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On the Interpretation of Jing Mu
Cheng Sudong
( Department of Philosophy Peking University Beijing 100871 China)
Abstract: This paper puts forward a concept called Jing Mu ( ) in the research of the history of Confucian

classics. From the West-Han Dynasty the government in each dynasty restricted the range of Confucian
classics revered in its official schools. Accordingly the governments in various dynasties specified the lists of
required reading of Confucian classics time and again. The specified catalogs of required reading of Confucian
classics were exactly what is called Jing Mu in this paper. With the passage of time such Jing Mu series as
the Nine Classics the Six Classics and the Four Books and Five Classics appeared in succession. Besides

under the influence of the authoritative Jing Mu some scholars followed this model and put forward their own
opinions about the range of Confucian classics. Thus a number of unofficial catalogs came along including
the Fourteen Classics the Twenty-One Classics etc. In short the word Jing Mu in this paper suggests various
definitions of the range of Confucian classics in different dynasties. As the core and the main part of the history
of Confucian classics Jing Mu ought to be in the leading position in the study of Confucian classics.
However although Jing Mu was a proposition of great importance it was overlooked for a long time. Thus

this paper focuses on the essentiality and the rationality of this concept and it also deals with the
characteristics of Jing Mu and with the relationship between Jing Mu and the history of Confucian classics.

Key words: Jing Mu ( ) history of Confucian classics the Four Books and the Five Classics the

Thirteen Classics



