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AMERICAN ORIENTAL SOCIETY 217™ MEETING
SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS: 16-19 MARCH 2007
COMMUNICATION TO BE READ AT CONFERENCE (PAPER)

Anthony E. Clatk, Ph.D., Assistant Professor of Chinese Histoty
The University of Alabama

“CONFUCIUS SAID WHAT? BAOBIAN AND THE VOICE OF JUDGMENT IN THE
HAaNsHU?

LU lice m, o Las, oo e bivlotegrafiitad s fulic o mali e 1
m:;iwm:&:@egﬁe&ées:' praise and blame, ot bdebidn fiﬁ% tsta-beferasinmmast.

specifically on how the Hanshil i & (Records of the Han) employed bdobian to render

judgment on the subjects of its history, ase I should state at the outset that the first mention

chavactes
of the concept of praise and blame using the specific geaphs “bdo” T and “bicin” B in

Chinese texts,-as=fr=nsFean-loeate, is in Ban Gu’s JEB] (A.D. 32-92) “Treatise on Classic
Writings,” Y2 wén ghi 3 (&, In his discussion of the Zulizhuan % 4% (Commentary of Mr.

Zuo) and Chitngii A (Spring and Autumn), Ban Gu notes that in Zuo Qiuming’s #. fr. 95

o
%W \\\\."“ h‘{‘h
writing,@Thete ate [pasts] wherein praise is hidden and blame is concealed” AR

™
He continues to note that Zuo’s use of bﬁobiauﬁ,(%cannot be seen in his writing” A ¥ & &, ”
g

and furthermore that his hidden praise and blame was transmitted orally to his students.” In

the same passage Ban Gu suggests that the concealed blame in the Chilngili is directed

toward the great men, lotds and officials, of its era. For Ban Gu the function of history is to
méval e oreupted

render ]udgment on the great men who esewps the Rohﬁc larena. Of co&ge explicit

ctiticism of one’s superiots was piljesm@as, 50, as Ban Gu states, writers Chherefore obscured

L HS30.1714.
2 Ibid.




[their criticisms] in their works and did not broadcast them, and thus they avoided the

difficulties of their times” [E R E MR E » AT K AFHELS
AVe alte H/W&’-

ieal judgments,made in the West by such historians as Julius

Caesar (100-44 B.C.), Mestrius Plutarchus (c. 46-127), and Cornelius Tacitus {c. 56-¢.117);
and motal verdicts and judgments were rendered by such rp_ggl_'__e__x__r_%l writers as Matthew Paris
(c. 1200-1259). Historiographical moralism was not, then, only % in dwe China; the
West is replete with what could be called a Westetn equivalent of b@obicin. In his An Enguiry

Concerning the Principles of Morals, David Hume (1711-1776) made a comment that could just as

. : o write ]
easily have been asserted by an eatly Chinese historian. Hume wsote:

b
O%he final sentence, it is probable, which pronounces characters and actions amiable
or odious, praiseworthy or blameable; that which stamps on them the mark of honos
or infamy, approbation or censute; that which renders morality an active principle
and constitutes virtue our happiness and vice our misety; it is probable, I say, that
this final sentence depends on some internal sense ot feeling, which nature has made
universal in the whole species.*

Fealiem
And in theseeentaeleet Daniel Robinsoﬁf Praise and Blame: Moral Reasen and its Applications,

Robinson states:

O%ﬁze and blame ate central features of scriptute, of ethics and moral philosophy of
ancient schools of rhetoric, of criminal and civil law, of the behavioral and social
sciences. They are the tested tools of childreating and intetpersonal influence,
staples in the busy wotld of advertising and the murky world of ptopaganda. They
ate the means by which attention is dtawn to the hero and the villain, the saint and

the sinner, the victor and the vanquished.5

The impulse to praise and blame is indeed universal, sseping.s

catly Chinese compulsion to render praise and blame through citcuitous enunciation,
—_

however, is gugite unparalleled in Western texts.

3 Ibid.
4 David Hume, An Enguiry Concerning the Principles of Morals, Chapter One.
5 Daniel N. Robinson, Praise and Blame: Moral Reafisn and its Applications (Princeton: Princeton University Press,

2002), ix.



Mencius and the Tradition of Hidden Enunciation

An

So, from whete does the concept of bdobidn detive? @e eatly source of the idea
appeats in Méngzi - (Master Meng). In thetewdls “Téngwéngdng” P x> chaptet, we
yead
avestotd that:

W
WO MR L | ERABAA 2 FRAREH 2, LT - 4
(%‘ﬁ‘k» v %%%ﬂp?ﬁ‘;ﬁﬁﬁﬁ_}:% ' ﬁﬂ/&%%g’k‘\ %i@i%ﬁhﬁ'ﬁﬁig » 3
T (k) MmELERTH
. o

O%fhe era was in great decay and the Way was diminished; heterodox sayings and cruel
actions were committed; thete wete ministers who committed regicide against theit
rulers and sons who committed patricide against their fathers. Confucius was fearful
and produced the Chiingii. . . . Anciently, Yao controlled the floodwaters and the
kingdom was peaceful; the Duke of Zhou annexed the Yi and Di tribes, expelled
fearsome beasts, and the various clans were made tranquil. Confucius produced the
Chiingiil and rebellious ministers and cruel sons wete testified.

According to Mencius Fi-F (ca. 372-289 B.C.) inehispmsnage, during an era of political
tutbulence, regicide, and paticide, Confucius .- (551-479 B.C.) sought to cutb the
diminishing Way, heterodoxy, and cruel actions by retreating to his studio to produce a
Jaconic text with such decay-teviving, Way-testoting, heterodoxy-fighting, and cruel-action-
dispensing passages as:@(ﬁf:::e were locusts.””® In the language of the Chungin this entry
ek B, :
metely consists of a single geaph — & ohong, ot “locusts.” Other equally upprovocative

b .
passages include:Winter: we walled Zhongcheng” &3 F 3#%;' ¥ Winter: the tenth month”

" o
2+ A ere was famine” A%, and the even more odd comment that, UThete was no

st

ice” 7K. Other similarly tesse lines note such events as meetings, rain sactifices, and

6 Wengong, 8 year/Tegge, 250.

7 Chenggong, 9™ year/Lepge, 368.
8 Chenggong, 10 year/Legge, 373.
» Xianggong, 24 year/Legge, 507.
10 Chengpong 1%t year/Legge, 336.



why s it

militaty invasions, The question arises,
that after Confucius produced this annalistic record, “rebellious ministers and cruel sons

were terrified”?

Ban Gu
Op=tlyi

s

Haatbt —bhab- =

Somelicr, fo Say on this,

Ay gty O T

., ofening .
et. In his intteduetery remarks to his
T
“Treatise on Classic Writings” he recounts that,@?ﬁnciently, Confucius died and his subtle

wotds were discontinued” &1t &8 M & 8." After his death five different exegetical

traditions emerged based on tre-annals-of the Chilngil. That is, the text of the Chilngill was

so “subtle” that no-one knew how to interpret it after Confucius had died. From then on,

gﬂfﬁﬂﬁ“’bﬂ '
his “subtle words” required hesmenentiealexegssis,. One solution to the problem of how to

read the Chilngiii as a repositoty of subtle words, or rather, “subtle judgments,” was “solved”

by later commentaties such as the Gitlidng shnan 3 A% and the Gongyang shuan 2> ¥$-1%.

These commentaties claimed to reveal the encoded judgments eontained-inrtieShitngH. |5
MichaelNylaf-notesThe-Gonpydug-through-sueh glosses; seeks To tnpack te obiqme
'tgdgments.”uJFirst Mencius asserted that Confucius produced the Chilngdl to tectify the

Aeca _ o .
pmé&slaae&%s of his era, and later commentaties claimed to explain how. For Ban Gu,

Confucius’ judgments wete encoded in his “subtle specch”; the most impottant point being,/

that historical records should, in the tradition of the Chiingsl, include bdobidn, subtle or not.

Historical Judgment in Hanshil

46 how does Eais apely o thue monalishic
Now,-how dees-all-of-this-apply-to-my topie-historieal judgment in the Hanshi? 1

suggest that Ban Gu tesponded to the tradition of encoded judgment, desived-as-i-ds<tsom

11 HS30.1701.
12 Michael Nylan, The Fise “Confucian® Classies (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2001), 260.



vy

R T =t = 2 LAt B A A=A R EoRH]

, Conbacineimplic

perpetuating the institution of moralistic assessment in-histesieal-neeousnts in two ways, one

that i much like Confucius’ “subtle speech,” and one that is simply quoting

the wotds of the Master. Ban Gu implicitly praises and blames by prioritization and

ordering in his “Chatt of Personages Past and Present” ¥ 4 A4, and be does so explicitly

in his Zan % (“eulogia”) by borrowing the locutions of Confucius, most often from passages

in the Lanyit s,

BT O S oh-

iu l’if'; Obldd{; Pt % yo .
nine categoties, The highest three distinctions are the Shéngnin ¥ A (“Sagely Men”), Rénrén

Humane

= A (“Benevelent Men”), and Zhirén % A (“Wise Men”), and the lowest class in Ban Gu’s
ranking is the Yzinfn B A (“Stupid Men”). Each petson ranked in his chatt is placed in one

of the nine categories. While it may appeat that this categorization of historical persons is
. deer ad . L -
actually explicit, if we eensides the chart more closely we discover that within its exphiott

Buan (s Lolls 04 Itusedd a/’M{ he Fvadtf

otdering is an ideological ptioritization. e

BEma o RRITHEMEH 0 EARATAE 0 B B o o EA R Btk
FTBMGE METFETZ  EREFREILR AWMBEALEE GBS
BoBmAEAN BHIERE

QF%ITI the time written documents were produced, the men of the past whom we
have been able to heat of ate those exclaimed in classics and biogtaphies. These
include emperors and kings who have appellations and posthumous names from
Tang and Yu upward., While their assistants (ministers?) were unable to be exclaimed
[in these classics and biographies], the vatious philosophets discussed them quite
often. Even though they wete not investigated by Confucius, they were nonetheless

written of in other writings, wherein they are ex osed as good or proclaimed to be

veed OIS chavd- ¢



L4
| el
evil. They setve to exhort and warn later sen, and I have thus drawn widely from
b 3
tin

these writings.!

In other words, Bra-wforsmarthrtwe has cited previous textual accounts of histotical

persons and atranged them to expose their good and evil. In addition to the moral concetns

of the chatt, Ban Gu makes mention of ot directly cites Confucius in his preface four times.
nefed :

Indeed, he quotes no othet person. As Derk Bodde has assestse-in his study of this chart,

@%\ﬁ(;umerous quotations from Confucius that appear in the above preface make it evident
that Ban Gu has looked to him for inspitation in compiling the table."

C.[ abws
But there is another point relevant to my assessies that the chart functions as a form

it

of praise and blame based on Geséaetan sensibilities. Given that Confucius twice referred to

himself as “Huogit ¥ % (“fond of antiquity”) in the Linyl, it is significant that Ban Gu ranks
witly £lais T mined
people higher in his moral ranking the further back in time they lived.”” Onrthis-peint, Bodde

did a count of how many pegsons from high antiquity are ranked highly visvis persons
who lived just ptiot to the Han, From the legendary period, ca. 2852 to 2206 B.C., 127
petsons of the 140 anked ate placed in the top three categories)‘ however, of the Warring
States and Qin petiods, only 40 out of 412 persons ate placed in the top three. In fact, the

closer to the Han onc lived, the lower his placement is in the chact. And of the petsons thus

ars<ct
judged categorically, highest honots ate given to the paragons often Leréeé by Cenfucius.

= Q @A . g ) 0 - aRIT ' ._...ve' a4 = aty a a1 ns

Panliu's Tuist .
inehistetysis implicit ordeting reinforces Gonfusien estimations of the past and those who

occupied it.

13 HS20.861. For an alternate translation of this passage see Derk Bodde, “Types of Categorical Thinking,”
Jonrnal of the American Oriental Sociely, vol. 59, no. 2 (June 1939), 207-208.

H Bodde, 210.
15 Tywo passages in the Luzyx attest to Con fucius’ fondness for the past, Lumyr 7.1, wherein he states, “1

transmit and do not innovate, am truthful and fond of antiquity. I would compare myself to Old Peng” L
Rk s 5 mdtd o BN RES, and Lumn 7.20, where he says, “I was not born knowing, but I am fond
of antiquity and diligently seek after knowledge” PR TR S - 3 e A



gg ‘JM—]‘ how PVme\Lfﬁ Aoes Caw{“u Lo flbé( i %Mt(vws ?m“"} blawe tn hit Hassivn ?

biatnein-theFranshid. In Li Weixiong’s & N Ak study of the Hanshii, Li states that the entire

w01k @%}ploys the words of Confucius to offer ctiticisms of personages” 5| F} FL-F #9385 R
mw( .L bo};w-c IAL " covvet

P A4, anasse
T

quitelegitimmate. Ban Gu commonly conjures the voice of Confucius in his writing as a form

of emplistt commentary on the people he discusses. In Hanshit 54, Ban Gu uses the voice of

fvaise
Confucius to eslegise Su Wu & &, (1. 100 B.C.), a loyal minister of Han Wudi ERF (.

141-87 B.C.), whe-teascted-strong] . As Ban Gu puts it,

_godt
@%hen Wu heatd of Wudi’s death, he faced south howling and weeping, and spitting up
blood morning and night” & B 2 » & #3E R > & & 0 B 5 B In his pest-

chaprer culogy, Ban Gu writes, k‘%%nfucius declated, ‘2 man of ideals, integrity, and

o humanne15 |
benevolence does not desire a life whetein he harms to berewelesec; [he may] have to die

fumahness
himself in otder to achieve besevelenee,’ and, [in being] sent throughout the four directions

he does not bring shame to his lotd’s commands” 7L F #% " & 4= A > H & % B4

Bl o BEAREL > THENWF » R EFE 4 J " This statement

a+¢,+161.~$
directly quotes Lanyit 15,9 and 13.20. And following these two %@eaa@ﬂs Ban Gu concisely

\J nses
states that,@%% Wu had these qualities” 8 #, # 2 £,° Ban Gu merely utilimes the voice of
Confucius to apply his owa judgment.
In Hanshii 5, the biography of Han Jingdi 3 % # (. 157-141 B.C.), Gu again quotes

Confucius in ordet to intimate his own judgment. He writes, FConfucius declared, ‘Such

16 Li Weixiong, Hanshu daodu (Taibei: Wen shi zhe chubanshe, 1977}, 34,
17 1H§54.2465.

18 HS54.2469.

19 Ibid.



people were employed to keep straight the Way of the Three Dynasties™ LT
B, b =4 2 AT ML H 38 @ 47 4 ) . Here, Ban Gu draws from Lanyid 15.25, wherein

Confucius also says,&gﬁf:( dealings with others, whom do I upbraid and whom do 1
= o

commend? If I have praised him, he has already been put to the test” B2 A 0 3

§ et assaqe
WR? W F AT 5532%‘ B A PR3k 4 P By returning to the otiginal exewp"f{romﬂw:bwg&

alluded 4= 2 Comment
we can see that Ban Gu has quetedsa=passage whereime Confucius claims that if he has judged

someone to be praiseworthy, he is said to be able to @Ggep straight the Way.” 'Fhenuthor-of
Ban La
X -

uses previous judgment, in this case Confucius’, as a proxy for his own.

wlow
In Barlsieu fottavriradais

# Liu Jiao 8 38, Hanshil 36, he again

draws from the Lanyil, this time to refrget-ae ¢ Lin Xiang #] % (ca. 79-6 B.C.).

Quoting from Lanyit 8.20, Ban states, &Confucius declated, “Talent is difficult to obtain, is it
not?” 3R B 82 After inserting this quotation Ban Gu suggests that following
Confucius, the only scholats who had aee&‘;m&:rted litetaty refinement were Mencius, Sun
Kuang ##0, Dong Zhongshu ¥ 1 47 (176-104 B.C.), Sima Qian 3] & & (145-c. 86

favs
B.C)), Liu Xiang, and Yang Xiong # He (58-18 B.C), thus subtlely comparing these gﬁ

Lessdizes to the five ministers of the sage king, Shun %f who were able to otrder the kingdom,

mentioned in the otiginal Lanyil passage.

Ban Gu does not exclusively draw from the Lanyii, howevet, to find useful

quotations of the Mastet;in ordestesenderudgment-in-the-Fhinshit. In Hanshit 40, the

biography of Zhang Liang #& R (d. ca. 186 ot 189 B.C)), an lresssad advisor to Han Wudi

20 Thid.
2 Lunyn 15.25.
22 1 yenryn 8.20.



during his founding of the Han, Ban Gu uses a line from SAiji ¥.32 67, where Confucius
ekt

praises Zi Yu 4], Ban Gu writes,{Confucius declated,(§Thus, to choose a man on

2w ®

va
account of his m:-&ee would be to lose someone such as Zi Yo' #& L -F # "

%00 A 0 k2 -F 9 2 Ban Gu detived this quotation from Sima Qian’s final
comments in S 55.* On Ban Gu’s passage, Yan Shigu 28 6F ¥4 (A.D. 581-645) notes that,

o

i Yu was a disciple of Confucius. . .

v, but his actions were

vitwous” " F W ILFHF - B EBMATE M E KL - | PBanGu
crifictsm
is suggesting, then, that Zhang Liang, in spite of Sima Qiang’s pejotatize-cstimation of his
oot
appeatance, was a gﬂe ininister.
peutonad (onfucing
Nee  ['ve only téed hete a few brief examples of Ban Gu’s use of dreddrsteriswoige as the

Judge
ultimate moral adga:éie&ie; of historical mesal worth, but there ate many othe1 places in the

Hanshii where Gu uses the voice of Confucius to render praise and blame, Seversh=tmot

{YIOH’ euloq n
swedt, of these instances ate appropriately located in the Zeéseosmments appended to the end

Tve da e Chwveng b
of biographies. In addition to the examples khawe noted, Ban Gu acts as %&Mﬂ he

voice of Confucius in Hdaushii chapters 41, 45, 46, 49, 66, 67, 71, 74, 77, 83, 85, 93, and 99.

Cow(uu ng!
And of the instances \vhereﬁvﬂie—M-astcr-svome is employed for historical judgment, all but

the single passage from the SAij? are drawn directly from the Lanyll. In addition, this list

enlogly
does not include Zéﬂ:??&ﬁﬁﬂ'ges in which Ban Gu praises or blames thesabjeets

varst
in decidedly Contaetm te1rns The final comments in Ban’s biography of Han Wendi #

St
W (r. A.D. 184-180), for example, praises the emperor for,(-‘;bemg especially devoted to

2 HS40.2063,
24 §]55.2049
25 H$40.2063.

IK/"




using virtue in order to transform the people” EHRLUBIER, -5

Lonfacimrsrmindeed.”
olwi’S
Let me end hmre with two final camaents! while it is certain that Ban Gu has
appropriated Confucius as the principle voice of moral historieal judgment of the persons of

his writing, it remains curious that Confucius himself seerms<tesiznve criticized the practice of
r————m—— ——

praising and blaming rien of the past. When in the Linyi Duke Ai of Lu & & 2 (r. 494-

469 B.C.) asks Zai Wo % #} about the altar of the soil, marked with a sacred tree, Confucius

savg ) . .
assexrts that, @One does not explain what has already happened, one does not criticize what is

Y IR
\ W g

done, and one does not censure the past” m F R ﬁ:gz:'aé;ﬁ » BEAE AR 4% Yet in
another passage Confucius emphasizes the importance of keeping histotical records so that
the past can be discussed, especially, it appeats, when it comes to rites.” But despite
Confucius’ appatent opinion on what was later called “bdobidn,” many other historical works,

from the Zu0ghudn forward, made praise and blame the mainstay of their narratives.

And@an Gu appeats to have greatly expanded the tradition of using

Confucius as a voice of judgment, first inaugurated by his esteesaret-predecessor, Sima Qian,

In Sima Qian’s final biographical comments, he uses Confucius as a voice of judgment after
the formulaic introduction, “Kdngzi yue” -1 2+ H, a total of fout times. He never quotes

——

Confucius after the formula, “Zhongniyne” ¥ & 8. Ban Gu, on the other hand, bortows the

voice of Confucius after the formula “Kdngzi yne,” seven times, and after “Zhongniyne,” three
e -

. . . Uus .
times. And subsequent Standard Histories JE %7 e,mgley these formulae to use Confucius as

a voice of judgment even more. Indeed Ban Gu appears to have been an impottant

26 HS4.135.
27 Lanyu 3.21,
28 See Lanyn 3.9.

10



progenitor of the historiographical tradition of bdebidn a la Confucius. As Daniel Robinson

b
writes: & U for praise or blame to be accepted as such, the souice must be recognized as

authotitative and not merely in possession of power or material resoutces. . . . ” and who

better qualifies as an authority without power or resources than Confucius, the “uncrowned

king” %X of early China?®

———

29 Robinson, 5.

11




AMERICAN'ORIENTAL SOCIETY 217" MEETING
SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS: 16-19 MARCH 2007
COMMUNICATION (PAPER) PERSONAGES, TERMS, TEXTS, AND TRANSLATED PASSAGES

Anthony E, Clark, Ph.D., Assistant Professor of Chinese History
'The University of Alabama '

“CONFUCIUS SAID WHAT? B.A40OBIAN AND THE VOICE OF JUDGMENT IN THE .
HANsSHU”

Personages:

Ban Gu 3:[E (A.D. 32-92)
Zuo Qiuming A 5 B (?)
Daniel N. Robinson (1937-})
Julius Caesar (100-44 B.C.)
Mestrius Plutarchus (c. 46-127)
Cornelius Tacitus (c. 56-¢.117)
Matthew Paris (c. 1200-1259)
David Hume (1711-1776)

Mencius & ¥ (ca. 372-289 B.C.)

Confucius L (551-479 B.C)
Detk Bodde (1909-2003)

Li Weixiong £ gk )

SuWu & (1. 100 B.C)

Han Wudi % &4 (. 141-87 B.C)

Jingdi # % ¥ (r. 157-141 B.C)

Liu Jiao 2/ & (?)

© Liu Xiang 2| % (ca. 79-6 B.C)

Sun Kuang # 3L (?)

Dong Zhongshu ¥ 4 4% (176-104 B.C))
Sima Qian ] & & (145-c. 86 B.C)
Yang Xiong ¥ #t (58-18 B.C))

Shun %¢ (legenda_ry)

Zhang Liang & K (d. ca. 186 or 189 B.C))
ZiYu T # ()

Yan Shigu 2 85 & (A.D. 581-645)

Han Wendi i# X 4F (r. A.D. 184-180)
Duke Ai of Lu & & 2 (1. 494-469 B.C.)
Zai Wo F 4, (9) '




Translated Passages:

1. “There ate [parts] whetein praise is hidden and blame is concealed” # P ZE tE B2 48
(HS30.1714).

2. “ .. cannot be seen in his writing” & 7 & & (Ibid).

3. ..therefore obscured [their criticisms] in their works and did not broadcast them,
and thus they avoided the difficulties of their times” BHEEZMAE AL EE
4 (Ibid).

4. “The era was in great decay and the Way was diminished; heterodox sayings and
cruel actions were committed; there were ministers who committed regicide against
their rulers and sons who committed patricide against their fathess. Confucius was
fearful and produced the Chilngl. . .. Anciently, Yao controlled the floodwaters and
the kingdom was peaceful; the Duke of Zhou annexed the Yi and Di tribes, expelled
fearsome beasts, and the various clans were made tranquil. Confucius produced the
Chitngiil and rebellious ministers and cruel sons were tertified” R PRE
FENE - BREZEFZ FRELEAZ -FE M (K - - - &
FHpFEAMRT R BAKRK - BAERMALEF AT R (KD Ml
AR 12 (Mengy, “Tengwengong”). '

5. “Anciently, Confucius died and his subtle words wete discontinued” &4 &4 M 4k
F 48 (HS30.1701). - ' SRR

6. “From the time written documents were produced, the men of the past whom we
have been able to hear of are those exclaimed in classics and biographies. These
include emperors and kings who have appellations and posthumous names from
Tang and Yu upward. While their assistants (ministers?) wete unable to be exclaimed
[in thesc classics and biographies], the various philosophers discussed them quite
often. Even though they wete not investigated by Confucius, they were nonetheless
written of in other writings, wherein they are exposed as good or proclimed to be
evil. They serve to exhort and warn later men, and I have thus drawn widely from
these writings” 8 Tt RRTHMMA  SEME B KL e
EHRR  WEATEAMBL  mHFHREL  RRAFELR REEER
#oFTHERE B&E A RS (HS520.8061).

7. . ..employs the words of Confucius to offer criticisms of personages” AL
R A (Li Weixiong, Hanshu daods, 34).

8. “When Wu heard of Wudi’s death, he faced south howling and weeping, and spitting
up blood morning and night” AWMz dHER Kb BSEB
(HS54.2465). ,
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