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GiantsintheBibleandtheShanhaijing:
AStudyinComparativeAnthropology

RonaldHendel∗

Abstract:AstudyoftheperspectivesongiantsintheBibleand
theShanhaijing．Thetwoperspectivesareorganizedbydifferent
hierarchiesofspaceandtimeanddistinctiveideologies,butsimilarly
privilegetheobserver―ChineseorIsraelite―intheorderofthings．
Bothperspectivesarearguablyshapedbyasharedecologicalfeature:

megalithicstructuresinthelandscapethatserveasavisualreminder
ofthepresenceofgiantsintheperipheryorthepast．
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The ancient Classic (or Guideways) of Mountains and Seas
(Shanhaijing, ca．４thＧ１stcents．BCE) includesacautionarynoteinthe
prologuetoitssecondsection: “Thingspossessinganomalousformsarethose
bornwithdivinenatures．WhethertheyarelongＧlivedorshort,onlythesage
canunderstandtheirways” (６．１a)．①Despitethislimitation,Iwishtoexplore
thewaysofsomeoftheanomalouscreaturesintheShanhaijing andthe
Hebrew Bibleasanexercisein whatEduardo Viveirosde Castrocalls
“perspectivalanthropology,” ② thatis, acomparisonoftherelationsand
representationsofselfandothersacrosscultures．Suchcomparisonalso
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necessarilyincludestheresearcher􀆳sperspectiveasamediatingandequivocal
term．Castrowrites:

Doing anthropology means comparing anthropologies, nothing
more―butnothingless．Comparisonisnotjustourprimaryanalytictool．
Itisalsoourrawmaterialandourultimategrounding,becausewhatwe
compare are always and necessarily, in one form or another,

comparisons．①

Bycomparing comparisons, we perceive morerichly some ofthe
distinctivefeaturesofeachcultureinconjunctionwiththeirsharedpractices．
Comparisonalwaysentailsablendofsimilarityanddifference,suchthatthe
comparanda―inthiscase,giantsandhumans―canexposedifferentconstellations
oflocalanthropology．Inthissenseallourperspectives―ancientandmodern―

mayenteradialogueofrespectfulilluminationandcritique．
IhopetoshowthattheperspectivesongiantsintheBibleandthe

Shanhaijingareorganizedbytwodifferenthierarchies: (１)aspatialorder
arrangedaroundacosmiccenterintheShanhaijing,whichimplicitlysupports
anideologyofimperialexpansionandrule,and(２)atemporalorderarranged
aroundthegenealogicalprincipleinthe Hebrew Bible, whichimplicitly
supportstheideologyofaperipherallatecomerinitsculturalsphere．Each
hierarchyservestoprivilegetheobserver―ChineseorIsraelite―intheorder
ofthings,eitherasitsspatialcenteroritstemporalturningpoint．Thesetwo
perspectivesalsoshapedifferentaffectiveresponsestothegiantsindistinctive
mixturesofwonderandfear．Whilethegiantsareconceiveddifferentlyinthetwo
book―particularlywithrespecttospace,time,andaffect―bothperspectivesare
arguablyshapedbyasharedecologicalcircumstance．Thepresenceofmegalithic
structuresinthelandscapeseemstobeavisualreminder,inbothcultures,of
thepresenceofgiantsintheperipheryorthepast．

GiantsintheShanhaijing

TheShanhaijingpresentsamythicgeographyoftheworld,proceeding
fromthemountainsofcentralChina―organizedintothecenterandthefour

① EduardoViveirosdeCastro,TheRelativeNative:EssaysonIndigenousConceptualWorlds,５６．
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cardinaldirections―tothesurroundingseasandthelandswithinandbeyond
them．①Thisisanimaginedlandscape, whichonlylooselycorrespondsto
physicalgeography(e．g．,therearenoencirclingseasaroundcentralChina)．
Thebookisanitineraryofstrangecreatures,someofwhichhavehealingor
otherpropitiousproperties,andlocalgodsandspirits．Afterleavingthemountains
ofcentralChina,thelocalcreaturesincludestrangehumanswithoneormorebizarre
features,suchasthePendantＧEarsPeople,theOneＧEyesPeople,theLongＧArms
People,theLongＧThighsPeople,thePeopleWithoutCalves,andtheFeathered
People．AsRichardStrassbergobserves,theShanhaijingisamythictravelogueand
bestiary,inwhich“factandfantasycombined．．．todistributeadiversepopulationof
strangecreaturesthroughoutavast, sacredgeographywheretheydwellinthe
eternalpresentofmythologicaltime．”②Overfivehundredanomalouscreatures
populatethiscosmicgeography．

Thispanoramaillustratesabinaryoppositionofcivilizedpeopleand
barbarians．AsAnneBirrellcomments,thisduality “followedthenotionthat
nonＧChinesepeopleandforeignlandsweresymbolicallyandliterallyseparated
fromthesacredheartlandbyfoursurroundingseas, dividedintoinnerand
outer, whichformedasortofcordonsanitairebetweencivilizationand
barbarism．”③Thepeoplesofforeignlandsare “others”bothwithrespectto
geographyandphysiognomy―theyaredistantfromthecenterandhave
strangebodies．

Amongtheseexoticcreaturesareseveralgroupsofgiants, mostlytothe
northandeast,whoaredescribedwithablendofwonderandamusement:

TheLandofBofu [inthenorth]lieseastoftheLandofthePeople
WhoHoldUpTheirEars．Theyaregiants．Intheirrighthandtheyhold
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agreensnake,andintheirlefthandtheyholdayellowsnake．(８．３a)①

TheLandofGiantsliestothenorth[beyondtheseas]．Itspeopleare
verybig．Theysitdownandscrapeawaytomakeboats．(９．１a)②

BeyondtheEastSeaintheGreatWilderness．．．istheLandofGiants．
ThereisthemarketofGiants．ItsnameistheHalloftheGiants．Oneof
theseGiantssitsbackonhisheelsupontheHall．Heispullingonbothof
hisears．(１４．２)③

Therearepeoplehere[beyondthenortheastsea]namedtheGiants,
andhereistheLandofGiants．TheyhaveLiastheirfamilyname．They
aremilletＧeaters．(１７．２a)④

Inthesouthernregion[withinthesouthsea]therearetheGiantsof
Gan．Theyhaveahumanface,longforearms,andablackbody．Theyare
hairyandtheirheelsarebackＧtoＧfront．Whentheyseehumans,theylaugh
somuchthattheirlipscovertheirwholeface．Thisishowotherpeople
maketheirescapefromthegiants．(１８．５b)⑤

Severalofthesegroupsofgiantspracticeartsofcivilization―theycarve
woodenboats,shopatabigmarket,andeatmillet,acivilizedfood．⑥These
traitsmarkthegiantsasatleastpartiallycivilized “others．” AsBirrell
observes, “milletＧeatersamongforeignpeoplesclassifythemas ‘oneofus,’
butnotquite．” Thegiantsalsoseem unthreatening．Theyarepicturedas
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sittingdown,sometocarveboatsandanothertopullonhisearswhileresting
onthe marketroof．Theyare, byturns, industriousandamusing．The
southerngiantsareevencomical．Theylooklikemonkeys,andwhentheysee
humans,theylaughuproariously．

Thelastinstance―theGiantsofGan― hasadistinctlyperspectival
quality,showinghowthehumansandgiantsperceiveandrespondtoeach
other．Tohumaneyes, thegiantslooklikehugesimians, perhaps “an
anthropomorphicvisionofanorangutan．”① Thegiants􀆳distendedlipswhen
theylaughaccentuatetheircomicalbodiesandmaskthegiants􀆳eyes,whichis
“howotherpeoplemaketheirescapefromthegiants．” Thiscomment, while
comical,impliesthatthehumansfearthegiants．Theyareexoticbut
potentiallydangerouscreatures．Tothegiants􀆳eyes,itishumanswhoare
exotic and comical, provoking uproarious laughter．In this mirrored
perspective,eachseetheotherasstrangecreatures,objectsofwonder．This
reflexivityshowsanativeanthropologyinwhichtheSelfandOtherarealikein
theirperceptionsandaffects, evenastheirbodies,locales, anddegreesof
civilizationdiffer．Thiscomparisonseemsathomeinanimperialstructure,in
whichcivilizedhumans (i．e．, Chinese)andforeignerssubsisttogetherinan
orderedspatialhierarchy．Thegiantsandthehumanshavetheirrespective
placesinthecosmicimperium,witheachkindpracticingitswaysinpeace．

Thispictureofspatialhierarchybetweencenterandperiphery,inwhich
humans,gods,andhybridsdwell,arguablyreflectsandsupportsthepolitical
ideologyofthebook􀆳seraofcomposition．AsStrassbergargues, “The
proliferationofthehybridduringthelatterpartoftheZhoudynastycan．．．be
seentoembodyacertainkindofculturallogicparticulartotheage．．．[and]
mirrorsthepluralisticnatureofthefeudalstate．．．[E]achmajorstatewas
facedwithreconcilingtheincreasingqualityof ‘strangeness’toitselfasit
expandedandannexedculturallydifferentappendages．”②Bythisculturallogic,
thehybrids“legitimatelydwellintheenvironmentalongsidehumankindand
simplyrepresentanother,overlappingorderwithitsownprinciples．” ③ The
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hybridsarenotmonsters, whomustbeexterminatedtomakewayforcivilization．
Theydwellintheirownmythicalspace,enclosedwithinthelargerorder．
IntheShanhaijing,theanomalousformsandstrangenaturesofthe

giantsaresecurelylocatedinthedistantperipheryoftheKingdomofHeaven．
This perspectival anthropology persisted for millennia．As Strassberg
observes, “TheGuidewayscontinuedtobea majorsourceof．．．cultural
informationaboutdistantforeignlandsupuntilthelatenineteenthcentury,” ①

asillustratedinFig．１．

Fig．１．Complete MapoftheFourSeas, China, andtheBarbarians (Sihaihuayi
zongtu),１５３２．

Note:SeveralofthehybridpeoplesfromtheShanhaijingarelistedintheregionswithin
andbeyondthesurroundingseas,includingtheLongＧArmsPeopleandtheLongＧThighs
People(upperright)andthePeopleWithoutCalves(upperleft)．

Source:ZhangHuang􀆳sTushubian(１６１３), HarvardＧYenchingLibrary．

① Trans．RichardStrassberg, A Chinese Bestiary: Strange Creaturesfrom the Guideways
ThroughMountainsandSeas,３５．
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GiantsintheHebrewBible

AccordingtothetestimonyoftheHebrewBible,giantslivedintheland

ofCanaanpriortotheIsraeliteconquest．①TheIsraelitesfirstencounterthese
giantswhenMosesappointsscoutstoexploretheregionofHebronpriorto
theirentryintoCanaan．Onthescouts􀆳returntotheIsraeliteencampment,

theyreporttoMoses:

“Wecametothelandthatyousentus,andindeeditisflowingwith
milkandhoney,andthis[hugegrapecluster]isitsfruit．However,the
peoplewholiveinthelandarestrong,andthecitiesarefortifiedandvery
great,andindeedwesawtherethechildrenofAnak．” ．．．Calebquietedthe
peoplebeforeMosesandsaid, “Letusgoupimmediatelyandpossessit,

forweareabletoprevailoverit．”Butthepeoplewhowentupwithhim
said, “Wearenotabletogoupagainstthepeople,foritisstrongerthan
us．．．TherewesawtheNephilim ―thechildrenofAnakarefromthe
Nephilim―andweseemedinoureyeslikegrasshoppers, andsowe
seemedintheireyes．” (Numbers１３:２７Ｇ２８,３０Ｇ３１,３３)

Thisreport(fromtheJsource)endswithastrikingperspectivalnote．To
theIsraelites,theirpunysizeinthepresenceofthegiantsmakesthemseem
likeinsectsincomparison: “weseemedinoureyeslikegrasshoppers,andso
weseemedintheireyes．” Theyseethemselvesfromthegiants􀆳perspective．
But,unliketheGiantsofGanintheShanhaijing,thisperspectivalencounter
createsnotcomedybutterror．Thescoutsseethatthegiantswoulddestroy
theminbattlewithaslittleeffortashumanswouldcrushagrasshopper．The
giantsofHebron,inthiscaseofperspectivalencounter,arewhollyfearsome
anddangerous．Thisis,ofcourse,animaginedperspective―theIsraelitessee
themselvesthroughthegiants􀆳eyes, butwearenottoldwhatthegiants
themselvesperceive．TheIsraelitesaretheagentsinthisscene(“weseemed．．．

① RonaldHendel, “TheLandscapeofMemory:GiantsandtheConquestofCanaan,”inCollective
IdentityandCollectiveMemory:DeuteronomyandtheDeuteronomisticHistoryinTheirContext,eds．
JohannesU．RoandDianaEdelman,BZAW５３４(Berlin:DeGruyter,２０２１),２６３Ｇ２８８．
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weseemed”),andthegiantstheobjectsofterror．
ThegiantsofCanaangobyseveralethnonymsintheBible ― here

NephilimandchildrenofAnak,andelsewhereRephaim,Amorites,andother
terms．TheethnonymNephilimrecallsthestoryinGenesisoftheiroriginsin
theerabeforetheflood:

TheNephilimwereontheearthinthosedays―andalsoafterwards―

whentheSonsofGodwentintothedaughtersofhumans,andtheybore
childrenforthem．Thesewerethewarriorsofold,themenofrenown．
(Genesis６:４)

TheNephilimarethehybridoffspringofmalegodsandfemalehumans,

andtheybecomemightywarriors―althoughwearenottoldthedetailsof
theirfamousexploits．Theirgiantsize―alsonotmentionedinGenesis―

seemstocomefromtheirhybrid,semiＧdivineorigins．Thisconceptisshared
withtheMesopotamianwarriorＧkingGilgamesh, whowastwoＧthirdsdivine
andoneＧthirdhuman,andwas,accordingtotheHittiteversion,elevencubits
tall(１６．５ft．or５m)．①

InDeuteronomy, Mosesemphasizesthefearsomesizeofthegiants,

echoingthescouts􀆳report: “Itisapeoplegreaterandtallerthanus,withgreat
citiesfortifieduptoheaven, andindeedwesawtherethechildrenofthe
Anakim” (Deuteronomy１:２８)．Mosesexpandsonhisdescriptionofthegiants
inhisexhortationtoIsraelabouttheupcomingconquest:

HearOIsrael,youaregoingtocrosstheJordantodaytogoinand
dispossessnationsgreaterand mightierthan you, with greatcities
fortifieduptoheaven, apeoplegreatandtall, thechildrenofthe
Anakim,whomyouknow．Andyouhavehearditsaid,“Whocanstand
beforethechildrenofAnak?” ButknowtodaythatYahweh,yourGod,

heisgoingtocrossbeforeyouasadevouringflame．Andhewilldestroy
themandsubduethembeforeyou,andyouwilldispossessthemanddestroy
themquickly,asYahwehhaspromisedyou．(Deuteronomy９:１Ｇ３)

① AndrewR．George, TheBabylonianGilgamesh Epic: Introduction, CriticalEditionand
CuneiformTexts (２vols．; Oxford: OxfordUniversityPress,２００３),１．４４７．
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MosesemphasizesthatYahweh willvanquishthegiants ― “he will
destroythemandsubduethem”―afterwhichtheIsraelitesfinishthejob―

“youwilldispossessthemanddestroythem．” Yahweh􀆳sdestructionofthe
giantsisthepreludetotheIsraeliteconquestandsettlement,whichcompletes
theredemptivedramaoftheExodusandfulfillshispromisestotheancestors．

ThebookofAmosdrawsasimilarpictureofYahweh􀆳sdestructionofthe
giantsofCanaan(callingthemAmorites):

ItwasIwhodestroyedtheAmoritebeforethem,

whoseheightisliketheheightofcedars,

andwhosestrengthislikeoaks．
AndIdestroyedhisfruitabove,

andhisrootsbelow．
ItwasIwhobroughtyouupfromthelandofEgypt,

andIledyouinthedesertforfortyyears
toinheritthelandoftheAmorite．(Amos２:９Ｇ１０)

Thegiants􀆳heightiscomparedtotheheightofcedars(thetallestknown
tree)andtheirstrengthtooaktrees(thestrongesttree)．Thetreemetaphoris
developedfurtherwhenYahwehstatesthathedestroyedthemutterly,from
“hisfruitabove”to “hisrootsbelow．” Eventhestrongestandtallestare
utterlyvanquishedbyYahweh．Inthisperspectivalpoetry,thegiantsarehuge
and mightyinthenaturallandscape, butareinsignificantcomparedto
Yahweh．FromGod􀆳sperspective,thegiantsaremeregrasshoppers．

Accordingtothesetexts, YahwehdestroysthegiantssothatIsraelcan
inheritthepromisedland．InDeuteronomyandJoshua, thereisadouble
causality,suchthattheIsraelitesalsodestroythem．Thisdestructioniscarried
outbyJoshua􀆳sarmy:

AtthattimeJoshuacameandcutofftheAnakimfromthehill
country,from Hebron,from Debir,from Anab,andfromallthehill
countryofJudahandfromallthehillcountryofIsrael, withtheircities．
Joshuaeradicatedthem．NoAnakimremainedinthelandofthechildrenof
Israel;onlyinGaza,Gath,andAshdoddidtheyremain．(Joshua１１:２１Ｇ２２)

Asthispassagerelates,afewgiantssurvivedtheconquest．Theysurvive
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inIsraelincitiesthatwilllaterbecomePhilistineＧGaza, Gath,andAshdod．
ThelastofthesegiantsareeventuallydestroyedbyDavidandhis men．
Accordingto２ Samuel２１:１５Ｇ２２, David􀆳s men killfourhuge warriors
“descendedfromtheRaphah” (abiformofRephaim),includingonenamed
GoliathofGath．Thedefeatofthisgiantisretoldin１Samuel１７, whereitis
DavidwhokillsGoliath．Goliathisamightywarriorandtall―sixcubitsanda
span(９．７５ft．,３m;１Samuel１７:４)①―butDaviddefeatshimeasilywithhis
shepherd􀆳ssling．

TheencounterbetweenDavidandGoliathalsohasaperspectivaltouch．
AlthoughGoliathisahugewarriorwearingheavyarmor, David, ayoung
shepherd,viewsGoliathasastrangeanduncivilizedforeigner,comparabletoa
wildanimal．AsDavidsaystoKingSaul:

Yourservantwasashepherdforhisfather􀆳ssheep,andwhenalion
orabearwouldcomeandtakeasheepfromtheflock,Iwouldgoout
afteritandkillitandrescueitfromitsmouth．Andifitroseagainstme,I
wouldseizeitbythebeardandstrikeitandkillit．Justasyourservant
killedthelionandthebear,sothisuncircumcisedPhilistinewillbelike
oneofthem．(１Samuel１７:３４Ｇ３６)

AlthoughthismightywarriorinstillsfearinSaulandtheotherIsraelites,to
Davidheisbutanuncircumcisedforeigner,comparabletothelionsandbearsthat
usedtomenaceDavid􀆳sflock．ThegiantPhilistineisbutawildbeast．

GoliathmimicsDavid􀆳sperspectivewhenheasks, “AmIadog,thatyou
cometomewithsticks?” (１Samuel１７:４３)．Thismockeryisironic,since
DavideasilydefeatsGoliathwithhisslingandstone,asonewouldadogor
beast．David􀆳svictoryoverGoliathsignalshisascenttokingship, which
transformshisstatusasshepherdintotheroyalshepherdofIsrael．Hisdefeat
ofthislastgiantinIsraelisasequeltotheconquestofthegiantsofCanaanby
YahwehandtheJoshuageneration．
Inthesestoriesofbiblicalgiants, thereisanimplicationthattheir

existenceislimitedtothepast．YahwehandtheIsraelitesdestroythemsothat

① ４QSamaandtheLXXhaveasmallerheight,fourcubitsandaspan．Itisnotclearwhichnumber
isoriginal．
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Israelmayinheritthepromisedland．Thegiants􀆳endisIsrael􀆳sbeginning．
ThisthemeisrecapitulatedinthestoryofDavid􀆳srise, whichyieldsthe
Davidicmonarchy．Ineachcase,thedestructionofthegiantsisanecessary
preliminarytotheproperorderofthings．Thegiantsbelongtoapastera,and
theirfateistheirdestruction．Thistemporalpastnessofthegiantsseemstobe
encodedinseveraloftheirethnonyms．TheyareNephilim,literallythe“fallen
ones．” ThegiantsofTransjordanaretheRephaim, whichalsorefersto
shadowyspiritsofthe dead．Otherethnonymsinclude Emim, literally
“terrors,”andtheZamaummim,literally“whisperers．”Thesemightypeoples
weregiants,butnowtheysleepinthedust．AsJuliusWellhausenobserved,

theethnonymAmoritealsohasaqualityofpasttime: “WhiletheCanaanites
stillliveinthelandinthepresentofthebiblicalnarrator．．．theAmorites．．．
belongonlytothepast,theyhavebeenexterminated．”①Themightygiantsare
nowonlyamemory．

ThepastnessofthegiantsisafeatureofIsrael􀆳sselfＧfashioningasa
chosenpeopledwellinginapromisedland．Theplaceofthegiantsintheirlocal
anthropologycanbeelucidatedincomparisonwiththeanthropologyofgiants
intheShanhaijing．Forthelatter,thepeopleofChinaaretheindigenous
inhabitantsinthecosmiccenter―theMiddleKingdom ―andthegiants―

anomaloushybridsＧdwellintheperiphery．Thecenterandperipheryarelinked
spatiallyandconceptually withintheimperialorderofthecosmos．This
culturallogicmakesthegiantsobjectsofwonder―andevencomedy―in
theirexoticdomains．IntheHebrewBible,thegiantsaretheindigenouspeople
inthecosmiccenter,anditisIsraelwhoareaperipheralpeople,arrivingon
thesceneofhistorylongafterthedispersionofthenations(seetheTableof
NationsandtheTowerofBabelinGenesis１０Ｇ１１)．
IntheculturallogicoftheHebrewBible,otherpeoplecamefirstinthe

genealogy,andIsrael􀆳sriseisaturningpointofhistory．Inthemeantime,the
cosmiccenter―thelandofIsrael―isoccupiedbydangerous “others” ―

giants― untilthetimeofIsrael􀆳sconquestandsettlement．Theindigenous
giantsareliminal, bothwithrespecttotheiranomalousphysiognomyandtheir

① JuliusWellhausen, DieCompositiondesHexateuchsundderhistorischenBücherdesAlten
Testaments (３rded．;Berlin:Reimer,１８９９),３４３．
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existenceinthepreＧIsraeliteera．Inasense,theyareatemporalplaceＧholder―a
peopledoomedtodie―untilthetimewhentherightfuldwellersinthecosmic
centerarrive．

Tab．１indicatessomecontrastsinthehumanＧgiantrelationsintheBible
andtheShanhaijing．ForIsraelthegiantsareperipheralintime, whilein
Chinatheyareperipheralinspace．

Tab．１ContrastsintheHumanＧGiantRelationsintheBibleandtheShanhaijing

periphery center
space giants Chinese
time giants Israelites

Inbothcultures,thegiantsareforeignandhybrid “others,”dwellingon
thefarsideofthecentralorderofthings．ForIsrael,thissetofcontrasts
markstheIsraelitesastherightfulpossessorsoftheland,fulfillingtheir
destinyasthechosenpeopleandliberatingthelandfromfrighteningcreatures．
ForChina,therightfulpossessionofthelandisnotinquestion,sincethe
civilizedChinesearetheland􀆳soriginalinhabitants,perpetuallydwellinginthe
cosmiccenter．IntheShanhaijingtheperspectivalanthropologyisrootedin
thespatialhierarchyofempire,whereasforIsraeltheperspectiveistemporal,

embeddedingenealogicaltime．Theindigenousgiants,inthissense,guardthe
temporalboundaryofIsraeliteidentity．

TheLandscapeofMemory: MegalithsinChinaandIsrael

TheShanhaijingattributesthecreationofthelandscapetothegreatgod
Yu,whofilledinthesurfaceoftheearthafterthefloodand “mark[ed]the
divisionsandboundariesundertheskyandonearth” (５．５４a)．① Withinthis
landscapeisafeaturethatmayberelatedtotheanthropologyofgiantsin
ChinaandIsrael．Thisisarguablyasharedfeatureofthetwocultures,in

① AnneBirrell,TheClassicofMountainsandSeas:TranslatedwithanIntroductionandNotes,

１０３;RémiMathieu,＇Etudesurlamythologieetl􀆳ethnologiedelaChineancienne:Traductionannotéedu
Shanhaijing,１．３７２．
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whichthegiantsaresignifiedinthelandscape．Inbothcases, massivestone
structuresseemtomarktheexistenceofgiants．

IntraditionalChinesescholarship,thegiantsoftheShanhaijingareoften
identifiedwithforeignpeoplesofnortheastChina (Dongbei) orKorea．As
Strassbergobserves,thepassagesaboutgiantstendto “refertothenorthor
east,leadingtospeculationthatancientmythologylocatedsuchagiantpeople
somewherebetween Chinaandthe Korean Peninsula．”①It may notbe
coincidencethatthelandscapeinthisareais markedbyaprofusionof
dolmens,hugestonestructuresbuiltintheBronzeAge(ca．２０００Ｇ２００BCE)as
burialchambers．ThesedolmensarefoundthroughoutnortheastChinaand
Korea．Fig．２presentsadolmeninShipengshan．SarahNelsonwrites:

TheChinesetermisshipeng,stonehuts, whichindicatesboththeir
sizeandtheirconstructionwithfouruprightstoneslabstoppedbyamuch
largercapstone．DolmensaremostnumerousintheLiaodongpeninsula,

wheretheytendtobelargeandwellmade, withpolishedstonesrather
thantherawslabsthatcharacterizeKoreandolmens．Onedolmennear
Yingkou,forexample, waslargeenoughtohavebeenreusedasa
building．Theinterioris２．８by２．６mwhilethecoverslabis８．６by５．７m．
DolmensareknownasfarnorthasJilinprovince．②

ThedolmenfieldsaredensestintheKoreanpeninsula, wheresome
５０,０００havebeenrecorded．AsJangsuk Kim comments, “Dolmenswere
conspicuousmonumentsthatwerebothphysicallyandsymbolicallyimprinted
onthelandscape．”③

①

②

③

Trans．RichardStrassberg, A Chinese Bestiary: Strange Creaturesfrom the Guideways

ThroughMountainsandSeas,２０７;RémiMathieu(＇Etudesurlamythologieetl􀆳ethnologiedelaChine
ancienne:TraductionannotéeduShanhaijing ,１．４２９n．８)notesthattheHanstateconqueredand
colonizednorthwestKorea(Gojoseon)inthelatesecondcenturyBCE．

SarahMilledgeNelson, “Introduction,”inTheArchaeologyofNortheastChina: Beyondthe
GreatWall, ed．Nelson (London: Routledge, １９９５), １６．SeefurtherBaiYunXiang, “Megalithic
MonumentsintheNortheastAreaandEasternCoastofChina,”inMeetingon MegalithicCulture:

ComparingPrehistoricRuinsoftheEastandEurope (Nara,Japan: ACCU,２００３),４１Ｇ５３(www．nara．
accu．or．jp/img/report/Internationalconference/i２００２．pdf)．

JangsukKim, “From LabourControltoSurplusAppropriation: LandscapeChangesinthe
NeolithizationofSouthwesternKorea,”JournalofWorldPrehistory２７(２０１４):２７０．
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Fig．２．DolmeninShipengshan石棚山石棚,nearYingkou,LiaodongPeninsula,China．
Note:Thecapstoneis８．６m (２８．２ft．)longand５．７m (１８．７ft．) wide．

Theconnection between thelandscape of megalithic structuresin
northeastChinaandKoreaandthelocaleofthegiantsoftheShanhaijingis
comparabletothelinkbetweenmegalithicstructuresinIsraelandTransjordan
andthelocaleofgiantsintheBible．ThedensedolmenfieldsinnorthernIsrael
andTransjordan, builtduringtheEarlyBronzeageoftheLevant (third
millenniumBCE),correspondstotheregionsofBashan,Ammon,andMoab,

theterritoryoftheTransjordanianRephaim, Emim,andZamzummim．The
Bedouincallthesestonestructures“housesoftheghouls” (biyūtelghūl)．As
PaulKargeandothershaveargued,thesemegalithicstructureswerelikely
viewedbyIronAgepeoplesastheremainsofancientgiants．① Otherhuge
stonestructuresinIsrael― particularlytheruinsof MiddleBronzeAge
cyclopeanwalls(ca．２０００Ｇ１５５０BCE)insitessuchasHebronandGath―were
likelyalsoinstrumentaltothebiblicalmemoryofgiantsintheland．

Fig．３isaphotooftwodolmensnearAmman, Jordan．Oneofthe

① PaulKarge,Rephaim:DievorgeschichtlicheKulturPalästinasundPhöniziens．Archäeologischeund
religionsgeschichtlicheStudien (Paderborn:Schöningh,１９１７),６１２Ｇ６１３．
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dolmensisroughlythesizeofthebedofOg,oneofthelastoftheRephaim,

whichcouldbeseeninbiblicaltimesatRabbatＧAmmon:

Foronly Og, kingofBashan, wasleftoftheremnantofthe
Rephaim．Beholdhisbed―anironbed―isitnotinRabbatofthe
childrenofAmmon? Ninecubitsisitslengthandfourcubitsitswidth,

accordingtothecommoncubit．(Deuteronomy３:１１)

Thebedofthis“remnantoftheRephaim” measuressome１３．５feetlong
and６feetwide．Thecapstoneofthedolmenontheright(below)inAmman
measures１２feetlongand６feetwide．Itwasrazedduringtheexpansionof
Ammaninthe１９５０􀆳s,butit―oradolmenlikeit―waslikelyregardedasa
giant􀆳sbedinbiblicaltimes．①

Fig．３．DolmensnearAmman,Jordan．
Note:Thecapstoneoftheforegrounddolmenis８ft．(２．４m)square．Thecapstoneof

dolmenontherightis１２ft．(３．７m)longand６ft．(１．８m) wide．
Source:PhotobyA．M．Mantell, １９１０, courtesyofthePalestineExplorationFund

(PEFＧPＧ４０４８)．

① ThedescriptionofOg􀆳sbedas“iron”isadifficulty;onewouldexpectstoneorflint;seeRonald
Hendel, “TheLandscapeofMemory:GiantsandtheConquestofCanaan,”２８０．
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　　Elsewhere, dolmensareoftenidentifiedasgiants􀆳bedsortombs,for
example German: Riesenbetten, Hünenbettten, or Riesengräber; Dutch:

hunebedden; Swedish: Jättegrafvar; andItalian (Sardinia): Tombedei
Giganti．Inthisrespect,thedolmensarememoryＧstones,theworksofgiants．

Inhisstudyofthe“legendarytopography” (topographielégendaire)ofthe
HolyLand, MauriceHalbwachsremarksthatthelandscape􀆳s“visiblefactsare
thesymbolsofinvisibletruths．”① MegalithsinChinaandtheLevant, to
premoderneyes,arguablysignifiedthepastexistenceofgiants．Theirworks
werestrikingfeaturesofthelandscape．Thesestonestructurespointtomighty
figuresandforcesofthepastandpresent．Comparedtothem,thepeoplemay
haveseemedintheirowneyeslikegrasshoppers,evokingemotionsofwonder
andfear．

Conclusions

Mary DouglasemphasizesonanomaliesinthetaskofcrossＧcultural
comparison: “Byfocusingonhowanomalousbeingsmaybetreatedindifferent
systemsofclassification, wemakeafrontalattackonthequestionofhow
thought, wordsandtherealworldarerelated．”② Thistaskhasglobaland
particularisticaspects:wegaininsightintohowpeopleacrosstimeandspace
connectupthought,word,andreality,andhowparticularpeoplesdothisin
localcontexts．Anomalouscreatures―forinstance, pigsandgiantsinthe
HebrewBible―canberealorfictive,andtheirstatusisdependentonthe
backgroundclassificationscheme．Forinstance, pigsareuncleanwithinthe
classoflandanimalsbecausetheydonotchewtheircud (Leviticus１１:７),

whilegiantsareanomalousbecausetheyarehybridsofhumansandgods(Genesis
６:４)．IntheShanhaijing,giantsandotherexoticcreaturesareanomaloushybrids,
“bornwithdivinenatures”anddifficulttounderstand(６．１a)．
Bycomparingthecomparisonsbetweenhumansandhybridsinthese

①

②

MauriceHalbwachs, On Collective Memory, ed．LewisA．Coser (Chicago: Universityof
ChicagoPress,１９９２),２０４．

MaryDouglas, ImplicitMeanings: EssaysinAnthropology (London: Routledge & Kegan
Paul,１９７５),２８２．
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twocultures, welearnabouteachculture􀆳s “typologyofthestrange．”①The
politicalandreligiousideologiesbehindthesetypologiesarealsoilluminated:

theimperialMandateofHeaveninChinaandthetemporallybelatedchosen
peopleinIsrael．Thedifferentperspectivesongiantspointtotheimportanceof
hybridformsineachculture􀆳sselfＧfashioning．

This type of perspectival anthropology also illuminates modern
constellationsofthought．Wemodernstendtobeskepticaloftheexistenceof
giantsforavarietyofreasons,includingwhatWebercalledtherationalizing
processof“thedisenchantment(Entzauberung)oftheworld．”②Thisprocess
hasanaloguesandprecedentsinancientChinaandIsrael．Thefounderof
Chinesehistoriography,SimaQian,wroteinhisShiji (ca．１００BCE): “Asfor
thestrangebeingsillustratedinthe ‘Basic Annalsof Yü’ andinthe
Shanhaijing,Idonotdarespeakaboutthem．” ③ AsNicolaDiCosmo
comments, “This passageconstitutesthe most directevidence ofthe
historian􀆳squestforanonＧmythological,observable,andempiricallytestable
knowledgeofforeignlands．”④ Onthebiblicalside,theallegoristPhiloof
Alexandria(１stcent．CE) maintainedthattheconceptofgiantsintheBibleis
meantnonＧliterally: “He[Moses]usesthisnameanalogically,whenhewishes
toindicateexcessivesizeofbody．”⑤Philorationalizesthegiantsbyredefining
theterms,anexegeticalmoveadoptedbymanyinterpretersinJewishand
Christiantraditions．

Chineseinterpretersalsoappealedtofigurativelanguageinorderto
maintaintheveracityoftheShanhaijing􀆳shybridcreatures．AsStrassberg
observes,thescholarBiYuan (１７３０Ｇ１７９７) “arguedthatthebookwasnotat
allconcernedwithdiscussingthestrange,forifthelanguagewereunderstood

①

②

③

④

⑤

SeeTrans．RichardStrassberg, A ChineseBestiary: StrangeCreaturesfromtheGuideways
ThroughMountainsandSeas,４３．

H．H．GerthandC．WrightMills,eds．From Max Weber: EssaysinSociology (NewYork:

OxfordUniversityPress,１９５８),１３９Ｇ１４０．
Trans．NicolaDiCosmo,AncientChinaandItsEnemies:TheRiseofNomadicPowerinEast

AsianHistory (Cambridge:CambridgeUniversityPress,２００４),２９２．
Trans．NicolaDiCosmo,AncientChinaandItsEnemies:TheRiseofNomadicPowerinEast

AsianHistory,２９２．
Philo,QuestionsandAnswersonGenesis,ed．andtrans．RalphMarcus(LCL３８０;Cambridge:

HarvardUniversityPress,１９５３),６０Ｇ６１．
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figuratively,eventhemostfantasticdescriptionscouldbeseentoreferto
actualcreaturesorforeignpeoples．” ① Thecategoryofthefiguralallowsthe
classictexttopreserveitstruthfulrepresentationofreality．

In１８６９TheodorNoldeketookastepthattheseinterpreterscouldnot,

describingthegiantsasfictionalcreaturesoffolklore:thegiants“wereforthe
HebrewsaboutthesameastheHunenforourpeopleandtheJotenforthe
Scandinavians．”② Thisperceptionofthebiblicalgiantsasfictiverestsona
comparisonwithothergiants, whosenatureisshapedbythebackground
categoryoffolklore．Thiscategory,constructedinthemidＧnineteenthcentury,

has,asDanBenAmosobserves, “atriadofattributes―traditionalism,

irrationality,andrurality．” ③ Forthemodernscholar,giantsarewhatother
peoplebelieve, primarily peasantsand premoderns．Inthe FolkＧStudies
MovementinChinaofthe１９２０􀆳sand３０􀆳s,scholarsbroughtthisperspectiveto
bearontheShanhaijing．④Heretoo,theconceptualandaffectiveresponsesto
anomalouscreaturesaredeterminedbythelocalclassificatorysystem．

Forusmoderns,thestatusofgiantsremainsperspectival,butwhenwe
seetheminourclassictexts,theynolongerlookbackatus．Inasense,our
understandingofhowthought, words,andworldsrelatestillincludestheir
hybridity, markingadifferencewithothersinspaceandtime．Thegiants
animateourculturalmapsandgenealogies,evenastheynolongerexistinthe
landscapesoftherealworld．

①

②

③

④

Trans．RichardStrassberg, A Chinese Bestiary: Strange Creaturesfrom the Guideways
ThroughMountainsandSeas,２５．

TheodorNöldeke,UntersuchungenzurKritikdesaltenTestaments (Kiel: Schwers,１８６９),

１６１;seealsoTheodorH．Gaster, Myth, Legend,andCustomintheOldTestament (２vols．; New
York: Harper&Row,１９６９),１．３１１Ｇ３１２．

DanBenAmos, “TheIdeaofFolklore: AnEssay,”inFolkloreConcepts: Historiesand
Critiques (Bloomington:IndianaUniversityPress,２０２０),１．

Trans．RichardStrassberg, A Chinese Bestiary: Strange Creaturesfrom the Guideways
ThroughMountainsandSeas,２７Ｇ２８．


