr
Sh@b@genzd]
fi, . h Q¢ nA oo« - 1 oo A 1T 0m
¥os.o xR’ "Oi i dF Ly
D@gends direct disciples, Senne and Ky@g®@d, ar

commentaries on the fascicle edition. Kgg@b s -part1(1308 remarks

on S e n-mobudesKikigaki text (c. 1283) are known as Inner Chamber

Comments (Kageshitsushoy ) and the combined text, since ¢
work is no longer extant independently,isko v ar i ously as Kikigakishg,
or G&sh@or Sh @b fhip evaszti® ordyhinferlinear prose

commentaryprior to the Edo period

3.7° Giun (12531333)

K Sh@b@genz@ hVersesavikhGagpping Bhkases
onSh @b dgenzd]
m. 6 fio vy d -~ . This includes

Gi u n-6haracterd-line kanbunverse poemslong with capping phrases
explicatingthe various fascicles of the #@scicle editionThis was the only
other major commentary prior to the Edo period
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4. "0 Daichi Sokei(1290 1367)
A * Daichi cs hd@&junishu[Two Verse Commentby Priest
Daichi]; this includes two kanbupoems, one on the theme of receiving a
copy of the text obnSh@Akedd&daz@namd ndhé astched e |
Daichi, ananomalous 1c ent ur y Sitiréveled dorstadyen
poetry in Ching in the Edo period there were numerous commentaries
interpretinghis overall poetry collection

Muromachi-Period (13361 1573)
The Muromachi period is usually portrayed as a fallowagghin
D@gen schol ar shiSh, bd guesmeagicted hsi partof t h e
what HeelJ i n Kim call s t he fi degtr whicha g e of sectaria
emphasized not the study téxts but personal relationshépthat were
sometimes recorded arelentually publishedbut were generally kept
privatelyin archivesThat stereotype is true to the extent that there were no
major commentaries composedn d t he S@t @ sect seemed preoccup
different forms of egression, particulary h @ m anaterialsincluding
Kirigami (| i t . RAipaadditienrto recdrded spysngs)texts of leading
masters uc h as Ga s thatoftenindorpdratdd goenmentstbe
Five Ranks ¢oi) and other aspects of Chinese Chhaught, including
many topics and references usually associattitthe Japanese Rinzai sect.
During this phase, not onl h 6 b 0 d& alsp@mostallot her D@gen
writings were not subjected to criticahalysis or interpretation. iy a
small handfubf works were in circulation, includingihei goroku(a highly
condensed version of th&i hei firsi rpobkshed in 1358
FukanzazengiGa k u d 0 y,andT enrs zZhaik(and gerhaps other essays
that in1667became part of thgihei shingicollection) D@genédés ot her maj or
work,Ei h e i ,wWaé moopkinted or commented on until the Edo period.
Meanwhile, the&s h 0 b 0 gnvbich zv@s noyet in apublishedorm,
was apparently available in manuscripts held at numerous temples, but with
so much variety andariability to the versions that the nai of forming a
standard editiothat could be recognized as authentic by all parties, while
introduced, was far from being realizeHowever, in contrast to the
commonly held viewthat theS h 0 b @gvasnomly usedn a formal or
symbolic sense of generating prestige by a temple or teacher owning a copy
but without necessarily even reading there clearly were important
scholastiadivities related to organizing and, by doing so, at least indirectly
interpretingthe significance of the collectiolthough some sectors of
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SPt @ Zen became known for good works, such as
irrigation, or for folk religious elements, such as exorcisms in which

Shobogagizags suchHas wéregsemefin@kudel ihe

absence of textual commentaries doesweoessarilyeflect an overall lack

in erudtion, as isoftenreported.

Some of the mairactivities of the Muromachi period werthe
publication in the 1350so f Giunods r e c dudidgelds sayi ngs, i nc
S hbdgend commentary that wasontinuallycopied by his followers, and
the organizatiorof an 83-fascicleedition (at Eiheij) andan 84-fascicle or
Bonseiedition ( a t Dwith anZg3fasgicle variation). Both of these
combined the 7#ascicle edition with additional fascicles culled from the
60-fascicle edition, includingome of thdascicles also containeid the 12
fascicle edition The 83edition was compiled in 1433 by Kakuin Eihon
(13801453)at Rur i kiaged o@iueimp Il le ¢ we aopydfghg o 6
60-chapter editionwhile adding twentythreeextra chapters from a 1430
copy of the75-fascicleedition. This edition represents an early effort to
compare the 60and 75fascicleversions, and it is noteworthigat Kakuin
considered the 6fascicleeditionmoreauthoritative Moreover, in addition
tohods copies of Giunds c onhnoebndtgaernyz dand various
many copies of the 78ascicle edition were being made throughout the
period, includingn 1333, 1339, 1472, 1500, 1532 and 1546, thus showing
the primacy of this version. A notable copy of theeglition wasproduced
in 1510, and thiscribal activitycontinued through the Edo period.

Moreover the main sectari akenzdih ogr aphy of Ddge
which is importah for understanding the sequential developmanthe
Shobogenzdnnecti on with owahpeoducecdvents in D@genbd
in 1452 as part of the 20@eath anniversary. Was repeatedly copied in
the following centuries befofdenzan emended #ignificantly in theTeiho
Kenzeki in 1752 for the 500 deathanniversary Therefore, if there was
dormancyin terms of scholarly interesit lasted far less than two hundred
years, rather than the four centuriethat is frequently mentioned.

Nevertheless, there may have been a sensé&thad b 0 gvasra zacick
writing that defied analysis or simply was beyond understanding due to its
arcane references to Chinese sourees, it tookvarious external factors
generated by changesdapanese societyr intense interest in commenting
extensivellonD @ge n 6 s ntake terewedo r k
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Edo Period (160371 1868)

The Edo period saw the beginning of 1,804 retreats for studies
oftheSh 6 b 0 gaesn znde | | as the role of Il ectures given
such as aKd cISgdiplds @ jTokyo. Thishelped trigger an
explosion of dozens of commentaries written by many leading teachers
examining the philosophy aimdudinghi |l ol ogy of DJg
reference works such as dictionaries, lexicons, concordamceésijtation
indexes, in addition to elucidations of hermeneutic issues interpreting the
text ds meaning from both personal / experienti e
standpoints. Other stimations included the impact dfileo-Confucian
oriented textual studies and the effects of th
southeastern China in the msdventeenth century, causing a revival of
reading and writing irkanbunas well as attention to the igsof ethical
behavior related to theoretical expositidmssedon studying traditional
continentaltexts, especially voluminous Song dyna&tiyjam sourcesin
addition the Edeperioddanka(parish systenestablshed by the shogunate
forced all Buddhist sects to emphasize the identity and value of their
respective approaches distanced from rival viewpoints, thus elevating the
status of D@gends magnum opus as the major cl
There was also a concerteffort by Menzarto stanp out the proliferation
of Kirigami-based teachings for representing too much concession to
esotertism at the expense of covemt@d scholasticism.

Near the beginning of the Edo period, several important
commentaries were composedy Bandan (not extant), Gesshi, W
the earliest one available that greatly influenced both the Manzan and
Tenkei factions, and other monk3essh favored the 84ascicle edition,
and copies wer made of his version it680 and 1708This helped st the
stage for subsequent developments in studies of the philosophy and
philology of theS h 6 b 0 gsewelkzad practices related to the texch as
extended periods of retreat along with ritualized sesremd prepared
lectures An underlying factor innew approaches to interpreting
S h 0 b 0 gvas thecantroversy about whether succession should bedbas
on faceto-face transmission sometimesguiring a change of lineagas
apparently endorsed I8/h 6 b dgMfennzjanddpromoted by the Manzan
faction (this effort started in 165&ven before Manzanjn contrast to the
older crosdineage processg(a r @ rob successiorsupportel by the
Tenkei faction

The controversy about succession was linked to two other main
intra-sectarian debates: (a) whetherédd t o what extent D@gen may ha
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misunderstood the many Chinese sources he cited, a position supported by
Tenkei along with Rinzai scholastisonkMujakuD @ ¢ ,lsd that both were
considered heretical obcyeatively devedopedeam S@t & monks,
and rdined the Chinese sources for his own philosophical purposes, as
supported by the ManzavienzanBanjin faction; and (b) the distinct
practices ofattainingk e n /saltodfor Tenkei andf emphasizing goldss
shikantazd or Manzanb6s faction, which refuted Tenkei
transmission and his evaluation of D@gend s p\iderit anl o gy e
Shobogenzd
In the lateseventeentltentury Manzan compiled an 8fscicle
edition in 1684 and Kozen compiled aR&cicle @ition (with onefascicle
that proved spurioQsTenkei, whose original commentary was on the 60
fascicle edition favored by Giun (althoughobablyfor different reasons),
eventually countereih the 1730swith a 78fascicle edition in which he
revisedand even rewrote some fascicles, although this was not published
due to the ban. Thenderlying point invovlvingsuccession and philology
controversies was a classic discord between the themes of the continuity of
identity (Manzan) and the emphasis onuidliality and difference (Tenkei)
In any case, tracking the citatiorsh(ttemy ) used byD @ g mfluenced
all factions including Tenkei and Menzan.ue to hisknowledge ofSong
Chantexténci t i ng t he works of Hongzhi and k@an coll
Giunbés commentaries were greatly appreciated.
The prohibition on publishing th& h 6 b 0 tastimgArom 1722
1796was proposed by the mainstream S@t@ temple i
concerned with stifling the multiplicity of (supposedly false) approathes
interpretingD @ g e n by, Mujakun &né iothers, andhe Bakufu
government supported this staneewever, thaperiod of threequarters of
a century was perhaps the most fruitful for commentaries and reference
works by various eminent master s, including |
Shiget su, HomdedManyRidhese commentariks continued
to refer to the 78ascicle and 6@ascicle versions, especially the Senne
Ky @gGDb s hcommentary on the former editionA number of
commentaries acknowledged or supported the newly developtd&ble
version, but often had discrepancies or disagreements about thexodder
sequence of the fascicles in questicBener al | y, , 0 d@nGenj @k Jan
anomalous work that was written in 1233 as a letter to a lay follovirema
popular among Chane ac her s but not reoameddne again by D@gen,
first fascicle invarious editions (%, 60,one of the95 versionsincluding



S®&T& ZEN COMMENTARI ESH ®@BIO ®EGEMD S

Tenk8edasManzanhoost eenr REManppand ZJkai
Shik). But it was not so in Ma n z a n-fascicle 8edlition (it was
i Ma k a hla @ m g @ ortn snostvérsions of the 3%asciclesincluding

0s

Honk®dmsdMZazeasti Gept 6 s (HioBreznadn@ weadodi )t.i o n

In addition to commenting o8 h 0 b 0 gtleere zvére extensive
commentariesvr i t t en on o rahging froDEhgiegorokdtoe x t s
Eihei shingj Fukanzazengiand Ga k u d 0 y, owhichnhadh Bieen in
circulation during the late medieval period, to newer trends such as looking
at the full version ofEi hei ,Mamak&hom@§aenzboddoei
(Japanesavaka poetry collection),all texts previously unavailabl& @t @&
commentators atsinvestigated Mahana sutras and Song Chindsgts,
including var i ouwsch dsiekiganrokypS H deycd ri cmknus
Mumonkan Ninden gammokuplus the records ofDongshan, Rinzai
Yunmen,and many more

The Honzan edition of 9fascicles was first pblished from 1796
1806 by Ga t, e 50" abbot of Eheii known forwide-ranging efforts to
maintin the Manzain nspi r ed (actually started
before him) attempt o @ r e & the thige®ntikcenturyteachings of
D@gen and eddipn@as parhof $he550" death anniversary
ceebrati on of Déhgteeimpdrtant ekample of résBofation

was the production of theeiho Kenzeikizue | | ustrat ed edi ti on

annotated i o g r a p h yrigindlly p@iged mKenzei, the 4" abbot
of Eiheiji several centuries befofBhe Honzan edition was completed with
a boxed seissued in1815, althougHive fasciclesD e n 6 e ¢, Shshos s
J i s hdai, and dukaiwere still withheld from release untthey were
includedfor the first time in @ 1852 (608" anniversarygdition.

50" @ Gesshl Si69%) (1618
K XSh@b@gen[zT& andsschrai bed Edition of

6. ' Hanj @ Koi1e98) (1627
K v. . Q@ xSh@b@genz@ Kyljlirokumaki
[Complete Transcribed Editonof§6as ci cl e Sh@b@dgenz J]

7. Manzan D@y (1636
K _ Sh@b@genz@ no henshil kgtei
Sh@b@genzd]

by Banéan

of Me nz a

Sh@b@genz¢

no kesshil

[ Revi sed
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(# . y.) (Manzanbon Hachij lHasgidemaki ) [ Manzands
Sh@b@genzd]
] K N o EheiSh@b@gédyon@bpd [Prefaces to D@gends
Sh @b @§ our zeBions]

K Batsu Ei hedniSh&@h JgRrmgté&cri pts to D@gen

Shob @ § ava wi@ions]
K 8a, Batsu Sh@b@®genz® Ango maki [Postscript

iAngoo]

wu N T@kaku gi bidAngwers th ¥arisus Kinds of

Queries]

8. b Tenkei Denson (1648.735)

a. K -~ Sh@b@gengO@ommeamgtes on Sh@b@genz?d]

b. K Sh@b@gen@nmeonahiions on Sh@b@genzd]

i "6 Qv n+. Initial Edo period commeary on the

6(}faSC|cIe editionnote that Tenkei also devised his ownfé@8cicle edition
by adding 1&ascilesto the 606fascicle editiorwith corrections in addition
to revisions of the original textvhile alsorejecting some fascicles outright
even though he includeéferences to Biversion of a 9&dition

9. | %Toku@ Ry®@K®) (1649
K YVEi hei ShbRxgefnazd® jt@d Ei hei Sh@b@genzJ]

100 + 1 J@zan Ry@k@ (d. 1736)
»~d . Sh@b@chakuden shishioikushl [Collectec
from theDirect Lineage of the True Dharma]

11. Muj ak u D @dm$)Note1aRiBz8 monk
K Sh@b @g e gy gtical onnppme nt s on Sh@b@genz?d]
2 A K SEQ . o, xm, 8 Fa r oy f
r i 6+rH v "R 2z - i 1 D "’ o N
BRI v f 3 4 x 1 )
Explicating differences between Sh@b@genz@ te
based on vari ous f a sfasciaeledition, inckuiding i n Manzands 84
NKeisei sanshoku, o iDende, O AShisho, o AShin
ABukk@j dji, o AGydji, on fisleusks h @, & HaXkhug u@ hji i, sos @i, Sce
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AMitsugo, o ﬁBukky@é (Buddhi st Sutras), AMenju,
AJishgd zangpa®, & fiDaj shznulo, 0 figesaku sendaba

12 +. Menzan Zuil79 (1683

a. K ~ Sh@b@genz® "mofiGen] Gk Jan, 0

iBend@wal oA Zanmai @Reworded @@Emmeénts dihree
Sh @b @ Fascickesee also Fuzan Gentotsu

b. Kk = Sh@b @g e nz @ [Record of Referemdes Cited in
Sh@b@genzd]

o . y. .S . x n . References from
Me n z a nfésaicle @dtion pertindrio the60-fascicle collection.

c. K 10 Sh @b @ghyakaja®u ketsu [On Correcting
Mi sunderstandings of Sh@b@genzd]

) ~ S f ° o X .Criticisms of Tenkei 6s
Sh@b@P@Pehbhenge
d. K M “ S h @b @ ghmmakudutsuzan [Poetic Remarks on
Sh@b@genzd]

F . y. .ooos A I T m,

6 “# Poetic comments on Giunds poems and
phrasesontheéasci cl e edition, based on the versions
95-fascicle edition (including the collection of 60 fasciclesthwan
additiona 35 fascicles)

e. K " Sh@b@dgenz PnthaUsod Jaganese Vernacular
in Sh@b@dgenzd]
f. K . X Sh@b@gen DD Ok[Bdied hTtanscribed
Edition of Sh@b@dgenzd]
g0 K 1 " Sh@b@genz@ s [COhnents ow theg dse h @
of Japanese Vernacular in tSt&andard Edition o8 h @b @gen z @]
D" A .On recorded sayings cited in Sh@b@ger
Japanese and Chinese sources.
h. \ Yuki yor odan [Rrédacg amd Rostssriptote n
Fireside Chat on a Snowy Evening]
iu. B ATaq Gi Ei hei oshiyui [Refctian® shi mi t sukakuben
on How to Discern Complete Enlightenment in Light of Criticism of
DOdgends Shdb@dgenzd]



106 STEVEN HEINE with KATRINAANKRUM

13.. *, Ot sud@ Kanchl (~1760)
K ™™, T Sh@b@genz@ ZSupplergeatal Lekt@easion
Sh @b @ goe Ore Gontinuing Tiea]
o} [ R o { 1 . Refuting
the theories contained Menk ei 6 s Sh @bbAspdmaialy®n benc hi
examiningt h e AfJMieknij, w0, 6 and AShishoodo fascicles

14. m Q"1 K Shigetsu Ein (1689.764)

a. K N Sh @b @g & mie@[Pr¢fales toSh @b @§ va z &
versions]
b. 4 "Nenpy@ Sanibry @@rose Goknments on the

InexpressibleTruth ofthe 300c a s e S h @ theigitalnvorid dnthe
Mana (Kanbn) Sh @b @gennz @ c ofeafuring Kats without 1 2 3 5
commentsand its connections to the Ka(Mernacular)Sh b dgenz @

15. "H Chokushi Gentan (~1767)
K iy Sh@b@genz@® H&€hami fj Gahdbons of Tenkei 0s
Annotations on Sh@b@genzd]

16. () Banjin D@A77®n (1698

a. K Sh@b@dgenz®r ihi sthdd Comments on Sh@b@genzJd]
K ¥ .Banjino6ss coonmmemed Ki kigakish@
commentary
b. K H Sh@b@g e n z Bdditosak mwestigations of
Sh@b@genzd]
C. K Sh@b @genz J[Rédsponsesoto Grikicisms of
Sh@b@genzd]
o} K . Countercriticisms o f Tenkei 06s
Sh@db@dgenz@ benchl
d. K Sh@b@genz@ [Addikosal €amments wn
Critiques of Sh@b@genzd]
e. K/ Sh@db@genz@ sh@t efCdtioaku hoketsuroku
Comments on References CitedSirhn @b @ge nz @]
fi, m o . F N .Remar ks on Menzanods

studies of referencested in the 75fascicle edition
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ff. K . Sh@b@genz@ Mebhijuc umakidenof Sh@bdgenz?
AMenj uo]

g K . Sh@b@genz@ Bubissoc usaskiidore nof Sh@b@genz @
ABussoo]

h. kx .4 . Sh@b@genz@ darmakigenj I san Busso

[Discussion ofSh @b ge Hz ¥dsi &13e, ABussod]; note that nu
system varies

i K T Sh@b@genz@ Dai Dsaugsipndof ma ki ben
Sh@b@genz@ fADai shugy@0o]

j. K . "*.  Sh@b@genz@ dai rokujl Daishugy@ me
[Discussion of Sh @b @ge n'ziddsci €0 e fdDai shugy@o] ; note t
numbering system varies

k. K Sh @b @g e n[PridatelCorsnteriis o8 h @b @gen z 3]

l., " 3 Eihei ha goiberiDiscussion oD@ ends Approach to Five
Ranks]

m A " Muj @ s e pQisgusdio@oBah b Pdgenz@ AMuj @ sepp@0]
n.4éd Sankyp it { Dikemssi on of fAThree Teachings ar
0. K Sh@b @genz J[Résponsesoto Cridicisms of

Sh@b@penz @

p. %o 0 T ’ Takasosunaseki zai TokusanDaii

Unmon nadoben[Consi der i ng Criticisms by D@gen of Li
Guishan, Yunmeretc]

17. 7 Guan D@y Qak@K?D0ohy)

) K HTenkei shirazu Sh[Rea®Oegenz@d no yurai golf
for Tenkei s Misunderstandings of Sh@b@genzJd]
18.” Hirata Sidi79@ (1702

T K X Menzan henshil Shhb Odemzan 6ts@s h a

Edited TranscribpeEdi t i on of Sh@b@genz?d]

19. TOmy @ Ry Qil&r8) (17009

a. K «xSh@b@gen[zT& ankschrai bed Edition of Sh@b@gen:
b. «x K Y K@estu Shgh®Bgenade| o ShOb@Bgenz?
Manuscript]
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20. 1 Katsud@ HOARD (1719
a. K W dzZy Sh@b@genz@ ky@kaShodbdgerigd san
sanchl k ¢ ) [Annotated Studies of Kanji References in
Sh@b@genz@]
y, . D D . This represents the first annotations
and comments on the kanbun sections of thta88&ide edition as compiled
by Honk®
b. K % ~o' rSh@bdganz@shindgnBkan k
[Practical Instructions Based on Interpretatons &h @b @genz @
iZazehshino
c. K s B Sh@bOddemBPi 6 méPieicingehe®y 1 hi
of Sh@b@genz@ AShGji o]
d. K 0, RSh@b@genz@ TsukiAccoumtkof t okush@ s dki
Sweeping AsidMi sreadi ngs of Sh@b@genz@ ATsuki 0]
e.+ T @& Shaku fushakd yakoben[Mistaking or Not Mistaking
Story of the Shap&hifting Wild Fox]
K ~* b&eB, T A a e 7 n.
This interprets the k@an of fABaizhangos Wil d Fc
fiDai Dhaungdy AJi nshin ingaod fascicles
f. «k ‘& Sh@b@genz@ hi nmobidgmorjdu ki nk @j i s@san
Notes on Giunds Verse Commentary on Sh@b@genz®?

21.1 1 Ery@ BOKW@4)( 1719

a. K "H An Sh@b@genz@ ¢[Paep Eanverkatiosse K i

I nterpreting Sh@b@dgenzd]

b. kK 61t ~ Sh@b@genz@ shinkoku k@shiben [Evaluat.
Edition of Sh@b@genzd]

Y . W we fi, v i

' fi w ’ 6 bI’ . On the

.sectariarancestral implications of organizing the Honzan Edition of the 95

fascicl e SHafdn @ ghe THasEiclei edition as well as various

fascicles not fand in the 75ascicle edition

22. Fuy@ R@ria8es) (1724

a. K d Sh@b@geni@®rreaipm® Comments on Sh@b@dgenz
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) v A y. '. .R@r an, &erbfhar ma
Tenkei,interprets the 9%ascicle edition as influende by Tenkei 6s Benchl
commentary
b. K d 1 Sh@b@genz@ reinpve &ditiknZoh o n
Precious Comments éhh @b @dgen z @]

23."H Gent @ Sokidgomi (1729
Ky '. 7 H* Sh@b@genz@ Kyljlgomaki honzanhan s
[Official Honzan Edition ofthe 9% asci cl e Sh @b @genz J]
24,40 , Zakka ZQiK#8) (1730
a. K Sh@b @g e n z [Additorélc Aninotations on
Sh@b@genzd]
b. K *RSh@b@ge nzP& rsshoinkail Notes on Shdb@dgenzd]

K TZ ¢ Y O . énterpretative

annotations investigating HKhyogh@6s | nner Chamb
sudi es of Katsud@d Honkdds Shdb@genz@d kyakutai i
25. "J@toku Ry@zui (~1787)

K -~ Sh@b@genz@Rewvi sedi Ecditi on of Sh@b@dgenzd]
26. s'H Fuzan Gentisu (~1789

K ~ Sh@b@genz®@ monge [Recorded Comments on
(based on and often attributed to Menzan)]
T "H y. . .-7n the lineage of Menzan, Fuzan

interprets the 98ascicle edition that the mastesmpiled

27. AN Taigu JunBog)d (1759
f K “ ® [ 6 HonzanbanSh @b @g e n & Kaihak @s h |
ak u[@wtiﬁ Compilation and Publication of the Honzan Edition of the
h @b B@genz D]

28.1 'H Erin Genry@ (~1813)

K -~ Sh@b@genz@Rewi sedi Ecdi ti on of Sh@b@genzJd]
2. v Sod@ Ontatsu (~1813)
T K ~ w [ 0 HonzanbanS h @b @g e na Kaihak @s h 1

aku [@rytiﬁ Compilation and Publication of the Honzan Edition of the
h @b @dgenzd]
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3. v MokushitsuiBgBpyd (1775
K " Sh@b @ge nz Eapping Kbragse Comments on
Sh@b@genzd]
3. wm Mujaku Kgsen(17751838)
a. K 7 Sh@b@genz@ s liFdrther Remarkskon ¢ h @

Menzands fiReferences Cited in Sh@b@genz @o]

b. kK + xSh@b@ge nz Bonstendsto@Eranscribed Edition
of Sh@b@genzd]

32. - Honshl Ylran (~1847)

a. K ~ Sh@b@genz@ n {RevisddIEditbrowith e 6 i r e
Annotations of Sh@b@genz?d]

b. K + xSh@b@genz @rasstridet Buitibnaof the Senne
Ky@dg®@ Commentary on Sh@b@genzd]

33.e d n Tadaichi Seiin (~1861)

K ~ Sh@b@genz@Rawi sedi Eedi tion of Sh@b@genzd]

34. v BY Sod@ Ontatsu (dunrgi@3) namdd )Tai kan

t K , wCh@koku Eihei Sh@b@genzg

hanrei ho md KoinmoFkaulries fiing the &Records
Examining the Customary Sequence and Ordering of Fascicles]
S, Zw X Kooy 7, w 1

T : .
Discussing the formation othe Honzan Edition of the 9fscicle

Sh@b@genz@ wi tplesgbtheretiting af thestaxt e x a m
35. . Banzui(n.d.)

K " Sh@b@dg e n z Furthea Qommeanis on the Use of
Japanese Vernacular in Sh@b@genz?]
” ® . Remarks on Japanese vernacultatitins

36. k Zengan Rinsei (n.d.)
K . Sh@b@genz@ [GaldctedsComnsents Keéping to
the Beat of Sh@b@genzd]
K o, s N Ox m, 6 fio ¥ h .
Zengen, in the Bonsei lineaget Da i | ,@ijovidest7ehangrterdine

of

rokuyu

Sh@b @
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poetry explainig vari ous f asci-fadcieles editofh of Bonsei 0s 8 4
Shdbdgenz @

37. 4 M Tokumine Naoats(n.d.)

a. K Y4 xSh@b@genz@ ki[kangrb&diEditomoPt Js h a
theSenneKy g @ Comment ary on Sh@b@genzJd]
b. K gzi* Sh@b@genz@ [Recordsyplhvestigatiprys Sf
Sh@b@genzd]

c. K XxSh@b@genz@ vCommenth & the dse bfa
Japanese Vernacular in Transcribed Edition of
38. * Kashimine Yoshik{n.d.)

K ¥+ xSh@b@genz®@ sh@dt Psha [Comments on Transcr
Sh@b@genzd]
39. HZ&nin (n.d.)
3 K N 0 4" Shosha Sh@gb@dgenzTregV@bed kuk @sanshu [
Comments Introducing a]Transcript of the Sh@bg
40. Taichi (n.d.)

K * °~ Sh@b@genda @ jEspeitat Comments on the
UseofJapaese Vernacular in Sh@b@genz?]
" 3 \ Z . co . Further examples of

instances of the Japanewrkonwvgrdaduarbary as cited i
references
41.f @AbShinn@ Kuin (n.d.)

K Sh@b@gendMiHdkriyngj it he Donkey of Sh@b@dgenz
T 1Q 1 ‘ 6 1 T .Comparing Tenkei 6s
theories as contrasted withbyakuMeunzandés theories
ketsu
42. [+ 4 Author Unknown

K at Sh@b@genz@ kakoku [Corrected Readings of
fi, . * . Linguistic remarks on the #ascicle edition



112 STEVEN HEINE with KATRINAANKRUM

Modern Period (18681 Present)
The following list covering briefly the period of modern Japan

from the Meiji era to the preserns highly selectiveand includes only a
relativdy small handful of representative editions aadholarly studies
from among the hundreds of works now available.sEhenge from firg
detailed scholarly referenceand interpretative materials to many
introductoryprimers(n y 0 mo J howto-readit books(yomikata ),
discussion topic workévadai ), reflectivecommentgshinshaku n),

and evencomic book (manga = ) versions. th addition there areother

kinds of publicatonssuch as a host of fitransl ations into
J a p a ngesdeignyakuH - ), since the original language used by
D@gen, | idueerandnmny othef exabriples of traditional religious

or literary works, could not possibly be understdgdthe typical current
reader without the crutch of paraphrases and simplified sentence structure
or vocabulary.
&uchi Seiran, a r pmd @ctivish fernrmioderhay t eache
Buddhist reformsedited the first modern typeset edition of thef@cicle
text published in 1885z u ¢ Wwas largely responsible focreating the
S h u s,la &rgmiendously abbreviated version of$hie 0 b 0 gwhichh®
readseven timesn preparatiol that does not mention meditation and is
used mai nl y dndconfeSbha@n 18791 Teizag Sokuich
(1805189 2) published an emendaffheon of Ej §b6s tex
summer of 1905, a few years after the'T@Aniversary, saw the first annual
Ge n-g, @rSh ob o guemmerstudy retreat, held at Eiheiji and other
temples for intensive investigations of peutar fascicles, recalling Edo

period 1000-day retreats as well as teachings delivere& atc h i | Dj i and
Sei shdj i, semidanesirp okyo, bydleadng masters such as
Menzan.

Ok a S @t ©1821)(aldBaén@isciple of Nishiari, who was
first exposed to the text when he heard lectures in 1841 by Daitotsu Guzen
(17861859) at Kichid @jrndearn dGdtattaeer Zerariynie (d. 186
led this effort Followed and in some ways surpassedibgther disciple,
Kishizawa lan (1865 1955) Nishiari wrote the main commentaries
(Keitek) of the early twentieth century that part assessed the value of
some of the main examples of Egeriod commentariesNi s hi ari 6s
interpretations were severely attackbg a former disciple, Yasutani
Hakuun (18651973.Anot her early commentiator was Akino K
1934). Thekak ear,m 0Ge mMzDA g,& tades  becused | i st
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for eminent scholamonks The next year, 1906, was marked by the
publication of the first official and completypesetversion of the 95
fascicle Honzan edition; thisditionwas useds the basifor the massive
Tai Shdnsha Bbdihisttéxkcpnipilation in 100 volumes, with
theS h 0 b 0 gmpenadng irvol. 82 #2582. The initial modern example of
Dogen’ s Co mwds @ublkshedMo 49% by the Eiheiji branch
temple in Takyo, Ch@kokuji

SinceWorld War 11, there havdbeenmany multivolumeversions
generally referred to a8 e n 'y a k u c [Coamplete Annotated Modern
Translation3, that provide interpretations, commentaries, and paraphrases
with notes and clarifications of varisueditions (either the 9fascicle
edition or the 75-fascicles + 1Zasciclesedition), usually with varying
degrees of accuracy and reliabilifyhere are at least four major postwar
editions all known aDogen zenlPdgemr'nshGompl ete Wor ks
although they have different editing styles and tssini the respective
versions of the textA convenient, but at this point rather hopelessly
outdated from a technical standpoimnjine edition of the 75ascicle + 12
fascicle + others edition is found at: http://www.shomoniji.or.jp/soroku/
genzou.htm

Through the various periodsvith their permutations, from the
medieval to the moderperiod,including the postwaphase the original
G o s tnmmentary on the #ascicle edition has remained the single most
important interpretative guidepost influencismmany other commentators
But it is the Edeperiod commentaries that most greatly imghetseminal
moderns c hol ar shi p of #shighlighted inla L196Ebooke nr y 1
Dogen zenji —ko o0itre’ny gwbghkeukentsidegn 6 s
sourcesfound in Chinese Chmand eher Mahayana Buddhist writings.
Since thenthere have been severalain trend inS h 60 b 0 gtadiegind
Japan

The first main trend was to continue the Eduoeriod faus on
developing citation indies to determine how and wily@ g e nrred te f e
Chan texts. Thi$ e d | s hforiexaBptefocafuet he r eason D@gen
seems to fisread Chinese is that hhelied on an obscure source called the
Zongmen tongyaadiji _ (Shdmo n )twhighovashpapular at the
time of his traveldo the continent but eventually fell out of fashionwas
eclipsed by other versierd Zen stories in numerousongYuan editions

A secondmajor trend was stimulatedby timely ethical issues
involving questions of socialiscrimination and nationalismyhich
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compell ed contributors t o t he Critical Budd |
t

met hodol ogy to emphasize he priorit
Ainew dr af-fasciclocblledtidn eompagedtotfiecol der dr aft s
the 75fascicle and 6dascicle colledbns This was seewis-&visD @g e n 0 s
own ethical stancascontrased with contemporary practice.Wftherit was
approved or not, this standpoint has caused nearly all scholars to accept that
the 12fascicle edition must be juxtaposed with thef@scicleedition.
Finally, themost recentmportanttrend in textual hermeneutio$
theS h 0 b 0 dnas beedto examine internal evidenceolmng the way
D@gen was revi si ngvarmusfascoleseprocesseen r e wr i t i
in manuscripts that imeded deletions and insertions. There were several
alternative or changed versminown asbeppon , which reveal
important convergences with other texts, especkilgik 6 r .0 k u

y
0

43. . Bokus an .kKaiBokasarNish{ama , 182111911)

of what
of

ng

a. K -~ Sh@b@genz@EReéviesed Editi,on of Sh@b@genz¢

95 fascicles
b. K @, Sh@b @g e n z @Intkoduicter@Koied © the
Sh@b@genzd]

c. K i Sh@b@geni@Bdkéiyti mlgi Comments on Sh@b@genz®

CE F . o « \

W 4 . H .Ni shiari 6s sermons on

the 60fascicle edition, edited bglisciplesT @y ama Soebayashind Kur e
K @ daad published in 193Qunfortunately, half theoriginal text or 30
fasciclesis no bnger extant. Also, ithe late 189QNishiari published his

lecture noteon Sh@b@genz @, plafk Z2@kai&ds eShiekli tions

MenzaMa@o sh@ and By akwjdakdest sgioplusigrech & @
comments on other Edperiod works

44. K e & Kishizawa lan (18651955)

K . Sh@b@gen z(d) CCempletd Commentary on
Sh @b @ g 85rascidlps
CE Ny .Ki s hi 2Z&wlantesermams on the

95-fascicle edition

45, 4 K@zu Setsuzan (n.d.)

1 « & . - Sh@y @dai shi sei ky@ zenshl
[Explanga i ons of the Compl et9fasBiclesr ed Wor ks

kai dai
of D@ger
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46. b (1912 24)
Tai sh@ shinshl -erd @dllectidk @ Byddhibt Tapitakalh, &
vol. 82.258295 fascicles
47.1 & _«, Jinb® Nyetenp an88BndP Bundei (n.d.)
K ~ 3 (1924r pt. 1957) Sh@db@Aneotatedd chi kai zensho
Collection ®ffasBidle®b Bgenzd]
48.- =Et @ Sokiu#ss)( 1888
a. K Sh@bgJdgShmdP O §efascios
kK Qi 10 1N rem, x 95,
ST . 3 zZ ’ .

Published in three volurseby Iwanami bunko and later by Kokushoin
gy Dk a ieditiont by ia gprofessor and former president of Komazawa
University (Komazawa Daigaké I ), a higher education institution in
Tokyo founded by S@t@ Zen in the
department of Buddhist studies in the woiilsl,an edited version of the
Honzan dition; it also includes othlematerials; there is a usefuttonary

at the end of vol3

1880s that S

b. i 8hlso toshite no D@gen Zenj i [ Zen Mas

Founding Patriarch], apirited defense of therthodox standpoint as
opposed to secul ar asapgldwide phiosophino n s

of D@gen

Kyoto School figursuchasWas uj i Tet sur @ pablishedTanabe Haj i me;

in 1244 by Iwanei shoten, with a recettanslation by Ichimura Shohei
4. o Sawaki Ku@eas) (1880

o . , Sakaki I ,K&wgCanpletesWorks of Sawak]
500 W ~ @&kub@ DJs$1944) ( 1896
no« (1930, rpt. 19601970 and 1989)DPgen zenj i
[ D@ g e n dete WOrKSIOS fascicles
v N1 . . 5 ’ K
y K T

Publisr{eafirs_t by Chi kuma s hob@gndagame n

zenshi

reedited and

reprinted by Shnj T sha; but ,in the later i§ hodhegsgte n z &

same version as in the first volume of 869 Chikuma edition
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5. ¢+ " r K (1952)

Honzanban s hukus aloszan P®dked bEditjoa naf &,

Sh @b @] Brazscidles

S .. H T 95, o >

(i .Published in one volume by @&torimeisha i
edition, thisisthe 98 di t i on compiled by Gent@ Sokuchl as
theS Jt O ManeTample (Eiheiji)

52. K ,2vols. (197072), 75fascicles + 1Zascicles
Sh@b@yepmnblished by | wanami wdsoten in the Niho

12&13, edited by Terada T@ru, a French I iterat
D@gends view of | angua g-ka, and Mi zuno Yaoko, a

53., K " , 27 vobk. (197482), plus 10v0ls. (1992 2000)

Eihei Sh@b@genz® shisho taisei; [ Formati ve

Shdbdgenzd] ; a comprehensive collection of ma r

reproductions of the texts, with facsimiles of various versions as well as
multiple manuscripts of diérent editions and collections

54. 7+, 18vols. (197073), pus10 vols. (198893), 95 fascicles
SOt @ shi zensho [Compl &t.@ol,Wor ks of S@t@ Sect ]

55.° - Mizuno Yaoko (19212010)
K (rpt. 19901993)S h @b @ g ehhz@b, B, g® faszidks + 12
fascicles + 5 others
k T, 3 no«. ’ K An
HOQ 3 “r . In four volumes published by

Il wanami bunko based on a revision of &kub@és C
most accessible versi@stablishinghe new tradition omultiple divisions

in the text

56. 4 « . ,7vols. (19981993

D&@gen zenji zenshil , ,75ie&ilesnrdasciClesmp| et e Wor ks ]

+ 16 others with the same name as an earlier e&kubo
another more recent edition,editpraabl i shed by Shun
including Kawanu r a K @dl€d1iX odont ai ning the Sh@b@genz@ is
considered the standard modexfition that contains e ver al Afalternativebo

versions  (beppon
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57. ¢~ I shii Shjd@ (1944

a. 0 GzS@dai zens hi[Studies oftte Hikterynok y 1
SongDynasty Zen]1 988) (Tokyo: Dait@ Shuppansha)

b. 1 7 0 81 2 K ;] Chligoku zenshishiwa: Ma n a

ASh@bdgenz JdDiscussionsnaf the thistory of Chinese Zen: )
Studying the KMaR873hQPKPoeonzPdZen bunka kenkyljo

5.6 i Kagami shi (@alagmemr yl

A« v O " azD@gen zenji dby @tnédrydnagor oku
kenkyl [ Studi es of D@genods Citations of Zen
Buddhist Sutras]1965) (Tokyo: Mokujisha)

3 a’ i« A 7 0o+ 4w . The impact of

Buddhist sutras and Chinese Zen recorded sayings éan¢he t 6 s .f or mat i on
5. Y Kawamura KPpdg (1933

K 0 &z Sh @b @ge@geirtsis mi t e k i[Historical k y 1
Studies of the For rdt9i8an o fT otklye : SsdBludg d rs h@))
K A iz K Y Q1 . Studies of the impact of
D@genbds collection of 300 k@an cases in kanbu

based on the Kanazawa Bunko edition

60.a 0V Hakamaya Noriaki (1943
n & K PBgen t dJ IBruikkkayrdb o n
h @b @g e nz @Dchea and Bugdhish The 12Fascicle
h@b @ §1092% @ o k y o : huppan1999) s

62. A Nishijima Gudd Wa f uc2004) 9 1 9
K V12 vols. (19781985) (Tokyo: Ita rghgokudd)

Conclusion

To offer a fewconcludingremarls on appeciating the role played
by extensivepremodern commentaries o8 h 6 b 0 gteismnesg€ay has
focused primarily on the impact regarding the historical formation di%he
fascicle editim in relation to other versionButure studies magxplain the
intricate connections between the philosophical implications and the
philological analyses provided by the commentaries. Beginning especially
with Tenkei's challenge suggesiithat % g dad misunderstood Chinese,
Edo commentators realized that before movirigrward with an
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interpretation of [@gen's idiosyncrationanner of citing sourceshey
needed to take into account and resptmthis critique. Therefore, their
philosophical views were based onexaminations of the rhetorica
underpinnings of Ben's discourse, including his unique appropriation of
texts combining Japanese vernacuiplications with Song dynay
locutions. In many ways, that conceamains the main aaeof attention for
current researchers in the field, whose methods were previewed and are still
largely determinedby Edo-period predecessor€ne cru@l lessonis to
learn from thelengthy scholastichistory to distinguish between pseudo
linguistics which derives from ideological assumptions superimposed on
thetexb ased on wh a inteims oiZérsheayiahdtbrprasticey
and aropenendedchermeneutic approaca philology. Thisoutlookenalles

the text taspeak for itself in revealingdistinctiveset of discursiveontexs

that are evaluatedin light of contemporary standards for historical
assessment.

Another factor to take into account in assessing the situation of Edo
commentaries is that so many of the authors were multifacetegdigBest
known in this regardare Gessh a calligrapher and artisMenzan, who
wrote over a hundredvorks, including analyses of earlier commentaries;
andGen®, wh o a lifisimschelarship and calligrapbhy. Numerous
other figureswere very active in a variety of wayso that their comments
on one particular e represent the tip of an icalgeso to speak, in terms of
overall productivity.Moreover,nearly all wereinvolved in wideranging
institutional reform as well as spirdurevitalization movements.

Finally, this article not only sheds light on the historical formation
of theS h 6 b 0 ghetralgodindicates how its interpretive traditions were
shaped by ongoing editorial efforts to constrihet authoritative version of
the text. The research on commentaries furthermore shows the outline of
what is understood today as the evolution frera n Kstudies based on
religious practice) tk e n Kopjeéctive historical analysisps such, the
complex history of forming th& h 0 b » dpemrs a strong affinity to the
evolution of diverse methodologies efh 0 g @dnaminational studies
propagating a poimbf-view about the meaning of the text). These
standpointsinclude traditionalism ¢ e nst hol ¢ &kaddition to reform
(shins h O g,aflexible (yasashis h G g,aakducritical fiihans h 0 ga k u
approacheswhichd ebat e whet her and to what extent
unchanging aah varied or shifting and fluid aspovisional(toriaezu®

) body of writing hat embodies biown philosophy of the tentative

DOge
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fullness of beingime (uji). As Eidwritesof iK uy @ s bia thei 12s u
fascicle editionfiDuring the summer retreaf 1255 | made aredited copy
frommylatena s t e r dtsasaat apblished version, las would have
surelymade additionsind deletions. Since that is no longer possibéan
leaving thedraftintact ©

Therefore, the creation of an authoritative testich as the 95
fascicle editiopfunctioned as a catalyst for developing somewhat contested
and conflicing hermeneutic traditions that over time may have disputed or
sought to replace authority based on a revamped sense of autheaticity
being true to the authoros iThesenti onality as
interpretive models were at once amcome of the editing process and a
strong element in eventually decowmsting its results, once held as the
unguestioned authority and now seen as preliminary and in need of
correction.

Note thatAppendix I, II, 1ll, and IV present various lists and legb
docomumenting thdifferent versios of theS h 6 b 0 @qral theirdoles in
the formation of the 9%ascicle edition, whereas Appendix V features a
multi-epochal fobw-chart highlighting key stages in the process of
commentary and text formation.
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Figure 3. Steven Heine with Ishii Shudo and Wakayama Yiiko
reviewing a rare photo-facsimile edition
stored at Komazawa University in 2016
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Figure 4. The cover page of ""'Bussho""
showing revisions and deletions made by Ejo in the 1250s
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Appendix |. Shobogenzo Editions Timeline

No. Fascicles Compiler Date Manuscript Period

75 Old Draft* Ddgen 1245 149295 Kamakura
60 Old Draft* D@gen 1245 13521406 Kamakura
12 New Draft D@gen 1247 1446(1927) Kamakura
100 An aspiration** D@ g @ec. E)  nla Kamakura
28 Private (Himitsu)*E j & n.d. 1998 Kamakura
75 Gosh@ SenneKy @g 1308 1779 Kamakura
60 Verse and Caps Giun 1329 13521406 Kamakura
8 4 Daempl®@j iBoni 1419 Muromachi
83 Ror i k @jKakuire mp | e 1492 1510 Muromachi
84 Bonseirevised Gesshil 1658 Edo

82 EarlyEdoeffort Manzan 1664 Edo

89 First Edcedition Manzan 1684 Edo

93 Initial attempt Kozen 1690 Edo

96 Complete Kozen 1693 Edo

78 Benchl Tenkei 1730 1881 Edo

95 After Kozen***  Variouseditors 1700s Edo

90 Honzardition Gent @* * * * 17961815 Edo

95 WoodblockversionHonzan 1852 Edo

95 First typeset &uchi Sei188n Meiji

95 Completd Honzan 1906 Meiji

95 First modern Zenshi 1909 Meiji

95 Taisl¥canon Taisheditors 19121924 Taish?

95 lwanamibunko Et @ So k u 21939 Prewar
95 New Zenkhilbo D@s196970 Postwar
87 lwanami shoten TeradaMizuno 197072 Postwar
92 E@redone Mizuno Yaoko 199093 Postwar
103Revised version Ze n's h | 198893 Postwar

*Fasci cl es handncl u@ee MdGsy @j i 0 dqfram the 2&ditioMiSRAMIiSUF k@B r i n o

other early manuscripte y Ej 0 afi@Buosh@r&: AShinfukatoku, o fAZazenshin,o #
s a n s handiram tbe 28edition,i Rai hai t okuzui , o fiDende, 0SHBukky J0 (Buddhi st
*Accordi ®g tposEjs@ri pt ,dthe findlkhacclain theatBditionthisw 8 D@gend s

wish before his death b ua | £ @i mp préfered the KeyveDraft version

***\ersionsbyTenkei , Menzan, R@rannl8zdétnai , Honk@, and others
****Gengl@dso edited Eihei k @r o k u, and Ednheéoims ant aesthetics Tei ho Kenzeiki zue

Appendix 1. Locations for Delivery of 95(6)-Fascicle Edition
An y @idlifascicle, 1231 Kyoto
Kannoir28238 Kyoto
K @s i @3, 123843 Kyoto
Hatano residengel, 1242 Kyoto
Rokuhara templé 1, 1243 Kyoto
Ki pp 29 124344 Echizen
Yamashibu' 5, 1243 Echizen
Mountain retreat$ 2, 1244 Echizen
Daibutsuji/Eiheijii 9, 124546 Echizen(temple named Eiheiji 1246)
Uncleari 11, unclear Echizen
Total 96
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Appendix I11-A. Various Shobogenzo Compilations
(based on MizundcS h 0 b 0 vy o

[ F[G[H] Al2f asci cfeoufnnde vadt Y @k Bj i

(A [B]C] A75f ascicle fiol deKy(dgedmar ks by Senne
A60f a's ci c(remarks byl Gili)
[A]lBc[D]E[F] A84fascicle Bonsei at xDaij@ji, 1419
[ A« [Bx| cx|[D]E[F] Ag3fascicle(Kakuin at Ruri k@ji, 1433
[1] A28fascicle( iHi mit su Sh@b@genz@, 0 by Ej &)

Note: 75 and 12fascicles linked together, and-Gihd 28fascicles form another grouping

As 50 fascicles the60and83 asci cl e texts inclfor8lfasccledj i 1 and 2 as separ
Ge nj @k Hakahannyaharamitsu Bush @ Shi nj i n  §oaushind zBbutsu

Gy Qbut $ kkiygi mob@ghin Daigo Zazengi Kaiinzanmai K1 g K @Omy &

Gy gj i ( limneon Kann@n) Ko k y @i Juki Zenki Tsuki Ga b yHKeisei

sanshoku Bu k kK gjMdijcih | s e Kaskinmhoaku makusa D@t o kju n z |

Arakan Kat tHakujushi Sangai yushin Muj @ s Elp p @iD&ani Senmen

J i p pKenbutsu Hensan Ganzei Kaj @Ry | giSeshiseirai Hot sumuj Jshin
Udonge Nyorai zenshin K o k IHo-u Ango

Bs 6 fascicles the83f asci cl e text dxoes not include Shunjl
Zazenshin ShunBalka SenjT@shi ®#sakusendaba

Cs 19 fascicles The 83fascicle text does not include Shisho

Shinfukatoku Raihaitokuzui Sa n's u,iDIeyw‘jBeu k k(Veﬁ}ching) Shisho Sesshin
sesshShoh®@ |jBustssd dMisugo Bu k k (8diras) Menju  Busso

Sanj il shichi boZanmhi @daamab Trem® OPans hulyiysdhd zanmai
Shukke

Ds 1 fasciclée Hokketenhokke
Es 1 fasciclé Bodaisattess hi s h @b @

Fs 7 fascicles Sanjigo Shime Hotsubodaishin Kesa kudoku Shukke kudoku Ku y @

shobutsu Ki e bupp@s @b g

Gs 4 fascicles Jukai Jinshininga Shizen biku Hachidainingaku

Hs 1fascicle | ppyakuh ac Hconsidmny tierd&ascicle afterits discovery

Is 5 fascicles(Beppon) Shinfukatoku(Be pp on) B U tBewpk®ndj iBut sud@d (DGshin)
S h @jYiibutsu yobutsu

Others: (2 fascicles included in Sfascicleor 96-fascicle editions)dl undoshiki, Jikuinmon
Additional Beppon: Benddva Shisho Senmen Hensan Daigo Sanjigo
Question: Di d D@gen hope to complEBjt@ 100 fascicles, as mentior
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Appendix 111-B. Various Shobogenzo Compilations
(original Japanese version)

(Flelm] A . (17 )

(A [B[C] Afi.
Ao ¢ 1z )
[A[B[Cc|D[E[F] A ( 1z )
[ A+ [B+][Cx| D[E[F] A K
T Ae v )
A (50, * ., . ‘v 4 = 1 & 51 ’H
3 i ni i 68 d @®
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http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou01/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou01/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou02/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou03/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou04/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou05/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou06/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou07/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou09/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou09/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou10/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou11/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou13/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou14/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou15/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou16a/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou16a/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou17/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou18/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou19/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou20/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou21/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou22/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou23/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou24/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou25/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou26/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou27/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou30/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou31/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou33/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou35/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou36/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou38/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou40/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou41/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou46/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou48/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou49/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou50/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou55/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou56/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou57/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou58/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou59/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou61/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou62/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou63/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou64/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou65/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou65/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou70/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou71/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou72/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou37/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou12/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou37/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou53/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou54/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou73/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou74/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou74/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou39/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou08/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou28/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou29/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou32/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou34/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou39/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou42/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou43/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou44/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou45/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou47/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou51/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou52/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou66/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou66/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou67/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzoub2/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzoua8/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou63/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzoua9/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzoua3/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzoua1/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzoua5/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzoua6/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzoua2/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzoua7/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzouaa/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzouac/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzouab/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou08/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou26/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzou44/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzoub4/index.html
http://www.shomonji.or.jp/soroku/genzoub3/index.html
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Appendix V. Sequence in 95-Fasicle and Several Other Editions
(according to Mizuno, 75 &1frm one group, 60 & 28orm another)

95 75 | 60 12 28 | 84 89 Kozen? Date
1. Bend@wa 85 95 1231.8/15
2. Makahannyaharamitsu 2 2 2 1 1 1233.47
3. Genj PkgPal1 |1 1 2 2 1233.8
4. 1 kkya My|7 7 7 3 3 1238.4/18
5JTund@dshik 86 | 4 1239.4/25
6. Sokushin zebutsu 5 5 5 4 5 1239.4/25
7. Senj @ 54 | 54 54 | 6 6 1239.10/23
8. Senmen 50 | 60 50 5 4 1239.10/23 6
9. Raihai tokuzui 28 g° 28 7 7 1240.3/7
10. Keisei sanshoku 25 | 25 25 8 8 1240.4/20
11. Shoakumakusa 31 | 31 31 9 79 1240.10/1
12. Uji 20 | 20 20 10 10 1240.10/1
13. Kesa kudoku 41 3 81 13 9 1240.10/1
14. Dende 32 12 | 32 12 80 1240.10/1
15. Sansui k|29 14 | 29 11 11 1240.10/18
16. Busso 52 22 | 52 14 12 1241.1/3
17. Shisho 39 19 | 39 15 13 1241.3/27
18. Hokke ten hokke 12 77 17 14 1241.47
19. Shinfukatoku 8 4 8 16 15 1241.47
20. Shinfukatoku b 3 16 1241.47
21. Koky @ 19 | 19 19 18 17 1241.9/9
22. Kankin 30 | 30 30 19 74 1241.8/15
23. Busshg [3 [3 3 20 |21 1241.10/14
24.Gy @butsu {6 6 6 21 18 1241.10/15
25. BukKky [7] 34 13 | 34 22 19 1241.11/14
26. Jinzl 35| 35 35 23 20 1241.11/16
27. Daigo 10 | 10 10 24 22 1242.1/28
28. Zazenshin 12 12 25 52 1242.3/18
29. Bukk@j ¢ 26| 26 1° 26 27 25 1242.3/22
30.Immo 17 | 29 17 26 23 1242.3/20
31A.Gy A i 16 | 16 16 28 26 1243.1/18
318B. Gy Dj i 16 | 17 16 28 26 1242.4/5
32. Kaiin zanmai 13 | 13 13 29 78 1242.4/20
33. Juki 21 | 21 21 30 28 1242.2/25
34. Kannon 18 | 18 18 31 27 1242.4/26
35. Arakan 36 | 36 36 32 29 1242.5/15
36. Hakujushi 40 | 40 40 33 30 1242.5/21
37. K@my @ 15 | 15 15 34 31 1242.6/2
38. Shinjin4 4 4 35 32 1242.9/9
39. Muc hl s| 27 | 27 27 36 24 1242.9/21
40. D@toku 33 [ 33 33 37 33 1242.10/5
41 . Gabyg 24 | 24 24 38 34 1242.11/5
42, Zenki 22 | 22 22 39 35 1242.12/17
43. Tsuki 23 | 23 23 40 38 1243.1/6
44 . Kl ge 14 | 14 14 41 36 1243.3/10
45. Kobusshin 9 9 9 42 37 1243.4/29
46 . Bodai s a 28 78 43 86 1243.5/5
47. Kattgd 38 | 38 38 |44 | 39 1243.7/7
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48. Sangai yuishan 41 | 32 41 45 40 1243.7/1
49. Sesshinl 42 27 | 42 46 57 1243

50. But sudg 44 9 44 48 43 1243.9/16
51. Shohg j| 43 6 [43 [47 [ 4 1243.9

52. Mitsugo 45 15 | 45 49 72 1243.9/20
53. Bukkyg |47 25 [ 47 50 | 42 1243.9
54. Meppo 46 | 46 46 51 | 47 1243.10/2
55. HOsshg | 48 | 48 48 52 44 1243.10
56. Darani 49 | 49 49 53 56 1243

57. Menju 51 26 | 51 54 45 1243.10/20
58. Zazengi 11 | 11 52 55 51 1243.11
59. Baika 53 53 56 48 1243.11/6
60. Jipp®? 55 | 45 54 57 73 1243.11/13
61. Kenbutsu 56 | 47 55 58 49 1243.11/19
62. Henzan 57 | 37 56 59 50 1243.11/26
63. Ganzei 58 | 44 57 60 54 1243.12/17
64. Kaj @ 59 | 43 58 61 | 53 1243.12/17
65. Ryl gin 61 | 51 59 62 55 1243.12/25
66. Shunjl [37 60 63 | 65 1244

67. Soshi seiraii 62 | 52 61 64 61 1244.2/4
68. Udonge 64 | 54 62 65 58 1244.2/12
69. Hotsu n 63|53 63 66 62 1244.2/14
70. Hotsu bodaishin 34 4 64 80 59 1244.2/14
71. Nyorai zenshin 65 | 55 65 67 7 1244.2/15
72. Zanmai 66 10 | 66 68 60 1244.2/15
73.Sanj Il shicl 60 11 | 80 69 63 1244.2/14
74. Tenb@ri| 67 16 | 67 70 66 1244.2/27
75. Jish@ z| 69 17 | 68 | 72 | 64 1244.2/19
76. Dai s hugl 68 18 | 69 71 67 1244.3/9
77. Kokl 70 | 56 70 [ 73 [ 68 1245.3/6
78. Hatsuu 71 | 42 71 74 69 1245.3/12
79.Ango 72 | 57 72 75 70 1245.6/13
80. Tajinzl|73 73 76 | 75 1245.7/4
81. Osaku sendaba 74 74 77 76 1245.10/22
82. Jikuinmon 87 71 1246.8/6
83. Shukke 75 24 | 75 78 77 1246.9/15
84. Hachidainingaku 12 20 89 96 (1253.1/6)
85. Sanjigo 8 76 79 84 (1253.3/9)
86. Shime 39 |9 79 |81 o1 (1255.47)
87. Shukke kudoku 58 1 82 82 81 (1255.47)
88. Kuy®d sh 59 |5 84 |84 |85 (1255.47)
89. Kie bup 60 6 85 85 83 (1255.47)
90. Jinshin inga 7 5 89 (1255.47)
91. Shinzen biku 10 23 90 (1255.47)
92. Yuibutsu yobutsu 28 93 unknown
93. Shgji 2 87 unknown
94. Butsudd 7 88 unknown
95. Jukai 2 21 89 92 unknown
96.l ppyakuha/ 11 unknown

afShi nz @, 0 o rwasgconsideled spong éhdideleted
b Different versions for the 28dition ]
¢ Parenthesis indicates copimadeby Ej O



ESH @BNO ®EEGEMD S

ZEN COMMENTARI

S&T e

[sapo10se) 6 + 5L |

(61¢1) [uonpa o10se)-pg | [sog€1 ut umg pardo)|
$1X9) SBuIAeS POpPI0Y « (Lzr1 p) (pu) [sara10583 €T +09]
S[ELINEW OUOWIQYS « [ASNOE OATe], T3y 0908 £% (06t1) [uonipa djd1058)-¢ 8|
m_%uw.u_wﬂwwm”m“%hﬂm_b o - Hofteq 4 3ty 109qY 46 H1oYrg 1L £ A4E Hoyuny £ ¢ i
(€£$1-9€€1) LWEE THOVIWOANW \
[wonipa aporasey-z| 3 UONIPa d[dIasEy-g/ |
(80€1) [oyspyeany] (sze1-p921) [S1udWwod 35194 2}0195BY-(9 |
(pu) unjof NVZII) Jaidmiss (€€€1-€5T1)
[uonipa dprosey-g. | NOID ¥
ODOAN 33 Jopunoy iifog 9 ONOA A48 « £ 3ON  10qV g HIoqIg L £
QHSOD G = /
(€8T 1) [Dyednyy] (60€1-61T1) [uonpa aparasey-gz|
(pu) IVIO USHAL JLSEFE (08T1-8611) (66T1-L0TT)
ANNAS ¥ E 10qqy pag oY G} = A O unoy ¥ |3 NANNVI il 2
Jopuno ue.0NoA IMIGHERE Jopunoy tlofreq I7i il 3 10qqy puz Moy Jj) o4 Jopuno HoANOH 71 el FH T
L | L |
a E T v o
(€521-00T1)
pomTmomomees NOQQ 2 H
SoTeoul| JUIOHIP YIIM PIIRIDOSSE YOrT « i 3
SOLILIUDWIIOD PUE SUONIPD 1SA[IET (STTI-4811) Jopuno 1oysoy I71fil & i
peaidg [eroutaolq sz 010§ NAZQAN 2 His |
(EEE1-S811) B¥E VANIVINYY PeoH pug Hutuudy 2724 Fig) k4 )i (8221-2911)
(ofoAN opuay “df)
ONIfNY FuoIweLy. o iy 8 X

SNOILIAA QZNADQHIOHS 40 AYOLSIH
‘A XIpuaddy



STEVEN HEINE with KATRINAANKRUM

128

[uonipa aa1aseg-¢ | pui wsiyppng [eant))]
(uasard-¢Ha1)
DIELION VAVINY A VH Pl £ 54

[s931n0s asaury) Suog]| [xapur vonena aasusyaadwo )]
(quasard-gp61) (100z-2161)
OPNYS [IHSI Frgif s nAwan VINIHSINYDVY 304 31

[ozuaGoqoys vy jo 1oudwr] [s3p10M, 21dwo) wapow 1s11.q]
(uasaxd-ge1) (Fr61-9681)
OPON VUNWVMVY [ [ut  1usoq OFMIQ - B} Y
H£ SUVTOHOS

(0661) (519410 § + UONIPA TWEUEM] J[ITSEJ-T | + IDIISEJ-G L)
(o10z-1261)
O§OER ONNZIN - 2505

(0£61) 0zuaioqoys vuepy Jo 1340381 «
(LT6H1) UONIPa AMNISEY-T | JO AI2A0081(] =
(9061) uonpa uezuoy 13sadA] «
(S061) B3 2-0zuany -
R BY-07U20
(uasa1d-g981) 371 NYIAOW

[101e[suea e os[y ] [sawnos 7 paysiqng]
(rloz-6l6l) (5561-5981)
A VINITTHSIN 2t Gl URT VANV ZIHST 2530 7

[suoissaidxa AepAraag] s >3 Armuad yipg s g]
(5961-0881) (1161-1281)
OPON IMVMVS HOEY S [VIHSIN usshjod 3651 115

SNOWYIS BiFf QHSIAL

A€ QISIATYH

(6E61) (UONIPD IR A[IIISE-56)
(8561-8861)
ONYOS QLA W i
ANSIAIU) EAMRZELIOY JO JUSPISAL] 3840 il

[sy104 asnardizuy|
(88L1-0€L1)
IVHQZ BEZ B0 g B

(ST81-96L1)
{UOMIPA UBZUOH S[IASE)-S6 AIUSIDAIIUY IEd YOSS)
(LO81-6ZL1)
DPYOS QINAD o T F

E._a_._A %Mx ﬁmr o [123juay jo apngay] [s3pom 3oua1azay| 1099V 0§ M ff -1 &k
_:moh‘_xmtmw,«n_awﬁmhuﬁ (scL1-8601) (€LL1-61L1)
(€1 E.omhﬂ. [sara s 1oyua] suoddng) R0 NITNVE BN QXINOH 2PnsIey 3¢ < Hr i
1410 QUNED W 7 (So81-+TL1) |04 aouarazay) [$30Mm 20ua1930]

NVHOY 0And iz (5% (69L1-E891)
oIz NYZNIW L 1

[uonipa-gg s, w0y woxy paauaq]
(uonipa apa1as8-8/ ) (F891) (UOIIPa AINISEI-68)
(SELT-8E91) (€1L1-6€91)
(96L1-TTL1) womqmjold - uosuaq] [AANAL T APHQA NVZNYIN IR
(ABojo|1yq) sapmg [EnIxa « wd 19
AS13A01U0 ) TOISSINMNG « (UONTPD D[INISEJ-pR S10AE)
PAIPMIS WN[NILLINY) UEQY » (9691-8191)
SOALY JOOUDS TR0 oves HSSAD [
(8981-€091) T OAH 1099Y Y197

i H

Wi NSLADIHS BEH4

(F9LT-6891)

(£691) (uoNIpa 2[2135LY-5)
(£691-LT91)
NAZOM 0fueH 33
1T R k¥
|
[

I
[NTIVT



