Jilinghu % = (Supernumerary Households)
during the Ming Dynasty

TSURUMI, Naohiro

1. Preamble

At a joint meeting of the Ancient and Feudal Sections of the Association for
the Study of Historiography, TaNAkA Masatoshi F f1F 4% once made the following
observations on differences in analytical perspectives on basic production
relationships in the study of Chinese history:V

In the study of ancient history [focussing on the Qin 2 and Han # empires]
the basic relationship is conceived of as the despotic ruler’s individual and
personal control of the people, with state power being understood as a
constituent element intrinsic to the basic production relationship, whereas in
the study of medieval history there has been a tendency for this basic
relationship to be conceived of as a direct production relationship obtaining
between landlord and tenant farmer, with state power being separated and
abstracted from this relationship and not linked to it by any sort of
intermediary agency.

Tanaka then went on to define the issue facing the study of Chinese history as
“how to link state power during the historical stage in question to the so-called
landlord-tenant relationship through a concrete, specific agency peculiar to
‘medieval’ China.”

This question raised by Tanaka may be considered to retain its validity and
relevance even today, more than thirty years later. The points at issue are,
however, extremely wide-ranging, and the answer to this question is made all the
more difficult by the current state of research on the land system, labour service
system and various other aspects of institutional history, which is still inadequate.
It would seem, therefore, that for the time being one method of approaching this
issue will be to build up a body of research on institutional history while constantly
questioning the links between different institutions, with a view to eventually
bringing this research together in an integrated whole.

Itis from such a perspective that I propose to reexamine the Ljia B ¥ system,
which provided the actual locus for the formation of the various relationships
obtaining between state power and direct producers during the Ming B3 dynasty.
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But I will not consider only organizational questions such as whether the lijfia
system constituted natural villages or administrative villages, as has been the case
in previous studies of the lijia system,? and instead, basing myself on a standpoint
that would understand what is generally termed a “system” or “institution” to be
an abstract entity differentiated from reality and invariably endowed in its
actualization with certain distinctive aspects, I shall attempt to shed light on one
facet of the ljia system by examining the realities of the jilinghu B2 5 or
“supernumerary households”.

It has long been accepted in academic circles that the lifia system of the Ming
was based on a principle of organization centred on landowners and that its
original constituent members were the households of /i captains (lizhang B &) and
jia heads (jiashou B ), and it is also common knowledge that in addition there
existed households called jilinghu or daiguanhu #%& = . On the basis of passages in
the Veritable Records of the Ming dealing with the introduction of the lijig system in
Hongwu #t# 14 (1381) and the account in the Da Ming huidian X8 €4 on the
second compilation of Yellow Registers (huangce #ft) in Hongwu 24 (1391), these
jilinghu have been defined as “households of widowers, widows, orphans and the
elderly that were not directly concerned with land taxes and labour service”,”
“households of the elderly, chronically ill, children under the age of ten, w1d0ws
and absentee landowners”,® or “widowers, widows, orphans and the elderly who
were unfit for labour service and were placed outside the 110 households
comprising a & B”.” It would thus appear that the jilinghu have been understood
to represent households that did not own land and were either not directly
concerned with land taxes and labour service or incapable of bearing their
burden.

However, in the course of examining material on jilinghu to be found in local
gazetteers and literary writings, I have encountered a number of examples for
which the above explanations are inadequate, and I have come to feel a need to
examine anew the actual content of these so-called jilinghu. The aim of this article,
then, is to present a preliminary study of institutional history in which I will
undertake to reconsider the jilinghu and also explore class relationships within the
lifia system.

II. The System of Small Yellow Registers

It had previously been considered that the ljia system of the Ming was
implemented in the first month of Hongwu 14% and that prior to this taxes and
labour service had been levied without the mediation of ljia units and in an
uncoordinated manner.” However, a quotation from the Wuxing xuzhi S:HE*
contained in the Yongle dadian 7 ¥k, of which a photofacsimile edition was
published in China some years ago, has made it clear that at least in Huzhou i#/H
prefecture a system involving “Small Yellow Registers” had been current prior to
this and that f-captain and jia-head households had already been established, and
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it has therefore become necessary to reexamine questions pertaining to the
establishment of the ljia system.

This point has already been made by Fujui Hiroshi g4 %,¥ Ovama
Masaaki /IIIERE and myself,” and Oyama in particular previously presented to
the Jisseiroku Kenkyukai BE$kH7c€ a paper entitled “On the Date of the
Establishment of the Lijia System”'® in which he reported that, following the
example of the township-ward (dubao #}{%) system of the Yuan 3¢, li-captains had
already been appointed from the time of the kingdom of Wu % and that an
organization similar in character to the lijia system implemented nationwide in
Hongwu 14 began to be gradually introduced in different parts of the country
from Hongwu 2 or 3.'V I too am of much the same view, but because it has some
bearing on my arguments below, I first wish to examine the passage on Huzhou
prefecture in the Yongle dadian.

In the Yongle dadian 2277, “Hu” i#, “Huzhou fu” g 3, “Tianfu” iR, we
find the following quotation from the Wuxing xuzhi:

Briho TAEREIEEE, RIEFEE, DHRES, FTRERE, . BYLE0
VEE, BEREELS, BHRRESR. IR EREZE, - HRERFE, &
REFRMA. ME &R, SEPRER—E, AT HEREEEHEBEE,
BTHRTE, BRRT. BE—%. EFE+4. FE—%. BAFLG, #

B Ut4E—R. HEoREk.

Similarly, in the section on Changxing E# county there is another quotation
- from the Wuxing xuzhi:

ﬁ‘ﬂﬂ'iﬁo (ih'\:ﬁzﬁ-i%%io EE%%’_‘D E.E—"%o Eﬁﬁﬁ—lﬂzo $%W%Z£o jL
}EJ/J—FM‘]LEEIO +}52—t%0 Bj—;%'—‘o EIXLE.'E_-ZIO Eﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁ%%%ﬁ%o :/H\:%‘-I‘IEI
BE=TME, R4E PR,

The first point to be noted in the above passages is that whereas during the
Yuan dynasty village heads (lizheng B IF) were selected primarily on the basis of
the size of their landholdings, from Hongwu 3 onwards, in addition to the amount
of land taxes due, the number of adult male members in a household was also
taken into account when appointing 4 captains.'® Secondly, as regards the
relationship between regular wards (zhengtu IE[8) and supernumerary households
(jiling W), when the number of supernumerary households was no more than
nine, they were attached to a regular ward, but when they exceeded ten in
number, they formed a separate unit with its own /i captain, and jia- heads were
also appointed in accordance with the number of households.'* Here the use of
the term jiling is unrelated to a household’s ability to bear its tax burdens, being
used instead to signify odd numbers of households falling outside the bounds of
regular units of household organization, and it thus differs in meaning from the
Jilinghu referred to in the subsequent edict of Hongwu 14. If this method of
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household organization was indeed actually put into practice, then it is to be
surmised that there would naturally have existed wards of less than one hundred
households.

Let us next consider this point in a little more detail. We are fortunate in that
the number of wards at the time of the introduction of the method of household
organization employing a system of Small Yellow Registers in the counties of
Huzhou prefecture at the start of the Hongwu era is given in the Wuxing xuzhi.
However, the earliest record of the number of /i in the counties of Huzhou after
Hongwu 14 (1381), when the lijia system is considered to have been implemented
nationwide, would seem to date only from Chenghua g fk 8 (1472). Although it
cannot necessarily be said that there would have been no changes whatsoever in
the number of ljia units in the counties of Huzhou prefecture during the
ninety-odd years between the nationwide implementation of the lijia system and
Chenghua 8, in view of the fact that the aim of the establishment of the lijia gystem
in the Ming was to ensure the stabilization of imperial power by securing a fixed
amount of tax revenue for the imperial authorities, one would probably not be
greatly mistaken in assuming that, providing there were no marked changes in the
number of households and residents, there would have been no large-scale
modification of the original basic number of lijia units in the early and mid-Ming,
when the contradictions inherent in the lijia system are not yet thought to have
been particularly evident. On the basis of this assumption, let us now compare the
number of wards given in the Small Yellow Registers for the counties of Huzhou
prefecture with the number of %4 in Chenghua 8.

It will be evident from Table 1 that the number of wards given in the Small
Yellow Registers for each county far exceeds the number of 7 in Chenghua 8, and
this change is especially pronounced in the case of Wukang # and Anji %%
counties, which evidence little variation in their number of households during
these ninety-odd years. If we also compare the average number of households per
li (Table 2), we find that whereas under the system of Small Yellow Registers the
average number of households per ward was at the most 95 and in the case of
Deching ##j% county less than 60, in Chenghua 8 the average number of
households per /i was in excess of 130 and in Wukang county exceeded 170.

These facts would suggest that the original number of wards under the
system of Small Yellow Registers introduced in Hongwu 3 was not retained as the
basic number of /ijia units after Hongwu 14, and that instead a figure differing

- from the number of wards to be seen under the system of Small Yellow Registers
was later introduced as the basic figure for the organization of Gjia units. If
understood in this manner, it may then be assumed that there were differences
between the method used under the system of Small Yellow Registers introduced
in Hongwu 3 and the method of lijia organization implemented nationwide in
Hongwu 14, and in particular, as was suggested earlier, the relationship between
Jilinghu and regular wards in ljia organization would have differed, with the
changes probably having occurred after Hongwu 14.
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Table 1 Number of Households in Counties of Huzhou Prefecture!®

Year | Early Hongwu Era (civilian | Hongwu 24 | Xuande | Tianshun | Chenghua

and artisan  households: | (1391) =7 | XKIE6 8 (1472)
Hongwu 9; military house- (1432) (1462)

County holds: Hongwu 10) .

Wucheng | 57,211 58,617 39,944 | 36,940 37,071

B

Guian 58,377 61,950 45,285 | 41,579 41,490

573

Chang- | 41,187 40,124 37,559 | 34,562 33,759

xing

=H

Wukang | 10,887 10,256 11,262 | 10,767 10,773

B

Deching | 34,880 11,057 35,664 | 33,746 33,853

&%

Anji 17,696 18,044 16,486 | 14,727 14,547

T

Table 2 Number of Li and Their Averaige Number of Households in Small Yellow Registers
and Chenghua 8

Small Yellow Registers Chenghua 8'®
Number of | Average Number of | Number of | Average Number of

County Wards'® Households per Ward | Li Households per Li
Wucheng 675 84.8 282 131.5

Guian 76617 76.2 309 ’ 134.3

Changxing | 434 94.9 259 130.3

Wukang | 166 65.6 62 173.8

Deching 589 59.2 217 156

Anji 195 90.7 90 161.6

Next, let us consider the ljia system in Wujiang 7T county in neighbouring
Suzhou #ji| prefecture, which was well-known for its heavy taxes. In Wujiang
county the lijia system had been implemented already in Hongwu 2, one year
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Table 3 Number of Households in Wujiang County'®

Year Hongwu 4| Hongwu 9| Hongwu 24 | Xuande 7 | Tianshun 6 | Chenghua 22
Number of | 80,382 81,572 74,831 79,645 68,365 72,445
Households

Table 4 Number of Li in Wujiang County and Their Average Number of Households?”

Year Hongwu 2 | Tianshun 6 | Chenghua 18 | Chenghua 22
Number of Villages 530 54921 550 564

Average Number of 151.6 124.5 ? 128.4
Households per Village

earlier than in Huzhou prefecture, and here too, as is evident from Tables 3 and
4, there was a general decline in the number of households from the Hongwu
through to the Tianshun and Chenghua eras, as had also been the case in the
counties of Huzhou prefecture. Wujiang county differed from the counties of
Huzhou, however, in that there was virtually no change in the number of .

In addition, we find the following passage in the Qianlong #&-era Wujiang
xian zhi SyTEAE 16, “Yaoyi” #£7%, “Mingdai yifa” BE{Uf%

FEEETA, ER0ER. RTFE—F. HFE, XUTHSHE—-F#HF, H
B, LHHA-E—1+F, fz—8, BEFARIE=1E, &RE—+t/E,

REEFRAN+T/AN FEATHEAT A, HERRONEE=1TE, R E,
SRR — T IE . BRI E M+, Rt BEEE =T ILE .

Although it is not clear whether the “early Hongwu [era]” (#tz4]) referred to
here signifies the period before or after Hongwu 14, in content the system
ascribed here to the early Hongwu era is the same as the lijia system hitherto
considered to have been established after Hongwu 14, with one /4 consisting of
110 households. It is, moreover, stated that at the time the % in Wujiang county
numbered 530. As is indicated in Table 4, according to the Jiajing Fif-era
Wujiang xian zhi, the number of /7 in Hongwu 2 was also 530, and this means that
the number of % in Hongwu 2 and in the “early Hongwu” era was identical.
Therefore, regardless of whether the number of /i given for the early Hongwu era
represents the number of /i in Hongwu 2 or that of a later date, it may be assumed
that the /i were organized on the basis of the number of /i in Hongwu 2.
When considered in this light, it would appear that the so-styled lifia system
implemented in Wujiang county in Hongwu 2 was either based on the same
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organizational principles as was the Zjia system, hitherto believed to have been
implemented after Hongwu 14, or else bore a very close resemblance to it, and it
may therefore be said to have already embodied the standard form assumed by
the lijia system of the Ming.

If the lijia system of the early Hongwu era is understood in this fashion, then
the so-called lijia system that began to be gradually implemented throughout
China from about Hongwu 2-3 onwards and was organized on the basis of adult
male labour and land tax may be said to have been implemented in a variety of
forms that accorded with the individual circumstances of / in different regions
and were most suited to the collection of taxes. Then, with the establishment of
the Ming dynasty’s power base, the lijia system that had been locally implemented
in accordance with these diverse realities and on the basis of varying forms was
given a uniform and standardized form, and it is to be surmised that this occurred
some time around Hongwu 14.

However, generally speaking, insofar that any institution is an abstract entity
always differentiated from reality, even an institution that has come to be
endowed with a standardized form will, when actually implemented, invariably
possess distinctive aspects in response to distinctive forms of reality, and the ljia
system was no exception to this. Let us now consider the relationship between the
lifia system and the jilinghu.

IIL. Jilinghu

Previous scholars have assumed that the lijia system of the Ming was implemented
on a nationwide scale in Hongwu 14, and hitherto the relevant passages in the
Veritable Records of the Ming and the Da Ming huidian have been cited as the most
basic source materials describing the lijia system as an institution. According to the
entry for the first month of Hongwu 14 in the Veritable Records of the Ming,

RAGR TR SREER. HED-E—TFRE, —BZPHETHRSETA
RZE. BAFBTH. LT A, REER-AFE A, BHF—E2H, BP
Bl S ER . #EE B, L4 —R. £RNZUTREER R, BRER M.
MZERR—E. HEPREIEIERE, IRERE—TFZ5. MFIRER.
HHEGE, MERNE, —LEFR, H=HIAKRAREREEE—R.

In other words, each /i was composed of 110 households, and within each / the
ten households with the most adult male labour and land taxes due were
designated /i captains, while the remaining 100 households were divided into ten
Jia; each year one li-captain household and ten jia households took turns in
serving as the /i captain and jia heads respectively; in addition, widowers, widows,
orphans and the elderly, who were exempt from labour service, existed outside
the 110 households comprising the regular ljjie membership and were called
“supernumeraries.” According to this account, i memberships were divided into (i)
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li-captain households, (ii) jia-head households, and (iii) jilinghu, and an edict of
similar content is also recorded in the Zhengde [Ff&-era Da Ming huidian 21,
“Hukou” 1T 2, in a section on the compilation of Yellow Registers.2?

However, in the response to a memorial on the format for compiling Yellow
Registers recorded in the same Zhengde-era Da Ming huidian in an entry for
Hongwu 24, we find the following passage:

JURBEE R, BRIARS, B~ $AAEF . BEGE+HFRSERL, MTE+HS.
PIRAH WEBES T BEEE, FHEHHATRE, LHEAS, e
SETRHA G BT RIS A

This informs us that in a township (dou #%f)with 600 households, 550 households
would be divided into five /i, with the remaining 50 households being placed
under the supervision of the /i captains, attached to each ¥4, and assigned labour
duties, and these 50 households were not allowed to be used to supplement the
population of another township in order to create another 4. In addition, this
passage also explains in greater detail the Hongwu 14 edict concerning 4, stating
that they could consist of the elderly, the chronically ill, children under the age of
ten, widows, and absentee landowners. :

In addition to the (i) li-captain households, (ii) jiz-head households and (iii)
Jilinghu. alluded to in the Veritable Records, this passage from the Da Ming huidian
makes special mention of (iv) households that were attached to each 4 and
assigned labour duties (hereafter referred to as “daiguanhu”).?® Since these
“daiguanhu” existed outside the 110 households comprising the regular lijia
membership and were under the supervision of the li captains, in principle they
would not have been directly liable for regular lijia labour service, but in view of
the fact that they represented the households that remained after the 110
households with the most adult male labour and land taxes due had been selected
to form a lijia unit and were, moreover, distinguished from the jilinghu consisting
of the elderly, the chronically ill, children under the age of ten, widows, and
absentee landowners, they would have been households with some adult male
labour and land® and were presumably assigned miscellaneous labour duties.

It would, however, have been inconceivable that when actually organizing the
population into fjia units, the number of landowners in all % would have
represented multiples of 110, and it is only natural to assume the existence of (iv)
surplus households in actual lzjia organization. Why, then, was it that the edict of
Hongwu 14 nevertheless makes no mention of the existence of (iv)? Generally
speaking, institutions are implemented in accordance with specific political aims
for the purpose of realizing those aims, and although institutions and reality are
by no means unrelated, it is normal for an institution itself to be underpinned by
specific political and subjective aims. When there is a despotic ruler, as was the
case in China, these subjective aims will represent the ideals of the emperor, and
there will in all likelihood be a tendency for these ideals to assume a form still
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further removed from reality.?® If institutions may be conceived of in such terms,

then the passages relating to Hongwu 14 would have expressed most clearly the
ideals of Taizu Jjil, who believed that all households possessing adult male labour
and land should perform regular lijia labour service, and only those possessing
neither adult male labour nor land and truly incapable of bearing the burdens of
taxation should be attached as jilinghu to the 110 households comprising regular
lijia membership. These subjective ideals of the emperor, who sought to
uniformly incorporate into each 110-household Z all households possessing adult
male labour and land, may thus be considered to have been expressed in an
unadulterated form in the Hongwu 14 edict. By way of contrast, the passage from
Hongwu 24 in the Da Ming huidian records regulations that took into account to a
certain degree problems that had arisen in the actual organization of lijia units,
and when compared with the edict of Hongwu 14, they may be said to have been
based on a more practical and realistic standpoint.”®

When considered in this manner, the stratification within lijia units that the
imperial authorities actually had in mind would have consisted of the four
categories of (i) li-captain households, (ii) jia-head households, (iv) “daiguanhu,”
and (iii) jilinghu, with (iv) representing those households that were liable for
miscellaneous labour duties other than regular ljia labour service and (iii)
corresponding to those households described in the Veritable Records as “widowers,
widows, orphans and the elderly unfit for labour service.”

In point of fact, a clear reference to these four categories in connection with
the ranking of households is to be found in the Jiajing-era Haining xian zhi {§558%
& 2, “Tianfu zhi” HEERE, in a section on labour service.

B, JUFERRE B+ — R, DL TSR, S8 APRRRE
REFSH, 0-H—+FEn—2, A+eBEE, —HLBFYE, BEE—%
ERE 4. BG4 TR, WG, LTHHE. MRAHEET, d
T, BRI

According to this passage, under the regulations laid down by the national
authorities, once every ten years Yellow Registers were to be compiled for each
subprefecture (hu ff), county (xian &), township (dou) and village (4),%” and these
divided all households into three ranks without taking into account the four
occupational categories of military, civilian, saltern and artisan;2® among the 110
households constituting a /i, ten were appointed [z captains, while the remaining
100 households became jia heads; lower-grade households other than these
formed attached households, while still lower-grade households were regarded as
Jilinghu and apportioned among the ten /£ captains. The four household categories
alluded to above are thus clearly distinguished here, being divided into four or
five grades.

It was not always possible, however, to realize in actual ljia organization the
intentions of the imperial authorities as expressed in the form of an institution,
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and there were naturally major discrepancies between imperial ideals and actual
lijia organization with respect to the treatment of jilinghu too. An example of this
may be seen in the Jiajing-era Huizhou fu zhi BMAFE 5, “Hukou zhi” Bz,

B-H—+FR—R, A—#%REZ—E, TAFEHEEEE. £F+. FEFHE.
EREYR. ERERE. EHBEERE, SEMMER. BIHE,

According to this passage, a /i was composed of 110 households, with ten
upright and competent households being appointed /i-captain households and the
remaining 100 households acting as jia heads, and any extra households were
called “supernumeraries.” Here, jilinghu are not determined on the basis of their
ability to bear the burden of taxes, as was laid down in the edict of Hongwu 14, but
are instead defined as those surplus households falling outside the 110
households constituting a regular Z.

This usage of the term jilinghu is, however, by no means unusual, and
examples may be found in various local gazetteers. For instance, in the Tianqi K&
-era Dongan xian zhi FZEEFE 2, “Buyi #§i#&: Hukou,” concerning the Northern
Metropolitan Area, we find the following passage:

BETTF, BTEE—F, FE TR, XABEF. BHF 2o RE, BRoK
ERN+IHE, ZFNTAEE+, MKEEFES, RS OETRER,

Each jia consisted of one li-captain household and ten jia-head households, and
any remaining households were designated jilinghu, and since it is further stated
that there were 44 li in the early Hongwu era, with many jilinghu existing outside
the approximately 4,840 regular households,? this usage of the term jilinghu
probably dates from the early Ming.

As an example from the Southern Metropolitan Area, one may quote the
Wanli E/&-era Shangyuan xian zhi +TEERE 12, “Iwen zhi: Jizhuang yi” 8306, %
2%, in a section on Yao Ruxun gki%fE, governor of Daming K%&5F:

SR—BE+F, —F+8 —HF, REED, +FZEHS, RS8R,
This tells us that if there were any households falling outside the ten households
constituting one jia, these were called “supernumerary households” (gilinghu 25%
). :
The Qianlong-era Wujiang xian zhi 16, “Yaoyi: Mingdai yifa,” similarly states
that any households that were left over when organizing a ward were attached to
each jia and called “supernumerary households” (gilinghu):

FEEETA. BRWEH. RTFR—F. BF Y. XUTHEE—-F#ES, B
BRo LHHFA—BA—1TF. fBZ—B, Mf—E, FHRUMRER 2%, BHSF,

The Qianlong-era Fenghua xian zhi Z2{b%E 1, “Yudi zhi: Xiangdu” E#izE,
#}%F, also pertaining to Jiangnan yLH, describes the system of 4 organization
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during the Ming in the following terms:

BXLDBETF, B+&, BEE—-ARE, HFE+HF. FRERHERS, &+
EHEEME, AEFERTHRET, URERZEE,

Each i consisted, namely, of 110 households, and because a unit of less than 110
households could not form a %4, these were treated as “attached” or “supernumer-
ary” households and did not form a separate .

The Wanli-era Ningde xian zhi 2R 1, “Yudi zhi: Jiangyu $8,” from
Fujian jig##, likewise states that any households falling outside the ten households
constituting one jia were called “supernumeraries”:

B —E R, M+ F. B—F. 3BT FINEBRE,

This type of usage is not, however, confined to local gazetteers, but is in fact
also found in the Veritable Records of the Ming. In an entry for Hongwu 23, 8th
month, bingyin NE, we read:

FiiZe, EdHEM UMK —AHATREGEGET, - L—+—F MR R,
iR R+ g, L—E—TF#E—&, ARINEEERER,

Here too it is stated that if there should be any households falling outside the 110
households constituting a /, they were to be attached to the /i and called jilinghu.
This particular entry sets down the procedures to be followed in the second
compilation of Yellow Registers, scheduled for the following year (Hongwu 24),
and it indicates that ever since the implementation of the Ming lijia system there
had existed two different interpretations of jilinghu on the part of the imperial
authorities.

Furthermore, as was pointed out in the previous section, under the system of
Small Yellow Registers introduced in Huzhou prefecture in Hongwu 3, jilinghu
were defined as households attached to regular wards, and this would indicate
that in some regions the term jilinghu was being used in its original sense of
“surplus household” already in the first years of the Ming dynasty. It was in the
context of this general understanding that the imperial ideal, identifying jilinghu
with “widowers, widows, orphans and the elderly unfit for labour service,” was
presented in the edict of Hongwu 14.

Thus, although it is true that in the ideals of the imperial authorities the
Jilinghu as a theoretical institution would indeed have represented “widowers,
widows, orphans and the elderly unfit for labour service” or “households of the
elderly, the chronically ill, children under the age of ten, widows, and absentee
landowners,” it may be assumed that the households referred to as jilinghu in the
actual lijia system would have included households left over when selecting 110
upper-, middle- and lower-grade households to form a 4, namely, households
corresponding to the aforementioned (iv) “daiguanhu” and (iii) jilinghu.3® This is
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evident from the following passage from the Jiajing-era Xiangshan xian zhi 7|15
#* 2, “Yaoyi,” where it is clearly stated that jilinghu included both households with
“very little adult male labour and land tax”®" and the households of “widowers,
widows, orphans and the elderly unfit for labour service.”

HEZH, SR OERARTRBREN. D—E—TFR—2, F—&REZ
—E. HETHREZE-ABE, EBEYE. REEHEE, H—EA9+H, &—F
Al—R. EWTETF, THREDEIRFINBTEEEM PSRN, BRZmEF,
WEEEERARERR, ZRERBIIE. TRME, LEBHRRKEEKE, EE
WRERES, BITELLEE L. BRFARKERE.? BUBTREER
Rl iE o

In conclusion, it may be said that whereas- the definition of jilinghu as
“widowers, widows, orphans and the elderly unfit for labour service” reflected a
substantive assessment of the peasantry with respect to their ability to bear the
burden of taxes and was a manifestation of the state’s desire to gain the greatest
possible degree of control over them as targets of taxation, the identification of
Jilinghu with those falling outside the 110 households forming a regular % had as
its goal the formal consistency of the lijia system from a standpoint aiming at the
smooth and uniform operation of the system while conforming with the realities
of actual i composition. It was in this manner that the jilinghu, which in principle
did not include households other than those unfit for labour service but in actual
practice included surplus households capable of labour service that were formally
placed outside the regular lifia unit and, as will be described below, were charged
with supplementary or reserve roles for the purposes of taxation, evolved as a
concrete manifestation of an attempt to reconcile the unlimited demands of tax
collection with the limitations of their practical realization in the actual & context.

IV. The Relationship between the Jilinghu and Taxation

As was explained in the previous section, the households referred to as jilinghu
within the ljia system also included households with adult male labour and land,
and next I wish to consider the relationship between the jilinghu and taxation.

First, with regard to landownership by jilinghu, we find the following passage
in the Xicun ji T4, “Dui: Gejian dui” $f, ##Zz%f, by Shi Jian $4& (1434-96):

BB E AL B e - Ho AILHZRARBR TR, BERIMER, LR
LMk BFLMETEEE. LEHZSERE, MHELAT, DRAE. K.
IEE M M TR L R, REEREENER. BB LEHZLHFE,
MEH B2 AFE. EASE RAMERK, HEREMAMER HEZEL,
BT HHE, FLIFE Fo BHTBLUT I8, BRILHEDRARIER. A RE 5 HER.
FEFHF. FEEAZENE. BERAR, EEAFKEFTEE, FAEEE
B, ..
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According to this passage, during the mid-Ming in Suzhou prefecture in
Jiangnan there were deceitful people who juggled with the law by borrowing the
names of women, the elderly and the weak and purporting to be daiguanhu,?® or
by borrowing the names of other counties and 4 and claiming to be absentee
landowners, whereby they were able to avoid taxation while possessing large
amounts of land, and so in order to prevent any inequities in taxation assistant
prefect®® Shao Zf issued instructions to the effect that only households with less
than 10 mu B4 of land could be deemed attached households, while households
with more than 10 mu of land but claiming to be attached households were to be
incorporated into the regular 4jia membership. This means that in Suzhou
prefecture during the mid-Ming there existed landowning attached households
and that landowners with less than 10 mu were recognized institutionally too as
attached households.

That being so, of how much value was 10 mu of land to contemporary
peasants? In the Chongzheng %2ii -era Wucheng xian zhi #2857 3, “Fuyi,” Shen
Yan i1 (1566—1638) of Guian county, who served as Minister of Justice in
Nanjing (Nanjing xingbu shangshu FFEIERfE), writes as follows:

P—RIMZ R Lo —RABRENB T AT SR ATEE E. iSRG,
—REMTEAMR. ELATUATR. EHFETER, ERCRRERMRT A
st IRERKEA T, MELLFH, KEEL, BEE, BT &g
HEBURZ, - TS IRT

Shen Yan states, namely, that the area of land farmed by one peasant was 10 mu,
but that very little remained once taxes had been paid. Although dating from
some time later in the Qing dynasty, a farm management programme drawn up
by Zhang Lixiang 3/ in Shunzhi Jigi4 15 for the surviving family of his friend
Mr. Wu B} of Ganpu i in Haiyan {8 county contains the following passage:3®

BT BBHETE—-RZ&, HRARBHEGEER, SMAARERA,
ERBBBME, BHMEH, EULT. %4ERF, TUER,

This informs us that the tilling of 10 mu of poor farmland sufficed to feed a
family, while if one was industrious and thrifty and the womenfolk engaged in
manual homework, it was possible to lead a life of relative comfort and perform
memorial rites for one’s parents. This means that in Jiangnan 10 mu of farmland
was the standard unit of arable land for a peasant family at the time,*® and this
would have represented the minimum amount of land necessary for peasant
households to sustain their reproduction provided that they tilled the land
themselves and the womenfolk engaged in manual homework.

In addition, in the “Zi Guangdong xun’an zai jiang fuyi ce xiangyi bin chacui
Guangxi wence you” BRER RS R B S S A R ETEC - contained in the
Huo Wenmin gong quanji B /N4 %E 9A, “Libu gongxing” 5 #R/%47, by Huo Tao
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ZE#H (1487-1540) we read as follows:

BEHERIRESE, BEAIE, WINLAEF S, BUGRERBIS, 215
B, ERMABEREER, REIE. FECEERESHLIREHER—
BRSO, ERBRMAF BRRASR, HEEETE, EEAEME.
BEEE, EHREENEERRERL S ARBIRAPRERMA, BE&HEES
FEES MR BRESAFIRE, HRTNE, FRIEE T, BRIET,

RMSET, BRHERABRARBITRUTAES N HERERRE, &F

SEREEIRAREEBM AN, =R 282 GRS,

We thus learn that the Ministry of Personnel (libu 3 #f) was of the opinion that in
Guangdong &3 impoverished families owning less than 10 mu of land ought to
be differentiated from other households and exempted from taxation, and it may
thus be assumed that in Guangdong too, as in Jiangnan, a minimum of 10 mu of
land was considered to be necessary for a self-managing peasant to sustain his
reproduction.

Meanwhile, in his Hu Duanmin zouyi #3522 3, “Ding ceji yi jun fuyi su” 58
5 LI R A% B, Hu Shining #i#t# (1469-1530) makes the following proposal as a
way to equalize taxation in Sichuan J4Ji| province and thereby appease the
populace:

C&E HAREITRM. HREEE ARLIEHL, HHEBETAEM—A: 3
FEEMELES, T TMATRIERS. KA ARSI EE R,

He suggests, namely, that when installing tenant farmers on land the owners of
which have fled, those who are given about 100 mu of land should be registered as
households, assigned miscellaneous labour duties, and incorporated into the
regular lijia membership, while those with less than 50 mu should be included
among the jilinghu. In this case the land in question was abandoned land and may
be assumed to have lain waste for some time, with a corresponding decline in its
productivity, and it was presumably for this reason that the standard minimal area
of arable land necessary for a self-managing peasant household to sustain its
reproduction is given as about 100 7w, which was somewhat more than the normal
standard minimum at the time.

It will now be evident that among the so-called jilinghu there were some who
actually owned land and that the possession of a certain amount of land was
sanctioned by some local officials, although the limits imposed on the area of such
land would have depended on the labour productivity of the region and would
have been determined in accordance with local conditions. However, the area of
such land was generally less than that necessary to sustain a peasant household’s
reproduction, and those households that were incapable of sustaining their
reproduction by means of their land alone were recognized as jilinghu by local
bureaucrats.
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Next let us consider the relationship between the jilinghu and the land tax.
The Wanli-era Xinning xian zhi & 7, “Renshi kao: Dingliang” AZ:#, T,
contains the following passage:

—HEERIRT LR RAEE, EFRECZAERZ T, AARERZ T,
B iERE, RAVEEA M. MIEEHEM, ETHENERELF, U4, B
Fif, MEEFFETERE—T. ZHET . ERESENEHIBE, LEFH
MEFRZ R KIMAPIRER. EREE, HRZHBRE ",

This tells us that when the Single Whip system was introduced, even though the
land tax on small jilinghu was at the most no more than a few pecks of grain, they
were assessed for the labour of one adult male along with households exempted
from land taxes.

Furthermore, in a letter by Huo Tao contained in his Huo Wenmin gong xuanji
6B and addressed to Lin Ruhuan #kjk8, in which he dwells on the futility of
buying back monastery lands with public funds and then giving them to monks, it
is stated that because regular jia-head households were fully occupied with
supporting monks, small jilinghu were bearing the burden of providing military
provisions:

HAZH, am¢¢guiﬁﬂ%@o%ﬁmmﬁ%ﬁﬁmm>f#ﬁmiz+ﬁ@o
SEMREEAE B, B REF L. 4 0RBY7EEM., IR
IR

Likewise, in the Jiajing-era Daye xian zhi K58 2, “Tianfu zhi: Qiuliang #
#2,” pertaining to Huguang %, we read:
BERAEH. MREIBREREAR, MRFALLEREE, EXREERY
B HERAERILR, REEBZ Rt AR ERBETE, 487,
EHR EERFHRERK—T—E0+=053, &8 L ERrEgR=+2x
=%, EAEMRABBAZ TR, BBRLBRNERA,

This too indicates that there were instances in which jilinghu were liable for land
taxes, and one can probably assume that, with the exception of special cases, all
landowning jilinghu were burdened with land taxes.

Next, there is the question of the relationship between the jilinghu and labour
service. Since, as has already been noted, “widowers, widows, orphans and the
elderly unfit for labour service” were, according to the state ideals of the early
Ming, to be excluded from the 110 households constituting a regular ljia unit and
were called jilinghu, these jilinghu were originally exempted from labour service,
and this system thus became the target of abuse, an example of which we find in
the Veritable Records of the Ming in an entry for Xuande 10, 6th month, dingsi T E.:
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BRRFR, LTl E_BRERERERMENRE PR, RREAFKESR
ERRELEREEFE. SRENHEEERRIETE. NRREFBRS, LE
U AFR, TR ER,

In order to avoid ljia labour duties, wealthy households would, namely, offer
bribes to officials so as to be made daiguanhu, and in their place jilinghu would be
treated as leading households and allocated regular lijia labour duties. Similarly,
the following entry for Jiajing 9, 3rd month, mouxu %5, also reports that it was
not uncommon for regular 4jia households to arbitrarily assume the status of
daiguanhu or jilinghu in order to avoid labour service:

JE R R ) S0 P R T B A T S o MM 2 R USE P D R B TR LA B A o
LRI E e HBRERGERIR. KB FEH, WS, Sk
HELMER. BHBER LIRS

It would appear, however, that in actual practice guiding principles were not
always strictly observed in all subprefectures, counties, townships and villages. For
example, an epitaph (“Ming zhengfeng dafu zhengzhixiang Nanjing libu
zuoshilang Fan gong muzhiming” BEIFZE A TEIGERRT B3 80/ FRARTE A Bt 40)
recorded in the Yang Weny: gong jinpo gao #3084 RS 5, “Muzhiming” 2555,
by Yang Shouchen #s7ff (1425-89) contains the following passage:

KEH, TEE, —Fhii. FEE. RRERRZ%, HEAM. BEREEXRS,
ANER, B FEFH LR, FEALER, (FBCRE, BEM, ERORKS,
BEMS 2, BEZT, ABRES. BEREIE 8, CREREAKAHEE+M
Bh. BRI . AURARRED, HEBERZMHERESE, Rz,
WS PRGN FMRE T F, BEiE, MEHPFERIK, HUMEaHERE,

It appears that when Fan Li {i# became district magistrate of Jiangling yT &
county during the Xuande era, the county’s tax quota was 140,000 shi /7 of grain,
but because the inhabitants were poor, they were unable to pay. At the time, some
farmers who were tenanting land belonging to the families of military officers and
soldiers and claiming to be jilinghu established independent households,?® yet
avoided labour service while tilling the fields, and because this became a matter of
public knowledge, they were given a household grade and made to pay the
appropriate amount of rice tax, whereupon the county was able to pay its tax
quota in full. This was a case of tenant farmers claiming to be jilinghu, who paid a
rice tax instead of performing labour service, but it does not appear to have been a
permanent arrangement.

As an example of a more permanent arrangement that was also institutionally
recognized, we may cite the following passage concerning Shaanxi 7 from the
Zhengde-era Chaoyi xian zhi HEEE 1, “Tianfu” 4:
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SAUG BAR T IRD 2R Bl IE AR R BB L=+ X BB R, MiskiRZ o DL Ty BEUE,
BUARE RS, WRAEETRE, BEMMEEN, BEEERusmh 2,
ERTAEECE. R TARENSE, TRT=8Z—8, WEET 8. T2
BERZR,

Prior to the Hongzhi era, labour duties were allocated according to the
requirements of the time; once these had been met, no further assessment was
made, and each 4 was rested in turn. However, from the Hongzhi era onwards the
“allowed assignment” (tingchai J3£)*® system was adopted, with some households
making an annual payment which was stored in the local treasury: upper-grade
households were levied 7-9 gian # for each adult male member, middle-grade
households 4—6 gian, lower-grade households 1-3 qian, and jilinghu 1 gian, and as
a result there were no longer any households that did not pay some form of
taxation. It is stated here that, under the allowed assignment system, from the
Hongzhi era onwards jilinghu, instead of performing labour service, paid 1 gian in
silver for each adult male, and this means that, regardless of whether or not they
were assessed for land taxes, all jilinghu with adult males were liable for a silver
levy.

In addition, an entry in the Veritable Records of the Ming for Hongzhi 8, 11th
month, yiyou P, contains the following passage:

FR eSSk, RRNEEEASRATE, - — ERRTERTR, #HRE
BH. BEMZEMEMENS, BEKE, LHBHBEERRt, . LH. %,

In Lujiang J§IT. county in the Metropolitan Area people without any fixed abode
were made to settle down and bring unused land under cultivation, and a request
was made for them to be incorporated into lijia units as jilinghu, assigned light
labour duties, and, in view of their cultivation of reclaimed land, assessed for land
taxes. This would suggest that even households that owned reclaimed land and
had adult male members were not assigned regular lijia labour duties when
considered to be inadequately self-sufficient, but were recognized as jilinghu and
assigned only light duties.*?

It has hitherto been considered that in principle only landowners were
targetted for labour service during the Ming dynasty,*® but there is some
evidence that from the mid-Ming onwards even households without land were
assessed for labour service. For example, in a letter (“Wuzhong fushui shu yu
xunfu Li sikong” Sr it i3 & S #E2= 7] 22*%)) contained in the Wang Wenke gong ji
E3t&% 36 by Wang Ao F%  (1450-1524) of Wu % county we read:

SETRRAEERELERE. BB LR, FFAIE, HARK, AT, 7R
AEHHET Z .

This informs us that under the equalized labour service system labour duties were
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allocated on the basis of landholdings, with upper-grade households being
assessed heavily, households with little land being assessed lightly, and households
with no land being assessed even more lightly, and this would suggest that in
Jiangnan in the early sixteenth century even households without land performed
equalized labour service.

In addition, as has already been pointed out by Fujii Hiroshi,*® the Da Ming
huidian 20, “Hubu” F# 7, “Hukou” 2, “Fuyi,” contains the following passage
concerning the implementation of the Single Whip system in Jiangxi JL7§:

W B D 4 REE, VL PIAR BRI TR ISR S A, B — BRI E, R)2EHHIRH
RET&ZR, ERER. REEENF AN, LEHE, @Ea—kdk
RSRET. RETRRR & FH, LREW, HEFERESHER. LRHE
FUPEZITEE, WA TERERRTF, (MR TH. A THERERBHE, X
BETVETRESERB LR, BRTRIW, EREH, t—tmsze

Since it is here stated that households with adult male members but not liable for
land tax were incorporated as lower-grade households and assessed for adult male
labour and silver, this would indicate that even households without land were
targetted under the Single Whip system if they had adult male members. In view
of the fact that this explanation is given as an alternative to the foregoing
reference to chief households (fouhu §§)5) that actually performed labour service
and auxiliary households (tiehu §55) that rendered assistance by giving money or
grain under the equalized labour service system, it is possible that, as was the case
in the above example from Suzhou, households with adult male members but no
land were also liable for equalized labour service. An almost identical passage
occurs in the Chongzheng-era Minshu [ 39, “Banji zhi 5 Fuyi,” where it is
stated that the Single Whip system was introduced in Wanli 1; and it may be
assumed that the situation was similar in Fujian.

In addition, the Tianqi-era Dongan xian zhi 2, “Buyi: Chaiyi 2f%,” contains the -
following passage:

RELERE, LAMNBRIR TR, MESRE, BEEMLE. DHBRSZ. BN
FRHSARE, MNRELEEE, RLRHE—9=E, RNREZF, ERAT,
AR OR R BT TTHEESH, TR TIRIEH T8, B R
B\77, ERCHAER, BT TRHERSERAY, RTET TERHENERR
W, BABIE, ETRENR, REHHET, RETHLEZ TR,

Because labour service was frequent and heavy in Dongan 3% county in the
Metropolitan Area, the burdens of its inhabitants were heavier than in other
counties and subprefectures, and whereas during the Jiajing era adult males of
the lowest rank (xiaxiading 7 F ') were already paying 4 gian and 8 fen 43 in silver,
by the Tiangi era they were paying 5 ¢gian and 5 fen. Since these adult males of the
lowest rank are described as workmen without property, dwelling or occupation,
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it is clear that they here refer to people with no land.

On the basis of the passages quoted above, it is possible to ascertain that from
the mid-Ming onwards there were some regions where households with adult
male members but no land were targetted under the equalized labour service
system and Single Whip system, and since, as is indicated by the designation
xiaxiading in the above passage from the Dongan xian zhi, they represented the
lowest rank of households, it may be assumed that in the context of ljia
organization many of them belonged to the category of jilinghu. If understood in
this manner, it becomes clear that although in principle the so-called jilinghu of
the Ming were exempted from taxation, in actual practice they were often
assessed for labour service. '

What significance, then, does this fact hold? Although it is undeniable that in
one respect the jilinghu were originally of a pro forma extraneous character in
relation to the Zljia unit, on the other hand they also appear to have been a
supplementary entity essential to the maintenance and survival of the ljia system.
For example, an entry in the Veritable Records of the Ming for Hongwu 23, 8th
month, bingyin, states that when vacancies occurred in the regular 4jia mem-

bership, they were as a rule to be filled by jilinghu:*®

Fitg, EEEN. DMR—K, FTFEREAERT, HIHERER, HKEE
REER WHEZ. MINERA, RTREEMHT. FHEE, PRESREE,
HERFT=FANF, IMRRERE, RFE.

For this reason we find the following statement in the Zhengde-era Da Ming
huidian 21, “Hukou” 2, “Cuanzao huangce: Chingli huangce fushili” &35, #
il R

BRSO EE RN, MEEE J7RFREE A F R,

In point of fact, the number of households established for each ljiz unit in the
early Ming was strictly adhered to, and permission to alter, abolish or combine lijia
units was not readily granted. Therefore, it was only on the premise. of the
existence of jilinghu in reserve, as it were, that the reorganization and survival of
lijia units was possible. In addition, as has been pointed out in the past, the lijia
system was organized in principle on the basis of the number of regular-member
households, and therefore the nature of the lijia system was such that it could be
maintained on a permanent basis only on the premise of administrative stability
based on the protection and nurturing of regular-member households.
However, as has already been pointed out by Oyama Masaaki, regular-
member households under the lijia system were not necessarily all petty
landowners of similar circumstances,*” but included households belonging to
various social strata, and consequently it must be said that there would have been
some disparity from the very outset among different ljia units in their actual
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ability to bear the burden of their taxes. Therefore, even if the amount of taxation
imposed on each ljia unit within the same county was more or less equalized,*® it
would still have been difficult to avoid the imposition of excessive burdens on the
li-captain and jia-head households of particular fi. Thus it was inevitable, both
from a need to prevent the ruin of regular-member households because of
excessive taxes, and also with a view to maintaining stable administration, that
there should have arisen the question of making jilinghu able to pay taxes assume
part of this burden.

For these reasons it is to be surmised that, as was prescribed in the regulations
of the Da Ming huidian, some jilinghu were forced to share the tax burden on a
temporary basis already in the early Ming. But from the mid-Ming onwards, a
gradual decline in the reproductive functions of /i under the existing lijia system
and steady increases in the tax burden of lijia units may be assumed to have
resulted in a need to gradually perpetuate the burden imposed on jilinghu, which
was then eventually institutionalized by local authorities. '

V. Conclusion

As has been noted in the above, the actual mode of existence of the jilinghu during
the Ming dynasty did not necessarily coincide with the intents of the imperial
government as exemplified by their characterization as “widowers, widows,
orphans and the elderly unfit for labour service,” and in actual practice the
households comprising a /i were classified into grades in accordance with their
social status, with 110 housesholds being selected from among the upper- to
lower-grade households and the remaining households being termed jilinghu.
How, then, did this relate to the operation of the lijia system?

The li that were actually organized into ljia units already possessed their own
distinctive class relationships, and the introduction of household grades and the
classification of households into a stratified order of li-captain households,
Jia-head households, “daiguanhu” and jilinghu represented a recognition and
reinforcement on the part of the imperial authorities of the actual class and status
relationships obtaining within a /i and an attempt by the imperial authorities to
create a unified system of control through the medium of these relationships.
Therefore, although the lijia system was underpinned by an organizational
principle of standard units consisting of 110 households, this method of
organization, with its absolute figure of 110 households, was not strictly enforced
within each &, and instead, while relying on a format whereby state power directly
controlled the li-captain and jia-head households among the 110 households, in its
actual content it represented an attempt to gain control of the peasant population
by means of a form of ljia organization in which each / had its own particular
number of households, including jilinghu, and which was of necessity predicated
on the community functions of the actual /.

The jilinghw within a lifia unit included households with adult male members
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and land, and they were frequently subjected to taxation. We know, moreover,
that the tax burdens of each lijia unit within the same county were more or less
equalized, and therefore the differences that actually existed between Ljia units in
their ability to meet these tax burdens inevitably resulted in excessive demands
being made of the li-captain and jia-head households of particular #jia units. In
such cases, the partial transfer of these tax burdens to jilinghu acted as a buffer
and made up for some of the shortcomings of the fixed-amount tax payment
system, as well as conducing towards the stable maintenance of community
reproductive functions in # under the [jia system.

When considered in this light, the so-called jilinghu included within the lijia
system, although appearing on the one hand to be, formally speaking, of an
extraneous and parasitic character vis-vis the lijia system, were on the other hand
an essential constituent element intrinsic to the lijia system. This was because these
Jilinghu played a particular role in the reproductive processes of the actual /i under
the lijia system, and it could be said that they were therefore made to play a
distinctive role in the very maintenance of the ljia system itself.
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it is possible that, as in the case of the edict issued in Hongwu 14, each ward consisted of 110
households since it is further stated that the 4 captain supervised 10 jia heads and each jia head
supervised 9 households.

In a passage on Guian county in the same Yongle dadian it is stated that the household with the most
land in each ward was appointed 4 captain (BEELIA%E—FSEE), thus suggesting a
discrepancy in our sources, but since (as is pointed out in n. 14) the section on Guian county is
inaccurate, I do not follow this reference here.

In a passage in the section on Guian county in the Yongle dadian, quoting from the Wuxing xuzhi, we
read as follows: Bt B F K =4 B—HFR—E. BELESE—PRER, ¥FE—+4%.
AEZB. LELTHIEE, +tFULER—E, PEREEZLHEMNE. MET4—H. Bt
FREATAE, BERETFAEA TS, FELEATAEA T4

However, it is obvious from the fact that the number of jia heads far exceeds the number of
households that this passage is inaccurate, and it is to be surmised that the numbers of wards, 4
captains and jia heads have each been increased by one place. In addition, the numbers of i
captains and jia heads have been arrived at by mechanically multiplying the number of wards by 1
and 10 respectively, and the number of jia heads given here cannot possibly have corresponded to
their actual number.

The number of households for the early Hongwu era is taken from a quotation from the Wuxing
xuzhi in the Yongle dadian 2277, “Hu,” “Huzhou fu” 3. The number of households is based on the
Huangchao chaoji liuxian junminhu BEI35EE X IRE RS, and itis expressly stated that the figures for
Changxing, Wukang and Deching counties include artisan households. However, in the figures
given in the table the civilian and artisan households in Hongwu 9 and the military households in
Hongwu 10 have been added. All other household figures are based on the Hongzhi-era Huzhou fu
zhi 8, “Hukou.”

These figures are based on the Wusxing xuzhi quoted in the Yongle dadian 2277, “Hu,” “Huzhou fu”
3. In some regions /i were termed “wards” (fu).

This figure has been corrected in accordance with n. 14.

The figures for Chenghua 8 are based on the Hongzhi-era Huzhou fu zhi 4, “Xiangdu” #F%F 8,
“Hukou.”

This table is based on the Jiajing-era Wujiang xian zhi 9, “Shihuo zhi” &7 1, “Hukou.”
This table is based on the Jiajing-era Wugiang xian zhi 1, “Jiangyu” §&ig;. Because the number of
households in Hongwu 2 is unknown, the average number of households per 4 in Hongwu 2 has
been arrived at by dividing the number of households in Hongwu 4 by the number of [ in
Hongwu 2. )

Although there is a gap of ten years between these figures and those referred to in n. 18, they have
been used for convenience’ sake because I have been unable to find any figures for a closer date.
The content of the corresponding passage in the Zhengde-era Da Ming huidian is stylistically
almost identical to that of the Veritable Records of the Ming, but it has “.. u—F—+EBH, #T£
ETABE, RS THEESK, ...” where the Veritable Records of the Ming has T for
both T4 and T#.
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“Attached household” (daiguanhu F#%F) is a term contrasting with “regular household”
(zhengguanhu 1F% 5), and whereas regular households represented the 110 households made up
of li-captain and jia-head households, attached households were those that existed outside the
regular ljia membership to which they were affiliated. Here, however, daiguanhu is used not in this
general sense, but in contrast to jilinghu, and it has therefore been deliberately set off with
quotation marks.
It is possible that households with adult male labour and land included not only households with
both adult male labour and land, but also households with either adult male labour or land.
This is evident if one considers, for example, the early-Ming policies aimed at fostering
owner-cultivators, centred on the policy of “enumerating the population and allotting land
accordingly” (jikou shoutian 1132 H). Tanaka Masatoshi, “Minsho tochi mondai no ichi késatsu”
(PRI D —% %% | (A consideration of the land question in the early Ming) (University of
Tokyo Colloquia, on East Asian History, 6 July 1963) dealt with this question.
That the edict of Hongwu 14 lacked in concrete detail probably reflects the fact that, rather than
the lifia system having been implemented anew nationwide as a result of this edict, it tended to
confirm in the form of a uniform ideal the existence of a #jia system that had already been
operating to some extent in various regions.
The Yellow Registers are considered to have comprised registers compiled by & captains (liwence B
3CH), general registers compiled at the county, subprefectural and prefectural levels, and registers
presented to the emperor by the Ministry of Personnel (hubu jince FEEREM) (Matsumoto Yoshimi,
“Mindai” [see n. 2]), but the compilation of township registers (duce ZF ) is specifically mentioned
in the case of Haining county.
Although it has been stated that “military, artisan and saltern households, whose very status
indicated their labour duties, were each recorded in separate registers, and only civilian
households were targetted in the compilation of the Yellow Registers” (Matsumoto Yoshimi,
“Mindai” [see n. 2]), there are examples in materials from the Jiajing and Wanli eras in which all
categories of households have been recorded together in the Yellow Registers; see Yamane Yukio,
“Jaroku seiki Chiigoku ni okeru kokd tokei” (see n. 5).
Although it cannot be unqualifiedly stated whether or not population statistics in local gazetteers
included ]zlmghu the section on Baoding 52 prefecture in the Wanli-era Baoding fu zhi {REHF %
19, “Huyi zhi” S1%7, contains the following passage: B, EEEAFEE+A, RE=gE=TNA
BEtA. EF-E=TAEATI, #RF-TLE=1H. BEF—Tt+— OXTHEAT
EHA+T, In addition, in the population statistics For each county absentee landowner
households are recorded in the corresponding column in the case of four of the twenty
subprefectures and counties of Baoding prefecture, and since the total number of absentee
landowner households in these four subprefectures and counties tallies with the number of jilinghu
in Baoding prefecture, it is evident that some subprefectures and counties were reporting absentee
landowner households as jilinghu to the prefectural authorities.
If the format of lijia organization is considered in this fashion, it is then also conceivable that in
special circumstances tenant-farmer households may conversely have been included among
regular-member households. Although I do not have any material at hand that is explicit in this
regard, mention may be made of the following excerpt entitled “Ji you sung jian yi bai jia” # 4k &%
#ZLUHMR from the Dupian xinshu #-ER#HE (which has a preface dated Wanli 45):
BEHBILEREN. BIIDN. RIBSIF. REBER. BZEk. KETHRER, HCFRARL
i, MAEMARE. BB REERR HXEE, fEs gk, IREF A, MTFH. 1§
BRATAERN. ABRZ. REMHR, “ATyEEEE, IEHEM. BRBINNR. BRAE,
SEPREB. HBIRRE/NGT DR, B REH e, BIBHE, SkEe. BBRE
B, BETERE. KENEZ. RELR, BEEAEER, KEHYH, RERRLZR, K
LR WRHR M, XERREEASR. RAW. HERENSARIE, REGLDE,
SR, RAEERIUE, HIRE RS, KRR, Bk, WETERE,
Rt R, RS, TiE. NUKEL, WRFEREE, PFmE. Riak
RIEERT. REMR. B4HBEL. BR Mﬁlﬁo EHE, RRERTE, RIS, BT, &
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LI, BRHMZE. KHEER. RBR—AIE, RRRDER B, BRABMSEITR N,
EHE . RMMERRENE, RODERFUER —REMEhE, BRHERNE, THEE
HRNEFo BN BENMIBHIRAR, WEREZM, RME—RER M, BiEsH, L1k
IBEERLRAS, MBIk, BISEYR, DB, AEEA, B, BRAUMEEE, A
UEPR, BAR@Pisl. BHR. SMBRERERHR. KARER, RMALMBER, SHESE. &
RBAETRIE IR, WERE, BREY. REFAREELR, #Ro L, SEuE
Kiko MAKEME, HELXHE, ABRERE. REDUFDB. FTREES. DERL. BB,
ROBEUR B KEER. BBAEBTERR. BES N, SKER, TERR, HEFEEZETE,
2R, EVRERIAL, BEHE R, HBERRER, S50, BETHES. FaREK
~H. REANK. BREiEH. , A

The wife who figures in this episode is described as being both a jia head in the % of which Ma
Yinglin &3 is li captain and a tenant farmer, and at least as far as can be judged from this
source, it was possible to be both a tenant farmer and a jia head, although there is no conclusive
evidence that she was not a part owner-farmer. As regards the liability of non-landowning
households for taxation under the Single Whip system, see Section 4 below.

Dingliang jueshao T %848/ According to Morohashi Tetsuji FEREBHER, Dai kanwa fiten FEFFEH
(Vol. 8), jueshao #&/)> means “very little.” Furthermore, in Wan Qi Fif's Xu wenxian tongkao F& 30K
58% 20, “Hukou kao: Ceji” FO%, fh45, it is stated that those whose land tax is less than those of
Jia heads are called “supernumerary [households]”:

PB~BE—tFR—E, #XPTHRSETABER. RELSBTF. BREE—A, FF—E2H,
~HERA R TR —F RN ERE, FEHFZR,

Similarly, in the Kangxi fEfE-era Shimen xian zhi F[5EE 2, “Jijiang #Z§8: Fuyi,” it is stated that
households with little adult male labour and land are called linghu % 5 and attached to a jia:
PSR EtOERU-BES—F—+F, RER+HE. L—EEE+PY, ATHIEVREE,
gk

Since linghu is equivalent to jilinghu, it is evident from these two sources too that households with
little adult male labour or land were classified as supernumerary households.

This means that, following a suggestion from the Ministry of Personnel, li-captain households
were appointed in perpetuity in Xiangshan county from the Xuande era onwards.

As an example of the names of female households being appropriated in order to claim the status
of jilinghu, we may quote the following passage from the Jiajing-era Huizhou fu zhi BINFGE 1,
“Tujing: Changluo xian tujing” [BIf%, FS4EZRERK:

BHE_t—F. BEZESTHEH. -RETENEE, KELERE, JR—EA T80, #ifkO
FEHZTAR, SEELHRE, ERETHREWES, 2878, RRAFR,

Jianjun BEFR. This term perhaps signifies an assistant prefect (fongpan 3&#1) of a prefecture. Details
about assistant prefect Shao are unknown.

The surviving family of Mr. Wu consisted of his mother, wife, two sons and an infant, but because
the mother and infant were incapable of providing for themselves, each year his three friends
Zhang Lixiang, Yun Si ##f and Wu Pouzhong 2% would together contribute 10 sk of rice in
order to assist them. Therefore, the farm management programme in question was drawn up so
that they could be supported by the labour of the wife and two sons. Although a family of three
would seem to be somewhat small when compared with the norm for the average family at the
time, because they had to rely on the labour of only a woman and two children and frequent
complaints were made of a lack of manpower, their farm management itself would inevitably have
been of the extensive type, and since a decline in production is also to be inferred, they would not
have been particularly well-off in comparison with standard contemporary farms. (See Bu nongshu
##RE 2, Appendix: “Ce Wushi shengye” BRI %; Zhang Yangyuan quangi iE5E 44 10.9, “Yu
Wu Pouzhong” $EZi; ibid. 16, “Wushi yixu xu” EJKEEIRE.)

See AMaNO Motonosuke KEFIC2 Bfj, “Chin Fu no ‘Nosho’ to suitdsaku gijutsu no tenkai” [z D “&
&£ L KRGO ER | (Chen Fu's Nungshu and the development of wet-rice farming technolo-
gy), Toho Gakuho (Kyoto), Nos. 19, 21; Saex1 Yiichi #/8%— and TaNAKA Masatoshi, “Jii-roku,
-nana seiki no Chiigoku noson seishi-, kinuori-gyd” [75 - Bt sr B B EL% - FBRE
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(Chinese rural silk-spinning and -weaving industry in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries), in
Sekai shi koza I: Tokushii kenkyi H-5Rs83%HE 1 #:%M%% (Lectures on world history I: Special
studies); Oyama Masaaki, “Minmatsu, Shinsho no dai tochi shoyi (ichi)” [BE3k « {E4) Ok 1 #B7
F1 (=) (Large landownership in the late Ming and early Qing, 1), Shigaku Zasshi, Vol. 66, No.
12.

Military provisions (junxiang %) became a major issue during the Ming dynasty with the invasion
of China by the Tatar chieftain Altan Khan in Jiajing 29, when they were doubled (SHmmrzu Taiji
THKER=K, Chigoku kinsei shakai keizai shi [FRRT €& H ] [The socio-economic history of
early modern China]). But since Huo Tao died in Jiajing 19, this material refers to .an earlier
period.

Zhao Nai #i#, from Heyang ii[ [} county in Yunnan £, became district magistrate (zhixian %18%)
in Jiajing 14; he also compiled the Jiajing-era Daye xian zhi (with a preface dated Jiajing 19).
Since the text has {f| /37 5, the tenant-farmer households in this instance constituted independent
households in the household registers and were understood as such by the state authorities.
Under this system, when there were surplus households within an equalized labour service lijia
unit — that is to say, households for whom there were no labour services to be allotted — the
surplus households were required to pay silver in lieu of labour service; this was also referred to as
“surplus equalized labour” (yusheng junyao £:313594%) (Yamane Yukio, “Ju-go, -roku seiki Chiigoku
ni okeru fueki rodosei no kaikaku” [see n. 5]).

An entry in the Veritable Records of the Ming for Zhengtong IE#: 5, 3rd month, dingsi, indicates that
it was permissible for indigent households to be assigned light duties:

BRELERE_H, —YEMFNHEREEBETHBSRYBEREAS, THSER L, K&
B, LERT. AMHERNESR, REFTHRES. BAKS, LEBARBNST. BgElL
RIS, HAMBIE, HEEEE, BAREEZR, K2,

Minshi shokkashi yakuchii [FRsh & #753#5E] (Annotated translation of the Mingshi, “Shihuo zhi”),
“Ekiho” [f%¥%] (Service labour laws). .

Li Chongsi =75 of Neijiang PJYT; he was grand coordinator (xunfu j¢#g) from Zhengde 18 to
Jiajing 2 and later served as Minister of Works (gongbu shangshu T f4%) and Minister of War in
Nanjing (Nanjing bingbu shangshu BRI ZEBMHE).

Fujii Hiroshi, “Ichijo beﬁpé no ichi sokumen” r—‘ﬂ%ﬂﬁfd)—'ﬁljﬁj (One aspect of the Single
Whip system), in Wada hakushi kanreki kinen Tayashi ronso [ ET@tiﬁ@%ﬂﬁtKﬁ 57 (Collected
studies on East Asian history in honour of Dr. Wapa [Sei §%] on his 60th birthday).

Two district magistrates of Dongan county with the family name Hu % are known, but they both
served in the Jiajing era: Hu Yo #fji&, who became district magistrate injiajing 2, and Hu Rufu #f
%, who was appointed in Jiajing 14.

In the Wanli-era Zhangzhou fu zhi {&IHFF7 8, “Fuyi zhi: Hukou,” we read: 4 & RF {54 B4 LAk
e, REFTSEFLIRILE, HERSSTHFRIR,

This indicates that it was permissible for civilian households to subdivide and create separate
households, and it would therefore have been possible to supplement households in this fashion.
In addition, the Jiajing-era Huizhou fu zhi 1, “Tujing: Changluo xian tujing” gives the criteria for
establishing a separate household:

BH_T—EEEFETHRE, FEAFPRRSE. REFAHREN, RESILS. BT
. FEBM=Aa8—5, .

Ovama Masaaki, “Mindai Kahoku fueki seido kaikaku shi kenkyt no ichi kent6” [ERfCEEd R - 1%
HIBESE B3R O—H5T ] (An examination of studies on the history of the reform of the tax and
labour service system in north China during the Ming dynasty), Téyé Bunka [53#34k], No. 37.
Yamane Yukio, “Ja-go, -roku seiki Chiigoku ni okeru fueki ‘rodései no kaikaku” (see n. 5).

[This article was translated by Rolf W. Giebel.]
(Certain terms [such as village — li] were later changed by the author.)



