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I. Introduction 

Babujab (Babuujab) 1) is a well known figure not only in the history of the 
Mongols but also in the modern history of China. Moreover, among the 
Japanese, especially from the pre-World War II days, Babujab, along with 
Demcuydongrub (Prince De ~.:f.), may be considered the most famous Mongol 
apart from the Qayans of the Mongol Empire. Even in post-war Japan, Babujab 
was mentioned by a popular writer, Dan Kazuo 1!-ffi. 2) 

Numerous but mostly contradictory descriptions of Babujab are found in 
the literature. In contemporary China, he is seriously criticized as a wild bandit­
traitor.3) In contrast, Owen Lattimore, writing in the 1930s, mentioned that 
Babujab and his followers were considered "patriots by all Mongols and their 
feats are told in many ballads, which are still sung everywhere in Manchurian 
Mongolia."4) In Japan, Babujab is perceived as a naive Ch'ing loyalist and a 
Mongol collaborator in the "Second Manchu-Mongol Independence Movement" 
("Dainiji Man-Mo dokuritu undo" ~=*im~3Ju.l[~fJJ) promoted and support­
ed by Japanese "adventurers" advocating imperialistic expansion into East Asia 
("Tairiku ronin" *~ii A ).5) The degree of respect for Babujab in Mongolia 
under the Socialist regime (in the Mongolian People's Republic) was signifi­
cant, and worthy of analysis. Although his behavior after the Kiakhta 
Agreement of 1915 was judged as that of a conservative reactionary, Mongol 
historians took a sympathetic view of him until the Agreement. 6) Furthermore, 
after so-called democratization began in Mongolia in the early 1990s, the crite­
ria of judgement for historical studies and research have undergone drastic 
changes, and re-evaluations of past history and historical figures are now under­
way. 7) It has reached the point where some scholars describe Babujab as a 
"Mongol nationalist. "8) · 

Although various interpretations of Babujab's life have come to light, none 
seem to suffice. Each historian, working from fragmentary materials on 
Babujab, merely describes one of several aspects of his life. In particular, the 
relationship between Babujab and the Japanese still need further analysis. The 
main objective of this paper is to re-examine Babujab's activities in the history 
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of Mongol independence and to further analyze his character from various 
archival materials recently found. 

II. Early days of Babujab's life 

Babujab was born in 187 5, in the Turned (East Turned or Mongyolj'in) 
Banner of j osutu League in Inner Mongolia. Difficulties remain in tracing his 
activities during the early period of his life for it seems highly probably that 
most descriptions and information concerning young Babujab have been insert­
ed later. 

Babujab was a commoner by birth and as a boy worked the land. This con­
stitutes one of the most important factor for us in terms of understanding his 
life. When he was about ten years old, his family moved to the imperial pasture 
in Surug, which in 1902 became Chang-wu hsien ~ ~ !II* . The Mongols in 
Surug, most of whom came from East Turned, had been engaged in agriculture 
over the years. Therefore, agriculture was carried out extensively in certain dis­
tricts of East Mongolia (East Four Leagues of Inner Mongolia). At the time, the 
Mongol lands in East Mongolia apart from Silin youl League, remained unpro­
tected against the extensive influx of the Han Chinese immigrants. The rapid 
increase of Han Chinese was a result of the Ch'ing government's abandonment 
of its earlier policy of maintaining an independent Mongol social structure. 
Inevitably, as large numbers of Han Chinese migrated to both Surug and East 
Turned, the Mongols were forced into a minority status. Rampant exploitation 
by the Han Chinese raised tensions between the migrants and the Mongols. 
When Chang-wu hsien was formed from the imperial pasture, Babujub led an 
uprising against the Han Chinese immigrants there. Owen Lattimore, described 
this uprising as follows: 

He [Babu jab] raised among the Suruk [Surug] Mongols the force that 
became known as the Thirteen Companies. Living off and on as bandits, 
and serving also at the time in the Mongol militia, they drew recruits, in 
later years, from all over Eastern Mongolia. 9) 

Thus a strong anti-Han Chinese sentiment, which Babujab retained throughout 
his life, was implanted at an early age through these experiences. 

The political climate in Manchuria and East Mongolia was altered by the 
Sino:Japanese War in 1894-95 and the Boxer Rebellion which soon followed in 
1900-01. As a result of these two incidents, by the turn of the century, some 
East Mongols assumed that the Ch'ing policy toward Manchuria and East 
Mongolia was supported by Russia, which was assisting China in its negotia­
tions withJapan after the Sino:Japanese War. The East Mongols became appre­
hensive that Russia had allied with China. When the Russo-Japanese War broke 
out in 1904, the Japanese army attempted to utilize those Mongols to support 
its attack on the rear of the Russian army in Manchuria, especially to destroy 
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the bridges along the Chinese Eastern Railway in Northern Manchuria. It has 
been said that Babujab joined the Mongol partisans under ajapanese comman­
der, Captain Hashiguchi Yuma fit D ~ -~ . After the Russo:J apanese War, with 
the recommendation of the Japanese army, Babujab was supposedly appointed 
commander of the police troops in Chang-wu hsien. 10) Although I have not 
been able to find any information to substantiate Babujab's "pro:Japanese" 
activities in either Japanese or Chinese source materials of this period. Hence, 
it seems probable that most descriptions concerning him during the Russo­
Japanese War were fabricated by the Japanese after 1916. 11 ) 

When the Wu-ch'ang Uprising ftti!§~~ erupted in October 1911, the nobles 
and Buddhist priests of Qalq-a Mongolia declared their independence and sub­
sequently organized the Boyda qayan government in Urga. This declaration of 
independence was not a direct result of the Chinese Revolution, but rather a 
prolonged Mongol struggle to achieve their objective. The intention of the 
Boyda qayan government was to create an independent "national" state includ­
ing Outer as well as Inner Mongolia, known as "Greater Mongolia" ("Yeke 
Mongyol ulus"). 12) 

The Mongol declaration of independence in U rga was warmly received in 
other Mongol regions. Furthermore, the Boyda qayan government was joined 
by numerous Inner Mongols who later held prominent positions. 13) In 
September 1912, Babujab fled from Chang-wu hsien with hisfamily and follow­
ers to U rga with the intention of participating in this national unification move­
ment led by the Boyda qayan government. 

III. Babujab and the Boyda qayan government in Outer Mongolia 

In November 1912, the Boyda qayan government successfully established 
tentative diplomatic relations with Russia by signing the Russo-Mongol 
Agreement. For the Russians, this Agreement meant that Russia recognized the 
Boyda qayan government as an autonomous regime merely in Outer Mongolia. 
After the Russo:Japanese War in 1904-05, relations between Russia and Japan 
changed from hostility to reconciliation, then moving even further to the level 
of outright cooperation. The first Russo:Japanese Entente in 1907 signified the 
initial step in the change of Russian policy. According to the Entente, the 
Japanese acknowledged that Outer Mongolia and Northern Manchuria were 
within the Russian sphere of influence. Moreover, a turning point was reached 
with the third Russo:Japanese Entente in 1912, which was concluded with the 
Mongol declaration of independence. As a result, Inner Mongolia was divided 
into two regions according to the latitude of Peking (116 ° 27 '): the western 
region was considered to be in the Russian sphere of influence while the east­
ern region came under the Japanese sphere of influence, entirely without any 
consideration of the Mongols' wishes. At the time, the tide of world opinion 
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was shifting in support of China's territorial integrity and sovereignty. To fur­
ther complicate the situation, Russian foreign policy objectives strongly advo­
cated concentrating on the European theater and Russia did not wish to be 

forced to assume additional responsibility in East Asia. Needless to say, Russia 

had absolutely no desire to support or underwrite the fully sovereign state envi­
sioned by the Boyda qayan government. For these reasons, the formation of an 

autonomous Outer Mongolia under the suzerainty of the Republic of China 

was the most realistic method for Russia to solve the Mongol problem. 14) 

The Boyda qayan government for its part wanted to use the Russo-Mongol 
Agreement to prove that it had already been recognized as a sovereign state. At 

the same time, it initiated military maneuvers in Inner Mongolia with the inten­
tion of expanding its territory beyond the area actually under its control in 

order to realize the formation of "Greater Mongolia." This plan was being pro­
moted by the radical "nationalists" or "pan-Mongolists" within the Boyda qayan 

government leadership such as Ceringcimed, the Home Minister, and was sup­
ported by the Inner Mongols in U rga. They proceeded with a military invasion 

of Inner Mongolia in January 1913. An army of 7,000 troops organized by the 
Boyda qayan government was divided into five divisions, among which was the 

Dariyangya division led by Giing Nawangyombu, Giing Qaisan and Babujab. 15) 

In the first half of 1913, the Boyda qayan army prevailed over the Chinese 
army. Later that year, on August 2, the famous living Buddha in Yegiizer 

(Yogacari) Monastery, Yegiizer Qutuytu ralsangdasi, was nominated as the 
"Minister of the East", which the Boyda qayan army had now occupied. 

However, the Boyda qayan army suffered for lack of weapons. Moreover, 

on November 5, the Russo-Chinese Declaration concerning the autonomous 
status of Outer Mongolia was signed. Thereafter, Russia guranteed Chinese 

suzerainty over Outer Mongolia while the Peking government led by Yuan Shih­
k'ai jt-t!tiJL acknowledged Russia's broad economic interests in Outer Mongolia. 
Simultaneously, Russia was forced to set up a tripartite conference with the 

Peking government, the Boyda qayan government and itself as a final step in 
the process of searching for a solution to the "Mongol problem." The invasion 

by the Boyda qayan troops mentioned earlier encountered strong objections 
from Russia, and as a result, in December 1913, the Boyda qayan troops were 
forced to withdraw from Inner Mongolia. 

Despite official orders to withdraw all troops from Inner Mongolia, 

Babujab kept his troops stationed on the eastern fringe of the Inner and Outer 
Mongolian border area (the triangular area where -Ojemcin and Qayucid 

Banners of Inner Mongolia and Secen qan aimay of Outer Mongolia met). 
Moreover, Babujab was then conferred with the title of Giing and the position 
of 'j egiin emiin-e kicayar-un mongyolcud-i tiibsidken toytaniyulqu sayid" or 
"Minister of Pacifying the Mongols in the Southeast" by an edict of Boyda 

qayan (the Emperor of Mongolia). Thus, it seems that the Boyda qayan govern-
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ment permitted Babujab to roam freely in the border area. 
InJune 1914, a tripartite conference was held in Kiakhta between the gov­

ernments of Russia, the Republic of China and Mongolia. Babujab often wrote 
to the Boyda qayan goverment emphasizing that at any cost, Inner Mongolia 
should be included in the territory of the Boyda qayan's Mongol state. 16) He 
was still pursuing the aim of establishing a "Greater Mongolia" that included 
Inner Mongolia. Therefore, by remaining in the Inner and Outer Mongolian 
border area with his troops, he intended to show his determination to stress the 
importance oflnner Mongolia, which was his primary objective. 

While the Kiakhta Conference was being held, Babujab approached the 
Russian delegation to create a political situation favorable to the Boyda qayan 
government and his plan for a "Greater Mongolia." When World War I erupted 
inJune 1914, many war supplies were sent to Russia from the United States and 
Japan on the Chinese Eastern Railway while Russia was preoccupied counter­
ing the German forces. German agents in China tried to sabotage these opera-
tions and cut off Russian war supplies by destroying tunnels along the railway 
between Hailar and Chichihar, and later intended to recruit Babujab for their 
tasks. In January 1915, Rabe von Pappenheim, a German military attache in 
Peking, visited Babujab's camp in -Ojemcin. Babujab immediately informed the 
Boyda qayan government of this visit through ralsangdasi. 17) This information 
was later conveyed to the Russian consulates in U rga or Hailar through the 
Boyda qayan government. In March 1915, 18) Babujab assassinated von 
Pappenheim's group, including eight Germans. This action was praised by the 
Russian authorities as a contribution to their war efforts against Germany, they 
dispatched a special mission to present rewards. 19) Babujab's activities appar­
ently even reached the ear of Tsar Nicholas II who regarded them highly.20) 

Although this incident increased Russian interest in Babujab, it did not have 
any effect in terms of changing the Russian attitude towards the Mongol prob­
lem. 

IV. Babujab as a symbolic leader of Inner Mongolia excluded 
from the Kiakhta Agreement system 

The Kiakhta Tripartite Agreement signed in June 1915 guranteed the 
autonomy of Outer Mongolia under the suzerainty of the Republic of China. 
Russia was successful in forging an agreement which effectively implemented 
its aim, while the Boyda qayan government had been forced to accept the con­
tents of the Agreement in the interest of self-preservation. With this, the Inner 
Mongols who had joined the Boyda qayan regime with the vision of establish­
ing "Greater Mongolia" experienced frustration. The problem was of course 
taken up for discussion at the Kiakhta Conference. In the end, the Chinese gov­
ernment promised to grant amnesty to all Inner Mongols within the Boyda 
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qayan government. The Inner Mongols then faced a new dilemma: either 
return to Inner Mongolia and accept subjection to the Han Chinese govern­
ment in Peking, at the same time discarding the idea of "Independent Greater 
Mongolia", or abandon their home land and remain in Outer Mongolia, where 
they could salvage what they had gained by declaring their independence. In 
other words, Inner Mongols were obliged to choose between two alternatives -
autonomy in Outer Mongolia or subjugation in Inner Mongolia. Almost all 
Inner Mongols under the Boyda qayan government preferred to return to Inner 
Mongolia while a few, such as Damdingsilrilng from Barya, opted to remain in 
Outer Mongolia. 

For its part, the Peking government reluctantly accepted the framework of 
the K.iakhta Agreement regarding Outer Mongolia, aiming to re-establish the 
former Ch'ing administrative system in Inner Mongolia. Consequently, the 
Inner Mongol nobles who had joined the Boyda qayan government had their 
rights and titles fully restored when they returned home, albeit with their hopes 
dashed. There were several distinguished figures among those returnees to 
Inner Mongolia, such as U dai, who managed to gain positions within the 
Chinese government, but others, such as Babujab, gained nothing. Babujab 
chose neither of the two alternatives, attaching primary importance to Inner 
Mongolia, yet refusing to remain in Outer Mongolia. Babujab probably 
assumed that, had he returned to Inner Mongolia, his life would end in despair 
as he would likely not find a way to satisfy his political ambitions. Although 
Babujab was ordered to demobilize his troops and promptly return to Inner 
Mongolia, he still remained in the Inner and Outer Mongolian border area 
with his 3,000 troops.21 ) 

In this way, Babujab became the symbolic leader of those non-noble Inner 
Mongols who were excluded from the K.iakhta Agreement system and protest­
ed against it. By this time, the number of his independent forces was reported 
to be approximately 3,000, a considerable size, considering the Outer 
Mongolian forces amounted to approximately 10,000 men. Babujab's soldiers 
were all Inner Mongols, some of whom had joined the forces organized by the 
Boyda qayan government and returned to Inner Mongolia after the Kiakhta 
Agreement was concluded; others were new recruits of sympathizers to 
Babujab's cause. His troops occupied the above mentioned eastern zone of the 
Inner and Outer Mongolian border, which covered a part of Sec en q an aimay 
of Outer Mongolia and of Qayucid and Ujemcin Banners of Silin youl League 
of Inner Mongolia. Geographically, this area belongs to the foot hills of the 
Hsing-an ~ 1i; mountains. Known as an intersection of strategic routes to Inner 
Mongolia, Outer Mongolia, and Barya, Mongol bandits had been active there 
for ages. The existence of Babujab and his troops turned out to be harmful not 
only for the local Chinese government but for the Boyda qayan government as 
well, although the latter still tolerated their activities and made allowances to 



Babujab and His Uprising: Re-examining the Inner Mongol Struggle for Independence 143 

them. 
After August 1915, Damdingsilrilng, Vice-Minister of Military Affairs of 

the Boyda qayan government, was frequently sent to Babujab to persuade him 
to surrender to the Chinese.22) However, Babujab maintained his aim of creat­
ing an independent area governed by himself in Silin youl League. He pro­
posed this plan to the Tu-t'ung (Lieutenant General) of Chichihar ~~~fifMft 
in exchange for surrendering to the Chinese and demobilizing his troops. The 
Tu-t'ung of Chichihar refused the proposal and began a counter offensive. 23) 

Thus, Babujab gradually found himself becoming politically isolated. To fur­
ther complicate the situation, as relations deteriorated between him and the 
Boyda qayan government, the latter referred to Babujab as a "robber" or "ban­
dit" and defended itself militarily against him as well. In fact, his troops often 
did act like bandits, as claimed by the Boyda qayan government. The Chinese 
government decided to attack Babujab's forces on October 28th and this deci­
sion was conveyed to the Russian and Boyda qayan governments prior to the 
attack.24) 

Babujab's troops were defeated by the superior Chinese forces and fled 
from Silin youl to Yegilzer Monastery in Outer Mongolia. Thereafter they 
crossed Outer Mongolia and proceeded to the Barya-Outer Mongolia border 
area along the Qalq-a river ("rurban ner-e"?). The Chinese forces failed to 
arrest Babujab, but took ralsangdasi as prisoner in Yeguzer Monastery.25) 

There the Chinese troops found much of the correspondence between 
ralsangdasi and Babujab, evidence which confirmed ralsangdasi's role as an . 
associate of Babujab. The Chinese once again suspected Babujab of maintaing 
ties with the Boyda qayan government. The arrest of ralsangdasi and the 
seizure of his monastery caused a serious rift between China and the Boyda 
qayan government, since the Chinese forces had violated a provision of the 
Kiakhta Agreement, which prohibited them from entering Outer Mongolia.26) 

The Chinese authorities insisted that if the Boyda qayan government would 
hand over Babujab, they would then release ralsangdasi and withdraw their 
troops from Outer Mongolia.27) However, Babujab had already broken free of 
Urga's control. Under strong pressure from Russia, the Chinese authorities had 
to compromise and be satisfied with ralsangdasi's personal apology in lieu of 
an official apology from the Boyda qayan government to Yuan Shih-k'ai, the 
President of the Republic of China. 

The Russian authorities were concerned with Babujab's well-being after his 
contribution to the war effort against Germany. Thus Russia attempted to act as 
an intermediary be~een Babujab, China, and the Boyda qayan government. 
On December 27, 1915, Babujab agreed to a reconciliation with the Chinese 
under the following two conditions: (1) The Boyda qayan government should 
allow Babujab and his followers to occupy an area where they could reside in 
Qalq-a. (2) The Chinese government should allow the families of his followers 
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left behind in East Mongolia to emigrate to Qalq-a. In exchange for the above 
two conditions, Babujab's troops shall demobilize and transfer their weapons to 
the Chinese authorities.28) Because of its distrust of Babujab, the Boyda qayan 
government was never committed to carrying out this plan, though it finally 
agreed to allow the troops remain in Qalq-a if they remained separately rather 
than living together in one area.29) Yet by March 1916, both the Boyda qayan 
and Russian governments had given up on this plan due to Babujab's "obstina­
cy."30) 

V. Japanese adventurers approach Babujab 

Questions remain as to why the Boyda qayan government and the Russian 
government gradually distanced themselves from Babujab and his cause. This 
shift can be analyzed as a result of Japanese influence, which began around 
mid-1915. The first Japanese to approach Babujab was a stray "adventurer", 
Miyazato Yoshimaro '§'li!.H/1.31 ) Miyazato worked in Hailar as a pharmacist, an 
occupation often used by Japanese agents to camouflage their activities. 
Miyazato at the time gathered information on Mongolia and built up an intri­
cate network of contacts among the Mongols. In February 1913, Ceringcimed, 
the Home Minister of the Boyda qayan government, anticipatedJapanese sup­
port in the cause of establishing Mongolia as a completely independent state 
that included Inner Mongolia. He thus went to Hailar and appealed to the 
Japanese consul-general in Harbin to arrange a trip to Japan. Miyazato, as a 
representative of Ceringcimed, persuaded the Japanese consul-general in 
Harbin as well as the Japanese military staff in Ch'ang-chun :& :JJfo to accept 
Ceringcimed's mission. However, the Japanese consul warned them about 
Russian suspicions and they were obliged to abandon the trip due to strong 
Russian pressure. 32) Miyazato can more or less be described by the Japanese 
term "Mongol adventurer" ("Mako ronin" ~~¥~A), as distinct from a general 
"adventurer", since he specialized in Mongol issues. l\,fiyazato informed 
Babujab that Japan would provide support, especially war supplies, to his 
troops, arousing Babujab's interest in a potential new ally. Needless to say, the 
image of a powerful Japan which had been held by Babujab since the Russo­
Japanese War predisposed him to turn to Japanese aid. Consequently, in June 
or perhaps by July 1915, Miyazato brought Babujab's brother-in-law, Tas­
sibayu, and another Mongol to Japan. 33) 

Next we must examine the stance initiated by the Japanese government 
toward Mongolia and the activities conducted there by the Japanese "adventur­
ers." After the outbreak of World War I in July 1914, interest in East Asia 
declined among the Western imperialist powers. Japanese expansionists took 
advantage of the situation, and maneuvered to consolidate Japanese special 
interests and rights in Southern Manchuria and East Mongolia, which had 

l 
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already been acknowledged by Russia in the Russo-Japanese Ententes of 1907 
and 1912. One can say that they saw the political-military situation in East Asia 
within the framework of the "Manchuria-Mongolia Problem" ("Man-Mo 

Mondai" im ~ F1=1~ ;lm ), a term which actually implied a limited area prescribed in 

the Russo-] apanese Entente, namely Southern Manchuria and East Mongolia. 
The emphasis was clearly on the "Man" (Southern Manchuria); "Mo" (East 

Mongolia) was considered as nothing more than an "appendix" of Southern 

Manchuria and recognized as being only of secondary importance. This 
Japanese interpretation was embodied in the notorious "Twenty-one Demands", 

signed by the Okuma ::k ~J: Cabinet in May 1915 and submitted to the Yuan 
Shih-k'ai government. 

As for the activities conducted by the adventurers, a significant turning 

point was the formation of the "Tai-Shi rengo-kai" Jt3t~~irfr U oint Association 

on the China Problem) inJuly 1913. Before this coalition was formed, although 
various factions proclaimed the similar goal of establishing Japan's superior 
position in Southern Manchuria and East Mongolia, they adopted distinctive 

approaches to achieving this objective. For example, Kawashima Naniwa JI!~ 
ii~ tried to recruit those still loyal to the Manchu Emperor such as Prince Su 

:Ii ~JEE =&=if, while a group led by Uchida Ryohei 179 EE.& Zf5-, known as the Amur 
River Society J! ft fr (Kokuryu-kai), supported Sun Yat-sen ii 3(. However, 
after the failure of the so-called "Second Revolution" in 1913 and the establish­
ment of Yuan Shih-k'ai's dictatorship, Uchida finally relinquished his support 
for Sun, afterward concentrating on cooperating with Kawashima.34) The Joint 

Association on the China Problem pressured the Japanese government to pur­
sue a much more aggressive China policy. Even if a portion of their aims was 
achieved by the "Twenty-one Demands", they were still dissatisfied with the 

Japanese attitude toward China. It was just at this time that Miyazato brought 

Tas-sibayu. -acting on behalf of Babu jab -to Japan. 
Miyazato had no access to the eminent adventurers or expansionists like 

Kawashima or Uchida. But through one of his associates, Tas-sibayu was intro­
duced to Kawashima and the members of the Amur River Society. Consequently, 

in early November 1915, Aoyagi Katsutoshi ff 1~P W}fj!{ and others were sent by 
Kawashima and the Amur River Society to Babujab's camp along the Qalq-a 
River to observe the actual conditions there. By the end of 1915, Kawashima 

and the members of the Amur River Society accepted Aoyagi's report and 
finally decided to assist Babujab.35) Aoyagi's report indicated that Babujab was 

pro-Japanese, stating that he had joined the Mongol partisans organized by the 
Japanese during the Russo-] apanese War. However, as mentioned earliar, there 
are no descriptions of his political affiliation at that time in any contemporary 

sources. Even so, during the process of determining whether or not Babujab 
deserved Japanese support, the notion-true or not-that he had contributed to 

Japan's war efforts against Russia ten years earliar may well have helped 
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improve his image among the Japanese, who would surely have formed the 
idea of aiding a former ally much more palatable than the idea of aiding a com­
mon "bandit." 

VI. "The Second Manchu-Mongol Independence Movement": 
its fiction and reality 

All the same time that Babujab was forming an alliance with Japan, the 
political climate in China was also changing. In late 1915, Yuan Shih-k'ai was 
pressing forward with his campaign to become the new emperor, while the 
Chinese nationalists in Southern China reacted vehemently against Yuan. This 
political tension gave Kawashima an opportunity to attempt once again the 
plan which had failed in 1911. Previously, Kawashima's scheme was to establish 
a puppet "Manchu-Mongol (Man-Mo) kingdom" under Japanese protection, 
using Prince Su, who had advocated the restoration of the Manchu dynasty. 
However, Kawashima's plan quickly collapsed as the Japanese government 
accepted the British admonition and officially prohibited any Japanese from 
participating in such subversive acts. 36) 

Subsequently, in 1915 Kawashima judged the situation to be favorable as 
compared to 1911-12. As already mentioned, the Western Powers had lost inter­
est in East Asia after the outbreak of World War I, while Japan became much 
more aggressive in securing special interests and rights in Southern Manchuria 
and East Mongolia. Moreover, Kawashima was also successful in obtaining 
approval for his plan from Uchida's Amur River Society, which in 1911 had 
advocated the direct opposite. Kawashima planned to take advantage of both 
Prince Su and Babujab in his reconstructed plans for the "Independence of 
Manchuria and Mongolia." Furthermore, as Prince Su's "loyalist party" (Tsung­
she-tang ffe ffi± :I: ) virtually lacked military and political capabilities, the roles 
played by the Japanese adventurers and Babujab's troops became decisive. 
Once the plan was implemented, Kawashima assumed that the Japanese army 
would move to assist them. On this basis, the Japanese adventurers began sup­
porting Babujab begining inJanuary 1916. If the Japanese had instead neglect­
ed Babujab, he would have been left without any alternative but to accept 
Russian mediation. In fact, he was on the verge of accepting their mediation 
when he then turned to the Japanese adventurers for aid, although he could 
never clearly grasp their real aim. 

As for Yuan Shih-k'ai's imperial ambitions, the Japanese government, 
which was initially ambivalent, took a stricter attitude after the outbreak of the 
"Third Revolution" on December 25, 1915. On March 7, 1916, the Okuma 
Cabinet officially decided to encourage anti-Yuan movements in various areas 
of China, such as Manchuria, Shan-tung, Shanghai and South China. It wished 
to remove Yuan from office and establish Japan's superiority in China, 
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although Yuan declared the postponement of his coronation in February. 37) 

Within the inner circles of the Japanese government, Koike Ch6z6 1J, ifu ~ ~' 
Director of Political Affairs Bureau of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, and 
General Fukuda Masatar6 ffil l:Wfftt:fJ~, Head of the Second Department of the 
General Staff Office, were especially active in this anti-Yuan plan. Koike was a 
confidant of the former Foreign Minister, Kato Taka'aki tJOJJlitGIIJJ, and the 
"Twenty-one Demands" was underwritten by Koike. At the time, most in the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs were critical of this approach. 

By then, the Japanese military was developing as an independent political 
power, having been unchecked by any other factional powers. Within the mili­
tary establishment, two opposing cliques; the "Uehara clique" J:. J]( * and the 
"Ch6shu clan clique" -If 1+1 lffl , were the most powerful. The former occupyed 
prominent positions in the General Staff Office and advocated the establish­
ment of hegemony in China, especially in Southern Manchuria and East 
Mongolia, while the latter supported a less activist approach toward China, 
fearing that future Sino] apanese relations would be harmed by an overly 
aggressive policy. 38) At the time, General Fukuda of the Uehara clique intend­
ed to adapt Kawashima's strategy, using military force to prevent Yuan Shih­
k'ai's coronation. 

At the end of March, General Fukuda secretly sent Doi lchinoshin ± # m 
Z ~' Koiso Kuniaki 1J, ~ ii BE (who later became the Japanese Prime Minister 
in 1944), and two other officers to advise Kawashima's group in Manchuria. 
However, on March 7th, the Japanese diplomats in Peking and Manchuria 
vehemently opposed the decision of the Okuma Cabinet, fearing a strong nega­
tive reaction against Ja pan among the Chinese as well as Western Powers. 39) In 
addition, Japanese diplomats and military officers from the Ch6shu clique in 
Mukden suggested that active support for Chang Tso-lin ~ 1t ~ , who was on 
the verge of taking control of Manchuria, would be the sensible option for 
Japan. 40) Consequently, in April, the General Staff Office ordered Doi to cease 
all military operations. 41 l However, Japanese military advisers and adventurers 
around Babujab remained supportive of his uprising against the Chinese army 
in Manchuria. It seemed that Babujab was still inclined to support the Ch'ing 
Restoration Movement, cooperating with Prince Su, at least on the surface. 42) 

Babujab assumed the title "Commander in chief of the Mongolian Forces of the 
Restoration Party", rendered as "Yeke cin ulus-un delekei-yi dakin mandu"(Ulqu 
ayimay-un tilsimel cerig-i yerungkeyilen jakiraqu sayid"43l in the Mongolian 
documents or "Chin-wang-shuai Meng-ku-chun ssu-ling-kuan" jfj.:£grjJ~~1'[.P]~ 
'§44) and "T'uang-shuai Meng-ku-chun ta-ch'en" tfiJrjJ~~•*§45l in the Chinese 
documents. Babujab declared at the time that, "those who cut their Manchu 
queues must wear them again. Those not willing to do so will be arrested with­
out regard to whether they are high nobles or commoners."46) Questions 
remain as to whether Babujab truly intended merely to strengthen the position 
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of Mongols within the restored Ch'ing dynasty or the "Manchu-Mongol 
Kingdom" under Japanese protection. It should be noted that the ideology of 
"restoration of the Manchu-Ch'ing dynasty" was actually not as effective among 
the Mongols as the Manchu loyalists had expected it to be. Also, the 
"Manchuria-Mongollia" regional concept was not accepted in the way the 
Japanese had percieved, and it was viewed as rather awkward by the 
Mongols.47) Babujab's inclination to support the restoration of Ch'ing dynasty 
did not originate so much from his principles as from the realistic necessity to 
obtain military aid fromjapan. He no doubt expected that his political and mil­
itary position against China and Outer Mongolia, or even against the Inner 
Mongols would be strengthened by gaining] apanese support. 

Substantial amounts of weapons were secretly delivered to Babujab's camp 
in the Outer Mongolia-Barya border area by the Japanese adventurers, but 
those maneuvers were carefully monitored by local Chinese authorities and 
also by the Russian consulate in Barya. 48) The Russian ambassador in Tokyo 
occasionally warned the Japanese government of the consequences of partici­
pating in the "loyalists" movement. Needless to say, Outer Mongolia and 
Northern Manchuria were acknowledged as areas under the Russian sphere of 
influence according to the Russo;] apanese Entente of 1907. As Babujab's camp 
was located within this Russian sphere, Russia was displeased with the amount 
of Japanese war supplies being sent.49) On the Chinese political scene, Yuan 
Shih-k'ai sudden death on July 6, 1916 caused major changes between China 
and Japan. Thereafter, the Japanese government turned to court the new presi­
dent, Li Yuan-hung ~5t#t and decision makers in Tokyo felt that all anti-Yuan 
movements now became senseless or even detrimental to the future develop­
ment of Sinoj apanese relations. The Japanese military . also officially disen­
gaged from the previous anti-Yuan operations. The adventurers and military 
officers around Babujab, however did not give up their intentions so easily. 
They believed that even without Yuan, the new president might some day 
become another Yuan, and so cling on to their objective of establishing a 
Japanese puppet regime in Southern Manchuria and East Mongolia using 
Babujab and factions loyal to the Manchu Emperor. In hindsight, it is difficult 
to suppose that they were convinced of their chances of success. They may 
rather have been taking advantage of the opportunity to demonstrate their 
power against the Japanese government and the military decision makers in 
Tokyo who had abandoned them and left them to their fate. 

On July 1, 1916, Babujab and his troops began mobilizing south into the 
territory occupied by Japan along the South Manchurian Railway. Japanese 
military advisers had encouraged Babujab to advance to this area for military 
support. On the way to Kuo-chia-tien ~ * fi5, Babujab's troops fought against 
superior Chinese forces. Plans for an uprising in Chang-ch'un organized by the 
"loyalist party" and the Japanese adventurers were to coincide with Babujab's 
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advance, but were suppressed by the Japanese authorities there. As Babujab's 
troops arrived in Kuo-chia-tien, the Japanese military advised Babujab to return 

to his base camp in exchange for more weapon .50) Babujab and the Japanese 
adventurers had no alternative but to reluctantly accept this advice. As soon as 

Babujab's troops were away from Japanese occupied territory, the main forces 

of the Chinese army attacked in Lin-hsi * 1m . In the midst of the battle, 
Babujab was hit by a stray bullet. His checked career of forty-one years was 

ended. 
After Babujab's death, his troops were scattered. Part of them returned to 

the base camp along Qalq-a River, soon thereafter causing havoc in Ba:rya. Just 

at this time, the October Revolution took place in Russia and the resulting 
chaos affected Siberia. A Cossack militant, G. M. Semenov, whose mother was 

a Buryat Mongol, recruited a body of troops from Babujab's former soldiers in 
Hailar as their core unit, and with partial aid from the Japanese army advanced 
into Trans-Baikalia to engage in anti-Bolshevik activities.51 ) At the same time, 

on a Buryat Mongol initiative, a "pan-Mongolistic" movement surfaced in 

Trans-Baikalia. In the summer of 1919, with Semenov providing assistance, a 
provisional government was established in Dauria. As mentioned earlier, 

Babujab's former troops, which had been incorporated into Semenov's troops, 
initiated a revolt, which ended the existence of the provisional government in 

Dauria. 
The political situation in East Siberia, gradually shifted in favor of the 

Bolsheviks, and Semenov was overthrown. Later, R. F. Ungern von Sternberg, 

who had taken over the command of Semenov's forces, invaded Outer 
Mongolia, but military intervention there by the Soviet Red Army led to the 

"Mongolian People's Revolution" in 1921. Babujab's wandering soldiers were 
also found among Ungern-Sternberg's brigades. 

VII. Conclusion 

In re-examining Babujab's life, it becomes apparent that his political aware­
ness and sense of cause in his activities were virtually non-existent. That is to 
say, he lacked the gift of foresight. The strong anti-Han Chinese sentiment of his 

childhood drove Babujab to lead an uprising ag-ainst the Han Chinese immi­

grants to the imperial pasture in Surug. It has been mentioned that when the 

Russo:Japanese War broke out in 1904, he joined a Mongol partisan brigade 

organized by Japan. However, this cannot be proved through any independent 
source materials. It is certain the Mongol declaration of independence in 1911 

gave Babujab a new scope in his political career. He fought the Chinese army 
as a commander of a force organized by the Boyda qayan government, for the 
formation of "Greater Mongolia" including Inner Mongolia. However, even 

after the withdraw of the Boyda qayan army from Inner Mongolia, Babujab 
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remained to pursue his personal vision of a "Greater Mongolia." 
The Kiakhta Tripartite Agreement of 1915 guranteed the autonomy of 

Outer Mongolia under the suzerainty of the Republic of China, while autono­
my was not granted to Inner Mongolia. The Boyda qayan government had 
been compelled to accept the Agreement for self-preservation, but Babujab 
attached primary importance to Inner Mongolia. As a result of the Agreement, 
the Inner Mongol nobles who had once joined the Boyda qayan regime had 
their titles and rights fully restored according to the provisions of the 
Agreement. Commoners such as Babujab gained absolutely nothing from the 
cause. He became the disenchanted symbolic leader of the untitiled Inner 
Mongols excluded from the framework of the Agreement. 

Still, Babujab endeavoured to create a small autonomous area within Inner 
Mongolia for himself and his followers. This scheme was unacceptable to the 
Chinese government, which envisioned the re-establishment of the former 
Ch'ing administrative system in Inner Mongolia, while they reluctantly abided 
with the Kiakhta Agreement concerning Outer Mongolia. 

After being defeated by the superior Chinese forces, Babujab turned to 
occupying a small corner of Outer Mongolia. The Boyda qayan government no 
longer trusted Babujab, but under tremendous pressure from Russia, they 
agreed to allow him and his followers to stay within their territory. Still, 
Babujab preferred the plan to emigrate on a small scale to the inaccurate fore­
casts advocated by the Japanese adventurers. By then he was completely isolat­
ed from China and Outer Mongolia. It was only the Japanese adventurers, aim­
ing to establish a "Manchu-Mongol Kingdom" under Japanese protection, who 
would provide any support for his cause. Although Babujab never completely 
accepted the plan offered by the Japanese, it meant he could partly satisfy his 
political ambition. In like manner, the Japanese army intended to use Babujab 
in military demonstrations to prevent the coronation of Yuan Shih-k'ai. Yiian's 
death in 1916 brought about major changes injapanese policies in Northeast 
China. Soon thereafter, the Japanese army decided to discontinue cooperation 
with Babujab, who was then killed in 1916 in the midst of an uprising against 
superior Chinese forces. 

Since the mid-19th century, the Mongols, especially the Inner Mongols, 
encountered chaotic circumstances. In the midst of such turmoil, they had to 
search for an identity to defend and preserve their dignity, whether as a Mongol 
or as an Inner Mongol. However, they had to choose among limited alterna­
tives under difficult situations. Babujab was an example of an Inner Mongol 
who was a puppet of fate, losing his identity in the end. 
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