Mongol Rule over Hu-kuang W Province
during the Yiian Dynasty

—Control over the Hsi-tung ¥&if People—

By Ritsuko Osuma

Prologue

It has been doubted if the Yiian 5 dynasty established by the Mongols
could actually dominate and hold China whose habitants were mainly Han-
tsu Bl and which had been under the Chin 4 and Southern Sung EHE
dynasties until the Mongols took over. Also the problem is most obvious in
its management of the region in the south of the Ch'ang-chiang REJL (here-
after referred to as the Yangtze River). There are several reasons why
these doubts arise. Firstly, in the Chiang-nan {L#§ the Mongols could not
succeed in forming its own tax system which had already been 1mplemented in
the northern China. For example, the Yiian dynasty failed to levy the
k‘e-ch‘ai $}7&, one of the main taxes of the Yiian dynasty, upon Hu-kuang
province as well as the northern part of China, after she defeated the Sung.
As a result she had no alternative but to follow the liang-shui Wt system of
the Sung. Secondly, main cities of the provinces of the southern China situated
in and around the Yangtze Valley. The zone of their jurisdiction extended
from north to south, and their boundaries were at right angles with the
Yangtze Valley. Therefore, it is thought that the Yiian dynasty could not
govern all over the Southern Sung territory.?

Even now, in south of the Yangtze River, live many non-Han tribes whom
contemporary Chinese call ‘minorities’, They have lived in Yiin-nan ZEg
and Ssi-ch'uan P9Jil, the very first to meet with the Mongol invasion. At
that time Yiin-nan was not governed by the Sung, but came under the
Kingdom of Ta-li X which was ruled by the Pai-tsu BHi%. Also there were
many regions in her territory which ‘the Sung herself could not manage.
They were inhabited by the non-Han tribes who were called Hsi-tung &1,
Tung-man {R¥, Lao-man &, Yao-man ¥4 and so on as cited in the Yiian
written records (hereafter referred to as Hsi-tung).®) In these regions the
Sung appointed officials among the local people, called the #‘u-ssit 7 or
t'u-kuan +E.® In other words, they were granted autonomy. Such being the
case, we cannot say that these regions were in the full grasp of the Sung
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dynasty. Therefore, it was not only the Yiian dynasty that could not control
the southern China completely. Also, the Yiian dynasty could not govern it
completely because of being the Mongol dynasty. '

Yiin-nan has been in Chinese possession since the Yiian had conquered
it, and the Shé-tsu #&j in Chianghsi L7 and Fu-chien 7E# became
obedient to the Chinese dynasties after the Sung and Yiian periods. I believe
that the period during the Sung and Yian was an important epoch when
the southern non-Han tribes éccepted the influence of Chinese culture and
were politically dependent on the Chinese dynasties. Bearing the above-men-
tioned, I will examine the process of the submission of Hu-kuang province
to the Yiian dynasty.)

1 -

The zone of the jurisdiction of the Hu-kuang téng-chu hsing chung-shu-
shéng MRS RITHEY (hereafter referred to as Hu-kuang province) of the
Yiian dynasty was very vast, it extended as for south to the-island of
Hai-nan #%5 and as for north as Kuei-chou /. It included part of present
day Hu-pei #idt province, Hu-nan #igg province, Kuei-chou HJ province,
part of Chiang-hsi L7 province, Autonomy of Chuan tribes in Kuang-hsi
EREHKEBRE and Kuangtung ¥ province. And a passage in the Chih-
chéng chi EIL4 written by Hsi Yu-jén #HETE, chian 4 52, in ‘Ku T ung-
féng Tafu Hukuang téng-chu hsing chung-shu-shéng ts‘an-chih chéng-shih
Chéng-kung shén-tao pei-ming ping hsii ﬁiﬁﬁké&{ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁqﬂi% BENTHEES
AT#*:EEE%#F? reads:

“Hu-kuang province adjoins Tien & and Shu %, it is too mountain-
ous [for the Han-tsu] to enter, and it is the place of residence of Yao
¥ and Lao 3§ peoples.” : '

It is quite clear that Tien is another name for Yiin-nan, and Shu for Ssii-
ch‘uan, and that both Yao and Lao were non-Han tribes. Most of the Han-tsu
thought that it was an uninhabitable place because of the severe nature and
that it was a place for the barbarians.

First, I would like to examine the establishment of Hu-kuang prov-
ince and her history. The section on the ‘Hukuang téng-chu hsing chung-
shu-shéng’ in the Yiian-shih G, chilan 91, ‘pai-kuan chih BEE states:

“In Chih-yiian F5 11, Pai-yen {488 (Bayan), the Yu-ch‘éng-hsing HzKH
of the Mongol government, led an attack against the Sung dynasty. The
office of the headquarters was situated in Hsiang-yang %[ [and Pai-yen
was appointed as the general plenipotentiary.] He ordered another
general to set up a branch office in E-chou %§#|. [The office in this Hsiang-
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yang was named the Ching-hu téng-lu hsing chung-shu-shéng Fi¥i BT
FEE.”

'The hsing chung-shu-shéng in the above passage was not a division of the
chung-shu-shéng &% or shang-shu-shéng &% which became an admin-
istrative province and indicated its office later. The Mongols often had the
hsing chung-shu-shéng or hsing shu-miyian {THE#L: during her expedition,
and invested full powers to the general who was appointed as the chief of these
offices. Scholars call them the chiin-ch‘ien hsing-shéng Exi474.7 This Ching-
hu hsing-shéng was also one of these chiin-ch'ien hsing-shéng, and it had been
named the hsing-yilan f3f% since Chih-yiian 10.8) Concerning this military
office, the biography of Pai-yen in the Yiian-shih, chiian 127, also states:

“In [Chik-yiian ZFE35E] 11, [the Mongol army] attacked the Sung in full
force. [Pai-yen fAER] and Shih T‘ien-tsé K& had been 'chung-shu tso-
chéng-hsing W=7, and [Pai-yén] was nominated as the chief of the
Ching-hu hsing-shéng #I#174. As at that time the hsing-shéng 4744
-+ were located in both Ching-hu 3% and Huai-hsi ¥eTE, Tien-tsé stated
that the orders lacked coherence [because of having two office] and it led
to the defeat. [The Emperor, therefore,] decreed to change the name of
- Huai-hsi hsing-shéng to hsing-yiian F7p%.” '

‘This shows that Pai-yen, as the chief of the Ching-hu hsing-shéng, had abso-
lute say on the subjugation of the Sung dynasty. That is to say at that time
the Yiian dynasty had not yet defeated the Sung dynasty, so that this hsing-
shéng was the chiin-chien hsing-shéng, not a division of the chung-shu-shéng
which was for the civil administration in peace time. It was, however, the
origin of Hu-kuang province as the administrative district, after suppressing
the Sung. o

I do not know when Hu-kuang province as the division of the chung-shu-
shéng was established. The passage in the Yiian-shih, chiian 7, reads:

“On the day of Hsin-mao 324, the 3rd lunar month of Chih-yiian ZTG
14, Hu-kuang & province states that the 24 districts in Kuang-hsi
J&YE have already been laid down.”

"This is the first time that the name of Hu-kuang province appears in the
Yian-shik’s “pén-chi &%2’. And the biography of Sai-tien-ch'ih-shan-ssii-ting
FHFEET (Sayid Edjel Samsudin) in the Yiian-shih, chiian 125, relates:

“Chiao-shih 3zt (i.e. present day Vietnam) is still quite rebellious.
Although Hu-kuang #fE province dispatched forces, often they were
not successful.”
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This description was about what happened from Chih-yiian 13 to 16. Judging
from the above two passages, Hu-kuang province was established after
Chih-yiian 14, when the Yiian dynasty suppressed the Kuanghsi region, that
is to say, at that time most of the territories of the Sung dynasty had submitted.
However the name of Ching-hu hsing-shéng was also still in use. It is further
stated in the biography of Hu-tu-t'ieh-mu-lu B##K# (Qutu Temur) attached
to T’ieh-mai-ch’ih @& (Temegeci) in the Yiian-shih, chiian 122:

“In Chih-yiian 235 22 . . . at that time [the Ching-hu Chan-cheng téng-chu
IS RG] hsing-shéng 174 had three names, which were Ching-hu
¥, Ching-hu Chan-cheng ## 5% and Hu-kuang #iE.”

As is shown above, the name of this province was not official.

Next I will examine the process of the Mongol invasion in this region.
As I have said before, the Yiian government established the Ching-hu and
Huai-hsi hsing-shéng for the subjugation on the Sung, and the armies were
dispatched from there to various parts. As for Hu-kuang province, in
Chih-yiian 11 Chu Kuo-pao %E# under Pai-yen suppressed E-chou ZE#] and
Han-chou #Jl, in Chih-yfian 12 conquered Huang-chou 4, Ch‘i-chou @,
and advanced south to subdue Ying-chou 28/, Kuei-chou &/, Ch‘ang-té-
chou ¥4EJl, Li-chou j&J, Yiieh-chou &/, Chén-chou FE I, Ching-chou #5JH.
Furthermore in Chih-yiian 13 and 14 Wu-kang itf, Pao-ch'ing #E, Ching-
chiang #HL and also the Kuang-hsi region were invaded by the Mongol army.
Concerning this Mongol invasion and the submission of the Sung, the biog-
raphy of Chu Kuo-pao in Yiian-shih, chiian 165, states:

“At that time almost all cities of the Sung protested and would not sur-
render to [the Mongols], but [Chu] Kuo-pao 4% sent a letter of admon-
ishment and ‘invitation’ [to surrender], resulting in their pacification in
the next month.”

This shows that the suppression of this region owed not only to the Mongol
forces but also Chu’s letter admonishing surrender to the Yiian. The similar
event is reported in the Ydan-shih, chiian 129, the biography of Li Héng Z:ig
as:

“[Li Héng z={g] followed A-li-hai-ya FE#EF (Arikh-khaya), the You-
ch'éng, ik of the Mongol government, to Tung-ting /A and there he
captured Kao Shih-chieh ##i#. Li Héng pacified Yiieh-chou ] and
advanced and conquered Sha-shih 7. Kao Ta g2 who was the Chih-
chih & of the Sung government led the Chiang-ling L% [people] sur-
render [to the Mongols]. [A-li-hai-ya] had Li Héng remained there in
defence. [Li Héng] dispatched letters to Chén &, Yiian ¥z, Ching #;,
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Li # and Ch'ang-té #4% chou Y with the result that all of them sur-
rendered [to the Mongols], and soon moved the office to Ch‘ang-té-chou.”

After Yiieh-chou was captured, all cities in the southwest region sur-
rendered successively to the Mongols.?)

Furthermore, the following description in the biography of Kuo Ang
5 in the Yiian-shih, chiian 169, states:

“Next [Kuo Ang #B &) was promoted to the tung-chih @40 of Yiian-chou
an-fu-sstt PEINZHET] . . . [he] captured more than 80 Hsi-tung’s &R vil-
lages ... Shan-yao [i#, Mu-mao A, T‘u-lao +}% and the other tribes
surrendered entirely.”

According to the context of this biography, this happened Wefore Chih-yiian
16. And a passage in the Yiian-shih, chiian 9, ‘Shi:tsu pén-chi’ states:

“On the day of Chia-tzu FF, the 4th lunar month of Chih-yilan ZE34
14, Ts'en Ts‘ung-i Z#£%, mayor of Lai-an-chou 3%/, surrendered [to
the Yiian], with 147 Hsi-tung {&7R families and 256,000 men who were
under his jurisdiction.”

As is shown above, the non-Han tribes also surrendered to the Yiian dynasty
simultaneously with the Sung dynasty. But I doubt that this conquest was
perfect, and that the surrender of these tribes indicated their subservience to
the Yiian dynasty. :

According to the section ‘ti-li-chih 3B’ in the Yiian-shih, at first the
Yiian dynasty established the an-fu-ssii Z2£%] to most of the cities in the South-
ern Sung territories which submitted to the Mongols. What is the definition of
the an-fu-ssit of the Yiian dynasty? We cannot find any explanatory note in
the Yiian-shih. The section titled ‘chih-kuan k‘ao WYEE’ in the Hsii Wén-
hsien tung-k‘ao WEIEE#E, chilan 60, reads:

“In the Yiian, the hsiian-wei-shih ssit ERFF took charge of the military
and civil administration ... at the frontier there were also the chao-t‘ao-
shih [sstt] #BEHE [F)], an-fu-shih [ssit] ZHet[=]] and hsiian-fu-shih [ss11]
FHeE[F].

This description suggests that the an-fu-ssi for both the army and civil admin-
istration was posted at the frontier. In fact, according to ‘pai-kuan-chih SEE’
and ‘ti-li-chil’ in the Yian-shih, we cannot find the an-fu-ssit except in the
residential regions of non-Han tribes in Ssii-ch‘uan, Yiin-nan and Hu-kuang
provinces after Chih-yiian 16.19 Although the an-fu-ssii was established just
after the fall of the Sung; it had the same functions as the chiin-chien hsing-
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shéng during her expedition. For example, it is recorded in the Yiian-shih,
chiian 165, the biography of Chu Kuo-pao as follows:

“[In Chih-yiian 25 12 Chu %] captured the right part of the lake [Tung-
ting {AKE], by an Imperial decree, he was named Hsiien-wu chiang-chiin
FRME in charge of all the Mongol zones, and stayed in Ch‘ang-té fu
WK as an-fu-shih Z2HE@.”

According to ‘ti-li-chih’ in the Yilan-shih, most of the an-fu-ssit of this charac-
ter was abolished in Chih-yilan 16, and in the same city was established the
tsung-kuan. fu-lu $ERK which only took charge of civil administration.
This indicates that it was Chih-yiian 16 when her expedition was abolished
and the Mongols held the whole of Hu-kuang province.

However, the section of ‘Ch‘ing-yuan Nan-tan Hsi-tung téng-chu chiin-

min an-fu-ssit BERBFHARASBEERLHET in ‘ti-li-chih #WHEE of the Yiian-
shih, chiian 63, reads:

“Ini Chih-yiian 13 [the State] established the an-fu-ssii %2#&7], in Chih-yiian
16 it became Ch'ing-yuan-lu 3§ tsung-kuan-fu &H8KF, [in Ta-té Ki]
it was changed again to the Ch‘ing-yuan Nan-tan Hsi-tung téng-chu chiin-

> 2

min an-fu-ssu

Judging from the above passage, the tsung-kuan fu- lu was again changed back
into the an-fu-ssit. There were many an-fu-ssii which were given the tribe’s
name. And there were many hsiien-wei-ssti and hstien-fu-ssii all over Hu-
kuang province except the central zone. As I have mentioned above, these
offices took cliarge of both the military and civil administration so that in
general these were established during the political instability or at the fron-
tier. Some parts of Hu-kuang province were indeed the frontier of the
Yiian dynasty. But why was the tsung-kuan fu-lu changed again into an- fu-
ssii? Perhaps it was done especially for the Hsi-tung, whose tribe’s name is at-
tached to the title, while the tsung-kuan fu-lu was entitled after only the
name of the place. In the Yiian-shih, chilan 165, the biography of Chu
Kuo-pao, it is stated: '

“Only Chén [-chou] JR [}], Yian [-chou] 7 [#f], Ching [-chou] i [}],
and Chén-yiian [-chou] g{¥% [j]] have not surrendered yet. The general Li
Hsin Zf§ and Li Fa Z% conspired with Tung-man % in Wukang
R, divided and held the forts, but Kuo-pao H%§ defeated them.”

This document shows Hsi-tung tribes resisted the Mongol forces with the Sung
army. In Fu-chien fg# the Shé #& people’s army also helped the Sung army
to resist the Mongol forces.!) I think this does not show that non-Han tribes
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preferred the Sung to the Mongols. They probably protested against the up-
setting of their stable lives. Therefore, as is written in the ¥ iian-shih, chiian
163, the biography of Chang Hsiong-fei:

“Li[-chou] #[/] ajoins the Hsi-tung &R residential region on the south-
west. The Yao-jén #A (Hsi-tung tribe), taking advantage of this oppor-
tunity, plundered the inhabitants.”

Yao invaded Li-chou where the inhabitants were probably Han-tsu, when the
government could not maintained public peace. A passage in the biography

of Shih Ké ## attached to Shih T‘ien-ts¢ B K in the Yiian-shih, chiian
155, reads:

“[Shih Ké 3#%] in one attack, conquered 18 chou Ji in Kuang-hsi BEpE
and 3 chou in Kuang-tung f§3K. When Ching chiang ##T was attacked,

all of the Hsi-tung #2iF tribes surrendered to the Yiin-nan EEF govern-
ment.”’12)

Why did Hsi-tung surrender to Yiin-nan? The cities in Yiin-nan had officials
who were Hsi-tung people, or the t‘u-ssit +7 or twhuan +. Hsi-tung
wanted to be ruled directly their own people rather than by the Mongol or
Han officials. They wanted self-government. In Hu-kuang province there
scattered many Hsi-tung tribes who had such a desire as I have mentioned
above. They were always on a lookout for a chance to free themselves from

the foreign rule. Therefore, it must have been very difficult for the Mongols
to keep peace there.

I

Concerning ‘the passages about Hu-kuang province #iE{T%4 in the
section of ‘pén-chi A4’ in the Yiian-shih o, after Chih-yiian B3 13, we
can find that most of these are about the rebellions by the Hsi-tung &
tribes and their submission.!® Especially the revolts happened in Chih-ytian
20 to 30. The chief general of their punitive forces was Liu Kuo-chich
F|EI#E, whose biography in the Yiian-shih, chiian 162, relates:

“In Chih-yiian Zju 28, as Hu-kuang province is in an important
position and also there were numerous cases of banditry, the Emperor
named Kuo-chieh F# the tso-chiang 2 of this province. As soon as
he arrived, he subdued Li Wan-erh Z#— who was a bandit in Hu-nan
#r. The next year, bandits rose in Kuang-tung FE#¥, and invaded
Tsao-ch'ing BE. One of their chiefs, Téng Trai-lao BFAME encamped
in the fore fortress and another chief, Liu T‘ai-lao B occupied the
rear fortress. Both of them helped each other in defence. Kuo-chieh at-
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tacked the rear fortress and crushed it.. After that he struck down the fore
fortress, captured and killed these two chiefs. He arrested their followers
and beat them to death with sticks....In [Chih-yiian] 25, Chan I-tsai
&—fF who was a bandit in Hu-nan & allured people living in Héng-
yung 7, Pao-ching #E and Wukang #f and gathered them in
Ssti-wang-shan Pgg(l;. The official armies could not attack them for a
long time, but finally Kuo-chieh beat them.”

During Chih-yiian 23, 24 and 25, Liu Kuo-chieh spent his time pursuing the
bandits and rebels all over Hukuang province. As I am going to men-
tion below, many rebellions one after another happened, until the time when
Ch'éng-tsung mk5% ascended the throne after his grandfather Shih-tsu 7
died.

The following is a description of some of the rebellions that happened
at that time.

One on the largest scale in Chén-chou R/ was led by T‘ien Wan-ch‘ing
E#EE. It is recorded in the biography of Liu Kuo-chieh in the Yiian-shih,
chiian 162, as follows: :

“At the coronation of Ch‘éng-tsung p%5%, Ho Shih-hsiong fi[{: of Pa-
tung EiF invaded Li-chou #M, T‘ien Wan-ch‘ing HEHE of Po-ai-tung
R and Meng Tsai-shih Al of Nan-mu-tung f#Kif invaded Chén-
chou RM.... The imperial court had subdued them once, and [after
that] elevated the status of Po-ai-[tung] to chou of which name was Shih-
rong-chou JE# M, and appointed Wan-ch'ing as a mayor.”

Although T'‘ien Wan-ch‘ing was designated to the post of mayor after he
surrendered to the Mongols, he rebelled against the government again. Con-
cerning this, the section ‘Miao-fang 5’ in the Chia-ching Hu-nan t‘ung-
chih EBEHEBE, chian 63, states:

“In Chih-yiian =G 21 the Man-lao; #% who live in the boundaries of
Nan-shih Fgji, Tien %5, Ting §, Li #, Chén E and Yiian %, being
south of Ssti-po [E#&, sometimes rebelled against the government.”

This shows that the government did not trust the Hsi-tung tribes. T*ien Wan-
ch‘ing’s rebels took the lead in a string of rebellions in Hu-kuang province
during the Chih-yiian 20 to 30. Although the rebellion by T‘ien Wan-
ch‘ing was subdued soon, he rebelled again as I am going to mention below.
The section titled ‘p‘ing-Miao kao F¥§%’, in the Chien-lung Chén-chou fu-
chih EERINFE, chilan 13, reads, quoting from the Hou-chih &7 as follows:

“This year (Chih-yiian 5% 29), when the army of wan-hu fu BFHF took
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part in the campaign against Java, Lu Wan-chou %% with his brother

San-tai =Zf{ took this opportunity and invaded [to Chén-chou RM] by

boat. '

This year the armies set out for Chiao-chih 2zjF (i.e. present day Viet-
~ nam). T‘ien Wan-ch‘ing H#EH, the mayor of Shih-rong-chou %M, Lu

Wan-chou and Meng Tsai-shih ZFf revolted, and the other Hsi-tung

tribes rose in rebellion.”

And the biography of Ila Yiian-chén ##ZE attached to I-la Nieh-chien
BHER in the Yian-shih, chiian 148, also states:

“[In Ghih-yiian Z55 30, Yiian-chén JLEE] was appointed as an official of
the Hukuang shu-mi-yiian BigEESR. At that time Man-lao B in
- Hsi-tung iR Shih-rong #% and others had rebelled Yiian-chén himself
invaded their territory, and made them realize the consequences of resis-
tance and surrender. Lu Wan-chou &%, a chief, surrendered accord-

ingly.” : ’

From these passages, it is evident that although the Hsi-tung tribes sur-
rendered voluntarily to the Mongols, they were always on the lookout for a
chance to escape from the Mongol control. The expeditions to Java and
Vietnam proved to be good opportunities for them to do so.

The rebellion occurred in Chih-yiian 25 in Wu-kang hsien B8, south
of ‘Chén-chou. It is written in the Yiian-shih, chiian 16, ‘Shih-tsu pén-chi’
as follows: o ‘ '

“On the day of Keng-shén piss, the 4th lunar month of Chih-yiian Z=5¢
25 in Wu-kang lu #[@% and Pao-ch'ing lu 28 %, where rebellions hap-
pen often....” = -

Lu Sén-kuei pesrz reported the same event in his own words as follows, in
‘Chung-féng ta-fu Kuang-tung hsiian-wei-shih tu-yiian-shuai mu-shih-ming rhZ
RIBHEERFETTEIESES in the Chliang-tung lei-kao JEIIERS, chiian 12:

“[In Chih-yiian 255 27] Yao-man ¥4 in Wu-kang lu A held Ch'ing-
ch'éng ¥4, in Sui-ning hsien 4% 5% and formed into fifteen groups. They
occupied a vital position in the mountain and would not surrender [to
the government]. The army officials of Ching-chou hoped to win
honours by capturing [the rebels], so they crossed the boundary and chal-
lenged them. Li Wei-chai Z=p%, leader of the bandits, refused to sur-
render and beat drums in defiance. Liu, the you-cheng %% of Hu-
kuang province, ordered Sun Ting-yilen FRaER, wan-hu EF, to
dispatch an army from Pao-ch‘ing 8¢, while he himself hoped to gather
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about a thousand voluntary soldiers from Wu-kang, [and join forces] to
repulse the enemy. But Kung /& (Hui-ho Yang-chu-fuha MERUBZE)
insisted that this should not be done and added that the naive people
are ignorant therefore it would be expedient to win them over by offering
them benefit and trust, which would also change their attitudes. If vio-
lence is used in capturing them, surely there will be much injury. Also,
they are human beings so it will not be proper to offer rewards to have
them killed. As a result, the army encamped at Wu-kang #. People
were sent into the enemy’s camp to put up notices which made under-
stood the consequences of resistance and surrender. The rebels were good
[to hear this]. There was a leader, Shen Nan-ch'iang ¥tF§3&, who led his
men, under the pretext of negotiation, to surrender their weapons to
the government forces. Other rebels, dispersed into Ching-chou % and
other places, were granted amnesty of the government. The rebellions
came to an end.”

In the above passage the rebellion happened in Chih-yiian 27, but I would
say that it was the same one recorded in ‘pén-chi’ we saw in the above pas-
sage, although it was recorded to have happened in Chih-yiian 25. In my
opinion, it was in Chih-yiian 27 that the Yiian government reviewed the sup-
pression of the rebellion. According to this document, the conciliatory policy
was more effective than military force.

Concerning the south of the Kuang-hsi region, it is recorded in the Chih-
chéng chi EIE%, chiian 52, ‘Ku T‘ung-féng Ta-fu Hukuang téng-chu hsing
chung-shu-shéng ts‘an-chih chéng-shih Chéng-kung shén-tao pei-ming ping hsii
WBBEARMEZRTHEEBNBRFSATERMIT

“During Ta-té Xf%, when Sung Lung-chi 5RMEHE, the t‘u-kuan +E of
Shun-tien JHR, betrayed the State and rebelled, A-nii [I% gathered
the barbarians, and set up barriers to stall the soldiers. Shu-mi-yiian %
%% ordered him (Chéng Ang £§5) to attack from divided routes. First the
barricade [of the rebellion] was broken. Daily, prisoners were taken and
the army lived on the food provided from them [the prisoners]. He did
not stop till all the rebels were wiped out.”

We can find other sources that describe the same event.®) After Huang
Shéng-hsii 225, one of the leaders of the above rebellion, escaped to Chiao-
chih zzft, this rebellion was finally stamped out.

The rebels, majority of whom were the 'Hsz'-tung tribes, swept over the
whole of Hu-kuang province but ceased during Ta-té. After that this region
was peaceful until Yen-yu ¥Eji when rebellions started again.

Next I will examine how the State dealt with the above-mentioned rebel-
lions. The passages in the Yiian-shih, chilan 12, ‘Shih-tsu pén-chi’ read:
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“On the day of Jén-yin £, the 2nd lunar month of Chih-yilan ZE5 19,
[His Majesty] granted Hsi-tung chao-tuo-shih BREFE Kuo Ang 35
and the other eight persons possession the ‘tiger tablet’ pass.

On the day of Mou-wu [X4*, the 7th lunar month of Chih-yiian 19, was
established hsing shu-mi-yiian {7HE%EE in Yang-chou #J4 and E-chou
M.

On the day of Keng-wu B4, the Ist lunar month of Chik-yiian 21, was
established Chiang-huai T3, Ching-hu #i#, Chiang-hsi JLF§ and Ssi-
chuan )il hsing shu-mi-yian 47HE#ER in Chienk‘ang B, £-chou,
Fu-chou #EJH and Ch'eng-tu j#8.”

Tiger tables were granted to authorize the dispatch of soldiers. Regarding
the hsing shu-mi-yiian, the Yiian dynasty did not establish in times of peace.
Therefore, the ‘establishment of the hsing shu-mi-yilan meant that a large
scale expedition would begin soon. At that time the State set up the hsing-
yiian {72 in all provinces which had been the late Southern Sung terri-
tories. It is evident that the structure at that time was on a very large scale.
In such regions, there had been numerous disturbances which sometimes re-
sulted in rebellions against the Mongol government for several years after the
fall of the Sung dynasty.1®

The State determined to sweep away all the distributing elements, so that
she set up shu-mi-yiian in every province. However, the State had once taken
a firm attitude against the disturbances in Chiang-nan region before. It is evi-
dent from a passage in ‘chin-yiieh tso-ting tsé-jén BERIVEFRRA’ of ‘mou-p‘an
#IK' in the Yian-tien-chang, chiian 41, hsing-pu FIE :

“On the 12th, the 7th lunar month of Chik-yiian Z3¢ 17, in one of the
memorials to the throne by chung-shu-shéng &4, Shih Tala BEH
complained that the undesirable elements [people] in the new territory
rebelled, and the people’s lives were threatened. Chung-shu-shéng in-
structed to put the chiefs of the rebels to death, forfeit their properties
and arrest their families. Why were not their neighbors, who had
known about their deeds but did not inform the authorities, inflicted the
same penalty?”

It is natural that the chiefs of the rebels might be sentenced to death in pre-
modern China, and it was so in the Yiian dynasty. Then, why did the State
announce this law again? According to this document, clearly the rebellions
in the new territory were the target. Although the Sung Emperor with his
government was defeated by the Mongol army, people who would not sur-
render formed large or small groups in order to continue a rebellion to
the authorities. The State at first wanted to suppress them by calling to their
attention of the above severe punishment but was not effective, so they decided
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to send punitive forces to crush them thoroughly.
When did this structure for the unsettled condition finished? According
to the passage in the Yiian-shih, chiian 13, ‘Shih-tsu pén-chi’:

“On the day of I-mi Z, the 2nd lunar month of Chih-yiian ZE 22,
[His Majesty] decreed to change and separate the Chiang-huai yT# and
Chiang-hsi {LFE yiian-shuai chao-tao-ssti LENEEETT) into three wan-hu fu
5K, which were classified into high, middle and low levels.”

And in the same document but chiian 14:

“On the day of Mou-wu X%, the 2nd lunar month of Chih-yiian 23,
[His Majesty decreed] the inclusion of hsing shu-mi-yiian 7% in
Chiang-nan into the hsing-shéng 13%4.”

During Chih-yiian 22 and 23, the military offices chao-tao-ssit and hsing-yiian,
which were established in the unsettled condition, were abolished, and changed
into the military service of normal times or into the administrative machinery.
The State regarded this period as a time of peace. Also the biography of Li
Hu-lan-chi ZZ&§% in the Yiian-shih, chiian 162, states:

“[In Chih-yiian ZG 22] the armies advanced separately in order to encir-
cle five Hsi-tung man $&iR#, [because] at that time Man-lao 8% who
live in the frontier of Nan-shih i, Ch'ien ¥, Ting #, Li &, Chén B
and Yiian i, being south of Ssii-po F#% sometimes rebelled against the
State. They often robbed the people (Han-tsu) who live in these frontier

regions. ... In November...the chieftains led their tribes in surrender
[to the State.]”

The above documents show that in the end of Chih-yiian 22, the rebellions
of Hsi-tung tribes in Hu-nan were stamped out. However, this conquest was
not complete. Therefore, hsing-yiian had to be reestablished soon. The pas-
sage in the Yiian-shih, chiian 16, ‘Shih-tsu pén-chi’, states:

“On the day of Iyu Z%, the 2nd lunar month of Chih-yiian &G 28,
[His Majesty decreed] the establishment of Chiang-huai {T#, Hu-kuang
&, Chiang-hsi {L# and Sst-chou Pu/I| hsing shu-mi-ylian {FHEEE.”

Concerning this Hu-kuang hsing-yiian, the passage in the same document also
states:

“On the day of I-wei Z:, the 4th lunar month of Chih-yiian 28, [His
Majesty decreed] to remove [the main office of] Hu-kuang hsing-yiian 17k
to E-chou ZFH.”
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And the biography of Liu Kuo-chieh Z|#t in the Yiian-shih, chiian 162, re-
lates:

“After the Ch'éng-tsung’s j{5% ascendence to the throne, [His Majesty]
established again hsing-yiian 17§ in Héng-chou #§J¥.”

The fact that the main office of the Hukuang hsing-yiian moved probably
means that numerous rebellions sporadically broke out. The State subdued
them one by one, moving the headquarters.

The hsing-yiian in that time were abolished until Chih-yiian 81, as the
passage in the Yiian-shih, chilan 18, ‘Ch‘éng-tsung pén-chi’ states:

“On the day of Jén-tzit =F, the 11th lunar month of Chih-yiian 31,
[His Majesty] decreed to combine civil and military administration.
Therefore, the Hu-kuang and Chiang-hsi hsing-yiian 7% were abolished,
and corporated into the hsing-shéng 15%4.”

The rebellions in Hu-kuang province did not come to an end even after
then, and the hsing-yiian was established once in Yiin-nan after Chih-yiian
31.10 However, the rebellions which needed the establishment of the hsing-
yiian all over the southern China did not occur. This fact shows that it is not
just after the fall of the Sung but after the reign of Ch‘éng-tsung that the last
Sung territories were completely conquered under the Mongols.

The biography of Liu Kuo-chieh Z|E#t relates:

“In Yian-chén g 1, in Kuang-tung FE3 and Chiang-hsi L7 regions,
there lived many bandits. It extended three thousands i B from north
to south. Therefore, the armies are stationed at the 88 places in order to
defence. From east, Chiao & and Kuang & to west, T'ien % through-
out Hu-kuang province, many stationary armies were posted. As a
result all of the barbarians could not revolt again, and banditry came
to an end.

'This shows that in Yiien-chén 1 the government stationed the armies at the
places where the disturbances often happened.

The passage on ‘ts‘ao-tsei shéng-fa tsui li ERRAZETEH) in the Yiian-tien-
chang, chiian 41, hsing-pu FER, ‘mou-p‘an BLIK’ states:

“In Yiian-chén 55 1, the document from the hsing yii-shih-t‘ai 1FHE
Z, according to the report of each tao 3, tung’s i@ bandits agitated
the people, killed the civil and military officials ‘whose duty were to ar-
rest bandits, burned the houses and horses of the post houses, snatched
the seals of the mayor, and seized the good people. The rebellions rose
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against the government successively. [The State] could not subdue them.
The officials in this region ran after them, but if the rebels crossed the
boundary, they reported the State that the rebellions were laid down.”

The hsing yii-shih-t‘ai in this source is Chiangmnan JLE§ yi-shih-t‘ai. It is
stated that the Hsi-fung tribes often rose the rebellions, and that the officials
would not seek after and capture them completely. This passage also relates
that the negligence of the officials caused rebellion to happen. This docu-
ment, after above, states about the penal regulation to such a negligent offi-
cials. This regulation was established after Yian-chén when the Yiian dynasty
conquered the southern China completely.

I

How did the State deal with the Hsi-tung &R peoples and their terri-
tories which were subdued by or surrendered to the Mongols? According to
the above-mentioned regulation in Chik-yiian Z35% 17,17 the chiefs of the

rebels had to be put to death. In fact, a passage in the Yiian-shih, chiian 15,
‘Shih-tsu pén-chi’ states:

“On the day of Ting-hsi T, the 11th lunar month of Chih-yilan 25,

Huang Té-ch'ing #Hf#EfE in Liu-chou #/H rebelled....All of them
(bandits) was sentenced to death.”

But most people were pardoned, I suppose. On the contrary, there were not
a few who were named the mayor such as T‘ien Wan-ch‘ing H#HE. The bio-
graphy of Lo Pi #EE in the Yiian-shih, chiian 166, relates:

“In Ta-té xf% 3, [Lo Pi] allured chiefs of Tung-man ik by offering
them an official rank and promising them a happy life. As a result, all
of them surrendered to the State with their people.”

This shows that the conciliatory measure that the State adopted was very ef-
fective. Then, what kind of posts were given to them? One of them became
mayor of chou Ji{ such as T'ien Wan-ch‘ing was given. The passage in the
Yilan-shih, chiian 12, ‘Shih-tsu pén-chi’ states:

“On the day of Mou-wu [X%F, the 3rd lunar month of Chih-yiian 20,
[His Majesty] appointed the chief of Tung-man j@# who has just sur-
* rendered to the chien-hu T5.” ' )

Probably the ch‘ien-hu and mayor which were offered to the chief of the Hsi-
tung were not the same ones that were given to Mongol, Han or Western peo-
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ples who were called Hsi-yu jén g% A, or se-mu-jén €5 A . They also had not
the same system for the promotion, and they could not change the other offi-
cials mutually, although the chief of the Hsi-tung was appointed the official
which had the same name as that of the bureaucracy system, they were not re-
garded the same officials. That is, as I am going to mention below, they were
named because of being local people. Their extend of the jurisdiction was only
their own tribe. They were authorized only their own tribe. But we can say
that by having the official post, they became a member of the Mongol State,
and the Mongol State admitted that they controlled their own tribe and their
self-government. :

The same thing:is reported in the Yian-shih, chiian 91, ‘pai-kuan chih

HE®S as: :

“Concerning the ch‘ang-kuan-ssit BHF] of barbarians, it is established in
each place of residence of the Hsi-tung i in the southwest part of the
Yiian territories. The grade is the same as the ta-lu-hua-ch'ih EBRITR
(darughachi). The chief and sub-chief must be appointed among its
own people.” :

This is to say, the residence of the Hsi-tung was controlled by themselves.
The Nan-ning fu-chih BB E in the Yung-1é Ta-tien 5%k, chiian 8509,
relates: ' ‘ : '

“When the Hsi-tung surrendered [to us,] [we] established an-fu-ssii %]
in their regions at first. In [Chih-yiian] 16, it improved to tsung-kuan-fu.
chien Tso-yu Liang-chiang: Hsi-tung chén-fu RENREARILERGER. 18
~ hsien B and 26 tung 7 [belonged to it]. cl

Although this Hsi-tung chén-fu was held as an additional post by tsung-kuan-
fu ¥RERE, it was established for controlling Hsi-tung tribes only. Within its
jurisdiction there were hsien B and tung i. Originally, tung means village
or tribe of ‘minority’, T suppose. But the tung in above source indicates one
of the administrative district which was established in the residence of the
Hsi-tung. "The. State did not mix tung and chou-hsien M and did not con-
trol them at the same time.

I have said above, these officials which were appointed to the chief of
Hsi-tung were different from those of the main bureaucracy system, even
though they had the same name, and the system of their promotion and desig-
nation was different each other. But it is sure that they were also the officials
of the Yiian dynasty. In the statement on ‘Wei-wang kan-ssit p‘ing-min
SEFEEIESFER in the Yiian tien-chang, chiian 54, Hsiang-pu, Hsiao Chien-sun
WELTR, chief of the Hsi-tung in Long-hsi-ai ¥R in Wu-kang hsien was
punished as an official.
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The Yiian dynasty follows the policy of the T‘ang and the Sung that
named system of the t‘u-ssit or t‘u-kuan. Giving self-government to the Hsi-
tung tribes, the State gained the maintenance of public peace. And as above-
mentioned, this measure was fruitful. But is it enough to explain the reason
why t‘u-ssii system was established? It is evident from a passage in the Yian-
shih, chiian 15, ‘Shih-tsu pén-chi’ that there is another reason. This passage
reads:

“On the day of Ping-yin %, the 10th lunar month of the Chih-yiian
25, Hukuang province said that [in the residential regions] of Hsi-
tung &R and Wan-lao 8% in Tso-yu Chiang #74{L are established
four tsung-kuan-fu §%&KF which took charge of 160 chou M, hsien % and
tung . The officials who were designated these posts would not go
because of fear to have chang #. So that the Han-tsu was asked to be
the ta-lu-hua-ch‘ih #&&7E#, and have military officers replaced by civil
ones, and employ the natives in the administration.”

The region which is mentioned above is now in Kuang-hsi, and in the Yian
period it belonged to Hukuang province. The climate has been severe
and bad for the health, so that many officials refused to go there. There must
be some unavoidable reasons that Han-tsu was allowed to be darughach which
they were forbidden to be.!® In the Yiian dynasty most military officers were
Mongols or Western peoples. As they would not leave for the posts there,
military posts were changed into civil ones, and Han-tsu was appointed with
the local people. We can know how difficult it is to fill the posts. Therefore
the government was forced to break the rule. The same thing is stated in
a passage on ‘chien-t‘iao kuan-yiian BFEEER’ in the Yiian tien-cheng, chilan 8,
Li-pu, hsiian-ké 38¥% as: ‘

“On the 14th, the 12th lunar month of Yan-you W&k 4, though civil
administrative officers were assigned to the Fu-chien jg# and Liang-
Kuang i regions, they did not hear of it, because of a great distance
and a wild sick there.”

And according to a passage on ‘yiian-tao chuan-kuan 32ERE’ in the Chih-
chéng chi ZIEEE, chilan 74:

“The frontier has many severe mountains and river, moreover there live
Hsi ¥&, Li 8, 1 % and Lao R.”

The official posts sometimes were vacant. It is no wonder that people who
live in the northern China would not like the idea of living there. Chu Shou-
liang 453K wrote in his poem titled ‘Chiu-yeh ou-ch‘eng shih FKEBEGF?
that the expedition there was very hard:
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“We went east from Chén-chou E# and Yiian-chou YL and arrived at

Tien-yang #5k%. At that time it was so terribly hot that the soldiers suf-
fered from dysentery.”

Also ‘Ku Kuang-hsi Liang-chiang tao hsiian-wei-shih-ssii tu-yiian-shuai-fu
ching-li Ma chiin mo-shih-ming BT L R S A R S B sk ey
in the Yiin-féng chi B4 written by Hu Ping-wen ##R7r, chiian 5, relates:

“In that place (Kuang-hsi 7E) the water and plants are poisonous, so
that majority of the soldiers died.”

It is therefore understandable why as written the section on ‘kuan-yiian ch'ien-
chuan li téng 'EBE#EZ in the Yiian tien-cheng, chiian 8, Li-pu, hsiian-ké,
the officers in the Hsi-tung &/ region in Liang-Kuang ®p¢ and Fu-chien
8% were given better treatment than others, namely a shorter term of office
than the former. As mentioned above, the climate in these regions is one reason
for employing the t‘u-ssii or t‘u-kuan.

Regarding the policy against Hsi-tung &1, it is necessary not only to
conciliate them but also subdue them. The biography of Liu Kuo-chieh
ZIR B states:

“[In Chih-yiian 25] Chan I-tsai 2—fF who was one of the bandits in Hu-
nan allured people in Héng-yung #isk, Pao-ch'ing ¥ and Wu-kang
# M, and gathered them in Ssii-wang-shan paggl]. Although the govern-
ment armies could not defeat them for a long time, Kuo-chieh could. ...
Kuo-chieh said that [we] should not kill, [instead of killing we should
make them surrender.] I have a policy, that is we could station armies at
three important places: Ch'ing-hua #1t in Héng-chou # W, Wu-fu g4
in Yung-chou #JH and Pai-ts'ang B4 in Wu-kang #F, and admitted
the people who surrendered to join in defence of these places. Each army
should have 500 soldiers to guard against robbers. They tilled abandoned
fields and cleared the thickets. So that the bandits could not set up forts
there. If those who surrendered had houses where he had lived before,
we should return them, if they had not, we should let them il in the
land which belonged to the military.”21

Liu Kuo-chieh’s policy was effective in cultivating the land and making use
of those who surrendered. The people were sent into the tun-tien HH, that
resulted in the cultivation of desolate lands which had the tendency of be-
coming robber’s den. A passage on ‘tsé-jén fu plan-ch’i chiien fu pei MAEIR
AL’ in the Yiian-tien-chang, chiian 41, hsing-pu, ‘mou-pan FIR states:

“In the 2nd lunar month of Chih-yiian 29, according to a summary of
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hsing chung-shu-shéng {7rpE4 notice in a recent report from Kuang-tung
hsiien-wei-ssti FERERT, sources from Nan-hsiong lu FkERE said that
Hsie Fa 2§, the talao k3% (i.e. a chief of the Hsi-tung) in Pao-ch'ang
hsien {588, and his follower Liu T ung 2| came to the main city to
yield to and express acceptance of the government. But one of his follow-
ers Sun ta-lao FK#% returned to banditry even after he was supposed to
have surrendered, and together with the robbers in Hsiin-mei fEfg, they
started a rebellion. We determined to separate Hsie Fa and his subjects,
Liu T‘ung and others, and leave them in the custody of the military office,
then dispatch guards to escort them to the hsing-yilan f78% and later
to the north. From now on, every official must do the same to bandit
chiefs who surrendered.”

The government made it a rule that the chiefs of the rebels who surrendered
were brought to a distant place from his native land so that the chances of
another uprising and the power of the group would be reduced. I could not
understand that this rule was adapted to only the chiefs or also the followers.
Another document in the Yiian-shik, chilan 20, ‘Shih-tsu pén-chi’ states the
same event as: ' ’

“On the day of Chia-tzu FF, the 12th lunar month of Ta-té 6, Yian
Shun-i =% — and the others allured two thousand people, invaded and
plundered Ch'én-chou RJH. “The Hu-nan hsiie-wei-sstt HEERT dis-
patched soldiers to subdue them, and arrested Shun-i with his followers,
and three chiefs were sentenced to death. The other followers were sent
to Hung-tse shao-p‘i t‘un-t‘ien EA AL E. The men who were threat-
ened into joining the rebels were told to return to their former work.”

Hung tse shao-p‘i was located in north of the Yangtze River. And a passage in
the Yiian-shih, chiian 17, ‘Shih-tsu pen -chi’ relates:

“On the day of Ting-wei T3, the 2nd lunar month of Chih-yiian 30, Wu
Tong-ao EE%, a Tungman @& who surrendered recently, was ap-
pointed the T‘an-hsi téng-chu chiin-min-kuan ERERERE ... .and was
attached to Chen-ting t‘un-t‘ien EEALH.”

Chen-ting was in the northern part of China. Those sources show that the
Hsi-tung who surrendered to the government were attached to the t‘un-t‘ien
far away from their native land, as a result, the powers of their leaders
weakend and their solidarity was broken.

I have mentioned above that the t‘un-t‘en was established in order to
defend against the Hsi-tung. There are more documents which indicate
this fact. For example, ‘Shih-tsu pén-chi’ in the Yiian-shih, chiian 16, relates:
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“On the day of Ting-wei T3, the 8th lunar month of Chih-yiian 30, an
official of Hu-kuang province said that there is much waste land in
Hai-nan #F and Hai-pei ¥k, and we can establish the :‘un-t‘ien #LH.
[His Majesty] decreed to establish it in order to subdue Li-man %ok "

And a passage in ‘Kao-ch‘ang Hsieh shih chia-chuan HBEBLERE in the Kui-
chi-wen chi £ 4 written by Ou-yang Hsiien BB, chiian 11, states:

“When he (Hsieh ) was appointed the tung-chih %1 of the Kuang-hsi
hsiien-wei-ssit shih fu tu-yilan-shuai BBV SR T FEIE T, he met with the
rebellions by Yao # in Liu-chou #JJt, Ch'ing-yian B3 and Pin-chou
# M. The enemy led several thousands of soldiers. So be suggested a
stratagem that is to lure the rebels...and capture the chief, Hou Shih-
chiu &+, Long Pan-tien #E4X and 13 others. Some rebels escaped
and fled, but many thousands surrendered [to the State]. [The State]
reestablished the t‘un-i‘len dLH.”

This t‘un tien system was preventive against rebellions.
Concerning the places where the t‘un-i‘ien was estabhshed the biography
of Liu Kuo-chieh states:

“[In Chih-yiian 29, in Kuang-hsi] confiscate the land of rebel and turn it
into the t‘un-t‘ten TWHWH.”

And ‘Liu p‘ing-chang shén-tao bi %U?%ﬁ?ﬁ{i{éﬁﬁ’ in the Chih-chéng chi, chilan
48, states:

“In the year of I-wei Z& in Yiian-chén 5TE 2, Huang Shéng-hsii EE 5,
mayor of Shang-ssii-chou LEJN, rose in rebellion...he fled to An-nan
%®. [The State] appeased the people threatened by the rebels and who
had came far away from their native land. These people who could not
make a living by themselves were sent to till the abandoned land, and
established five t‘un-t7en diH.”

The similar event is stated in the Yian-shih, chilan 100, ‘ping-chih ' =i’
as: :

“In Ta-t¢ K45 in the Ch'éng-tsung k5% reign, Huang Shéng-hsii #HIZZF
started a rebellion and fled to Chiao-shih z5ft. He left behind 545 ch‘ing
BY 7 mu #A rice field. Lii Ying B3% asked to mobilize Hsi-tung &if and
. Yao-tung’s %W people in Mu-lan 484, Rong-ch‘ing FifF and so on to
establish the t‘un-tien "iH in Shanglang [ and Chung-chou BM.”

Although the dates are different between these two documents, they may in-
dicate the same rebellion. However, Huang Shéng-hsii sometimes showed
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obedience to the government at’ other times rose in rebellions, and he often
fled to Chiao-shih. It is highly probable that these two documents refer to
one rebellion.

The t‘un-tien was usually established in the land property where the
owner, often a rebel, fled across the frontier. Such an establishment prevented
rebellions and ‘even if they occurred, the government can nip them at the
bud.?? However this system is not a Yiian original. In fact it had been done
during the Sung dynasty. It is all right to say that the Yiian imitated the
former. The biography of Liu Kuo-chieh states:

- “The early of Yiian-chén TE 1, Chén[-chou] % [/1] and Li[-chou] # [¥]
adjoin the residential region of Hsi-tung /. The Sung selected some
people, established the tun-i‘ien ™M, exempted their corvée and
had them defend the t‘un-i‘ien. The people who lived in Li[-chou] were
called é-ting ¥&T, and those who lived in Chén[-chou] called chai-ping
Z&L%. After the fall of the Sung, all of them were abolished. Later Kuo-
chieh restored this system.”

The establishment of ¢‘un-t‘ien in the Hu-kuang region during the Chih-yiian
10 of the Yiian dynasty and the dispatchment of rebels into them could not
be found. However, most sources indicate that there had heen such establish-
ment and dispatchment during the Chih-yiian 25 and Ta-té period.

I'would say that the t‘un-t\ien system allow the Hsi-tung a chance to learn
the way of Chinese agriculture.

v

What were the duties of the Hsi-tung (&/d tribes toward the state after
they were subdued? The biography of A-li-hai-ya fTE¥% in the Yiian-shih,
chiian 128, relates:

“[In Chih-yiian 12, A-li-hai-ya] sent a written document to Ying-chou
ERJN, Kuei-chou i, Hsia-chou g, Ch‘ang-té-chou ‘%% and Li-chou
/N to order their surrender, ... Every one of the Hsi-tung surrendered.
..and the-Hsi-tung tribes and their property were listed in the census
register.”

But I discovered another document which indicates that the Hsi-tung tribes
- were not listed. It is a passage in the Yiian-shih, chiian 58, ‘ti-li-chih ¥ :

“Concerning the census register, the Hsi-tung i&if tribes who lived in
the mountains were not listed.”
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A passage in the Yiian-shih, chiian 17, ‘Shih-tzu pén-chi’ states:

“On the day of Ping-chén WR, the 1st lunar month of Chih-yiian =G
29, Tung-man % in Po-chou &Y fled because they were apprehensive
of being listed in the census register.”

We know that they disliked to be listed very much. Therefore, a passage in
the same document states:

“On the day of Ping-yin §, the bth lunar month of Chih-yiian 30, [His
Majesty] ordered the entrusted officials together with provincial officials
to take the census of the barbarians.”

But I doubt that the census was successful. I have mentioned above that the
State offered an official post to the chief of the Hsi-tung tribes in order to
administer their own tribe. This shows that the authority of the Yiian could
not reach the individual persons of the Hsi-tung tribes. Concerning the
sources about their submission, for example, the biography of Chu Kuo-pao
4:BI% in the Yiian-shih, chiian 165, states:

“The Li %2 tribe who surrendered numbered 300 houses, the Man-tung
8 tribe which surrendered numbered 30.”

And the biography of Kuo Ang 3¢5 in the Yiian-shih, chiian 165, states:

“80 villages of the Hsi-tung i were ‘called’ to surrender.”

And ‘Swu-shou Téng-chou ch‘ien-hu Yang kung shén-tao pi [RFEENT 5
BAMER in the Mu-an chi ¥E4E, chilan 18, states:

“[In Chih-yiian ZJ: twenties Yang #;] defeated the rebels in Hu-nan
#% and .captured 45 chiefs.”

They recorded the number of villages as well as the number of persons. I
discovered that they must have relied on the number of villages as it was
difficult to count the individual. In the last mentioned source, the number
of chiefs was listed. Probably the number of chief reflects the number of vil-
lages or tribes. This also means that the Yiian could not get a total number of
their people. Moreover as is stated in the section of ‘The biography of Chi-
hsien ta-hsiieh-shih Wang Yan & K8+ F2 in the Shan-chii hsin-yi ||BHFE
written by Yang Yii #3:

“Hu-kuang province asked to dispatch soldiers in order to pacify Man-
tung’s A% fighting among themselves. Kung 4% (Wang Yan) replied
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.. It is understood that the barbarians are fighting among themselves but
the army is posted at the frontier for defense of the country. Do not
dispatch them thoughtlessly.”

This shows that the government has a tendency not to intervene in tribal
disturbances.

Regarding the taxation, I find the poem titled that ‘Man-lao % not
been taxed for a long time BFEAEFATEL in the Kui-ch‘ao kao
¥ written by Hsieh Ying- fang BEDF, chilan 4. Also Nan-ning fu-chih
BERE states:

“After the Hsi-tung {&iH surrendered [to the Ming], they gradually be-
came obedient and paid tax....Man-lao 8% had neither knowledge of
administration, nor why they should pay.tax....From Hungwuy 3t
4, Man-lao accepted the influence. of Chmese culture but only that aspect
on - taxation.” o

This shows-that tax was not imposed on the Hsi-tung by the Yiian dynasty
but by the Ming. Then, do they not have any duties toward the Yiian? As
mentioned above, we know that some of them were listed as members of
armed forces in the t‘un-t‘ien, therefore they had to work as a soldier during
war time. ‘Liu ping-chang shén-tao p'i ZIFEER’ in the Chih-chéng chi,
chilan 48, relates:

“In the year of I-wei Z3 of Yiian-chén SLE, the hsing-yian 17 was
abolished. Kung 2 (Liu) became the p‘ing chang % of Hukuang prov-
ince. Five Hsi & [tung] belonged to hsien #. The T'ang and the Sung
dynasties used native people to protect this region from enemies, but
this system had been abolished for a long time. Therefore, the bandits
could do whatever they liked. When he restored this system, the people
lived in peace.”

As was done during the T‘ang and Sung periods, the Hsi-tung were used to
counter the Hsi-tung bandits. That is to say, the State subdued ‘barbarians’
with ‘barbarian’ soldiers.

There are many sources which indicate that the State employed the Hsi-
tung &I as soldiers. For example, the biography of Hsi-tu-érh %85, (Sidor)
in the Yiian-shih, chiian 133, relates:

“In the 7th lunar month of [Chih-yiian 24], He (Hsi-tu-érh) followed the
King of Chén-nan $8F, leading the tung # army, to attack Chiao-shih
38Rk

And the Pling-man chi #3023 written by Yang Ké ##% relates:
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“[In the year of Chia-wu B4 in Chik-yiian ZEJE] Kung 4+ (Liu) called
out the chiefs of the tribes in Huati-té fu {##fF and Yungshun chou
AJEM and soon, leading their own army, they came to him.”

And a passage in the Yian-shih, chilan 19, ‘Ch'éng-tsung pén-chi’ relates:

“On the day of Ting-mao TJJ, the 2nd lunar month of Yiian-chén &&
2, the State assigned Pao An-kuo %, a chief of the Hsi-tung, and his
son to attack Mayor T‘ien B .”

Also the section on ‘jén-wu A%y’ b in the Chie-ch‘ing Hu-nan t‘ung-chih ZEEH
BSEE, chian 129, relates:

“Yang Wan #5% who was from Ch'éng-pu &4 was a t‘u-kuan succeed-
ing his ancestors...he employed Miao B soldiers.”

As I have mentioned above, in Hukuang province, both of the climate and
the nature are not mild but very severe and it was so difficult for the Han-tsu
to live so that the soldiers of the Hsi-tung people, who were familiar with the
nature, were employed and became indispensable to the Yiian dynasty.

Conclusion

I have mentioned above, the Yiian dynasty could finally manage
Hu-kuang province from Chéng-tsung’s reign. Most ‘minorities’ who were
called Hsi-tung iR also surrendered to the Yiian dynasty by this time.
Concerning Hsi-tung, however, the State could not control thoroughly, but she
was forced to offer them autonomy.

As is stated in ‘Shan-nan lien-fang fu-shih Fang kuang tao-p‘i [LIFGEESFEIfE
EAER in the Mu-an chi ¥ELE, chiian 20:

“The State have already laid down Chiang-nan {Lf§. He (Fang &) was
promoted i-chéng ta-fu FE K%k and was appointed Shan-nan Hu-pei tao
t'i-hsing an-ch'a ssil-shih [UERIILERFIZET E and later as Ling-pei Hu-
nan tao ti-hsing an-ch‘a ssti-shih BEILHEERAEZETE. Both of these
districts were in the frontier, and the notorious residential place of the
Hsi-tung 2. People did not dare venture there, but he moved into
such a severe regions....In mountainous area where he could not go
through on horse back or sedan-chair, so he walked by stick and
travelled about several thousands [; E.”

It is evident that it was so difficult for the Yiian dynasty to manage the Hsi-
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tung who lived in the steep and rugged region, and were sparsely located.
But I would admit that the Hsi-tung accepted Chinese culture gradually,
especially through the t‘un-t‘ien system.
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