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Contention for Farmland between Buddhist Temples in Jiangnan Areas
and Confucian Schools in Yuan Dynasty: Focusing on
Tombstone of Huyuan ( )

SHEN Fu - giong
( School of History Nankai University Tianjin 300071 China)

Abstract: It was a common phenomenon for the Buddhist temples to encroach on Confucian school — owned
land in Jiangnan areas in Yuan Dynasty especially the case of occupation by the temple of Huyuans (

a neo — Confucianism educationalist in Northern Song Dynasty) cemetery which managed by the Confu—
cian school. This paper explores the dispute making use of historical annals and inscription materials and
makes an overall investigation of the contention for farmland between the Buddhist temples and the Confucian
schools. The author argues that under the context of believing in Buddhism the contention results fundamen—
tally from the policy of Buddhism and management of the rulers of Yuan Dynasty. However in the dispute
the local officials tended to support the Confucianism in order to help the Confucianism’s struggle for region—
al cultural dominance and to maintain the lifeblood of the Confucian culture.

Key words: temple; Buddhism; the Confucian schools; the cemetery of Hu yuan ( ) ; farmland
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