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DESCRIPTION

Rubbing of the Stele for Administrator Xu’s Site Altar, folding paper, only two pages
extant, 33 cm x 18 cm.

The original stele was erected in 518, with the text by Daoist master Tao Hongjing (456-
536) and calligraphy by his disciple Sun Wentao (fl. the 6" century), narrating another



Daoist master Xu Mi’s (305-376) life. The stele was repaired in 778 and completely
ruined in the Jiajing period (1522-1567).

In addition to a copy recorded as having been seen in the second half of the seventeenth
century but unfortunately lost, a nineteenth-century delineated edition has been published
(1876) and widely circulated. Derived from the original rubbing once owned by the
Tianyige Library (formed in 1561-1566) but lost too, the delineation allegedly is the only
edition close to the original inscription, yet the copy in the East Asian Library of
Princeton University (call# CN1160.D35 1800) helps in authenticating the fragments.

Compared with the Princeton edition, the delineation came from a much later rubbing,
while the fragments genealogically were much closer to the delineation in terms of
writing style. As some strokes in the fragments appear slightly different from those in the
delineation, the fragments possibly were from a late nineteenth-century imitation of the
delineated edition.





