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I. The Age of Dayan Khan

Dayan Khan EEJEH rose in the middle Ming period, unified all Mongolia,
and divided it among his sons and grandsons. The later Khans of Inner
Mongolia and Outer Mongolia were able to boast of being the descendants of
Chinggis Khan because they were all the offsprings of this man Dayan Khan.
‘The men on whom Mongol Khans prided themselves were Temiijin f#A & or
Tai-tsu J&jil Chinggis Khan, Sechen Khan gEji#ifF or Shih-tsu 4 Kubilai
and Dayan Khan or Lieh-tsu ZUfl®’ Batu Mongke M[EZE7%. Dayan Khan
was such an important character. Despite the fact, a great deal is in doubt
as to his age and his work. This accounts for the necessity to investigate the
facts concerning Dayan Khan.

As a rule, the facts on Mongolia during the Ming period frequently appear
in the accounts on the Ming side, but they are always fragmentary and never
to the purpose. On the other hand, the accounts on the Mongolian side,
though incomplete, are generally consistent and to the purpose as to the
genealogy and activities of the Khans. They are (1) Altan Tobchi® by an

(1) The title Lieh-tsu ZUfH is from the chinese translation of Méng-ku-yiian-liv &5 B and
Mr. Minoru G5 {LE also employs the same title Lieh-tsu in his Japanese translation
from the Manchu Manuscript. However, seeing that in the German translation, this
is always translated ¢ Edler Grossvater’ (Sain eblige), it is hardly correct to rank Lieh-
tsu side by side with Tai-tsu kfE and Shih-tsu HbFE.

(2) Aitan Tobchi is the oldest history which treats Mongolia in the Ming period, but its
author is unknown (sometimes considered a work by Blo bzang Bstan-’jin), and on
account of several omissions here and there, it is exceedingly difficult to read. There
are several editions of the original, from which the following Japanese translations have
been published : Karachin-bon Mako Genryii W7 A% % 38 ¥ (Kharachin edition’s Méng-
ku-yiian-liv) by Dr. Katsuji FUJIOXA MR, Bunkyuds sk, 1940; Méko Ogonshi
2345 by Dr. Takashiro KOBAYASHI IRE I RR, Seikatsusha A:FERE, 1941 ; and
the complete English translation of these by Mr. C.R. BAWDEN, The Mongol Chronicle,
Altan Tobti, Wiesbaden, 1955, all of which supplement one another.
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unknowﬁ writer ; (2) Méng-ku-yilan-liv 3555 (Erdeni-yin Tobchi) by Sanang
Sechen®; (3) Méng-ku-shih-hsi-p'u EEth %zt (Mongghol Borjigid obogh-un teiike)
by Lomi;® Chen-po hor-gyi-yul-du dam-paihi-chos Jji-Ttar-byun-bahi-tshul-bsad-pa
1g yal behi-bstan-pa-rin-po-che gsal-bar-byed pahi-sgron-me. (The History of Mongolian

Buddhism) by Jig’s-med-nam-mk’a® and (5) CRin-ting-méng-ku-hui-pu-wang-kung-
piao-chuan FEFEHRIMELAEML®. Among these the Méng-ku-yiian-liu goes into

(3)

(4)

(3)

(6)

Sanan Sechen is the prince of Ordos Mongols. He compiled the history Erdeni-yin
Tobchi after making researches on the seven materials including Altan Tobchi. It was
in the lIst year of Kéng-hsi (1662). In the 42nd year of Ch'ien-lung (1777), over a
century later, the Emperor Kao-tsung & %% of Ch’ing ordered his history officials to
translate the work into Chinese, and included it in the Ssi-E’u:ch’ilen-shu [QEZE.
This is Han-i-méng-ku yiian-liv EEEHEM in 8 Bks. As the Chinese translation was
translated from the Manchu original, Mr. Minoru G& of Japan faithfully revised the
translation by referring to the Manchu original, and published it with a careful study
and index of the original. (Publisher, Kobundd EL3r%, 1940). Prior to this, from
the earliest years, the Mongol original had been handed down in Russia, and Isaac
Jacob SCHMIDT translated by strenuous efforts, and published it with the Mongol
original and the German translation and the notes. This is Geschichte der Osi-Mongolen
und ihres Furstenhauses. As the German version contains some merits which are missing
in the Chinese translation, the present study has referred to it. Apart from this,
another version of Han-i-méng-ku-yiian-liv. with a study of CH’EN Ts’ao-chih yE&HE of
Ch’ing and revised by CHANG Erh-t'ien 3REH, entitled the Méng-ku-yiian-liu-chien-
chéng BHEWESF, was published. On account of its valuable notes, it has also
been referred to in this work.
The Méng-ku-shik-hsi-p’u is a Chinese translation by Ch’eng-yli 25 a member of the
Ch’ing family. Its substance is concise and lucid and somewhat resembles Méng-ku-
yilan-liu, but resembles Altan Tobchi more. While the annals are abundant in the
former two, in the Shik-hsi-p’u none is given. Only selections were available for a
long time, it has lately been published with a postscript by CHANG Erh-t’ien. '

Mongghol Borjigid obogh-un teiike (Geschichte des mongolischen Clans Bodzigid) which
Lomi (Dayan Khan’s grandson and the eighth-generation descendent of Bayaskhal
Daiching of Kharachin of Aisilaku hafan E#}8F of Ch’ing compiled in the 10th year
of Yung-chéng (1732) has lately been discovered indisputably to be the original of this
Méng-ku-shih-hsi-p’u; and this has been published with a photographic copy of the
Méng-ku-shih-hsi-p’u by Walter HEISSIG and C.R. BAWDEN. It is Gottinger Asiatische
Forschungen, Band 9, 1957.
The History of Mongolian Buddhism by Jig’s-med-nam-mk’a was written in 1819 on
the basis the Méng-ku-yiian-liu, and it was translated into German in 1892 by Georg
HUTH of Germany, and was published entitled Geschichte des Buddhismun in der Mon-
golei. This was retranslated by Rev. Koho HASHIMOTO #AJtE of Japan with the
title of Msko Ramakydshi i WiWigk s (History of Mongolian Lamaism), Seikatsu-
sha #¥EfE, 1940. In this study Rev. HASHIMOTO’s translation was exclusively used.
Chin-ting-méng-ku-hui-pu-wang-kung-piao-chuan is the complete collection of the records
which the Ch’ing court during the Ch’ien-lung and Chia-ch’ing requested these princes
to submit. Therefore, it chiefly treats the affairs of the Ch’ing period, but sometimes
it refers to those of the Ming period. The present writer has referred to the edition
included at the beginning of the Kuo-chao-ch'i-hsien-lei-chéng [B¥8 % [RIEEL.

Moreover, there are books in the Mongol language entitled Bolor erike by Rasipung-
sug compiled during the Ch’ien-lung period, a Chinese book entitled the Huang-chao-
Sfan-pu-yao-liao BEREHEENE (18 Bk. with 4 supplementary tables) by CH'I Yim-shih
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most details and to the point. However, the book being full of serious errors
and confusions in the point of dates and other matters could not be believed
as they stand. Unless we first rectified them, we could not proceed. Leaving
other matters alone, we shall first take up the dates in connection with Dayan
Khan. According to the Chinese translation of Méng-ku-yiian-liu Vol. 5~6, it
may be outlined as follows:
“ Dayan Khan, a son between Bolkho Jinong {fi#hrFi# & and Shiker Khatun
s EF RS, named Batu Mongke FLEZET, was born in the year Chia-
shén EE. Later, as Mandaghul Khan j#§#[##) the preceding ruler died
in the year Ting-mao TJI (to be read Tin-hai T%), Mandughai Sechen
Khatun & EEETES his widow, seeking a surviving descendant of the
Ygan family, married Batu Méngke in the year Kéng-yin B, and in
the hope of occupying Dayan 4 Country, she called Batu Moéngke,
Dayan Khan. At that time Khatun was 33 years old and the Khan only
7 years old. After a brilliant reign for 74 years, he died in the year
Kuei-mao. Z&J1.”
Now, a study of chronology will show that the year Chia-shén was the 8th
year of T’ien-shun XEJE of Emperor Ying-tsung 3% of the Ming dynasty
(1464), Ting-hai the 3rd year of Ch’éng-hua Fi{, of Emperor Hsien-tsung %5
(1467), Kéng-yin the 6th year of Chéng-hua (1470), and the year Kuei-mao
the 22nd year of Chia-ching #¥ of Emperor Shih-tsung {it5= (1543). This
is the view of the Chinese translation of the Méng-ku-yian-liu translated from
the Manchu language original, and according to German translation from the
Mongol original by Dr. ScumipT, the dates of Dayan Khan were two years
later, he being born in the year Ping-hsit PigZ, the 2nd year of Chéng-hua
(1466), (though the death of Mandaghul Khan i##&#nT is dated the year
Ting-hai as previously stated), the year of his marriage in the year Kéng-yin
when he was 5 years old and when Mandughai Sechen was 23 years old.
Consequently, the Khan’s death is given as in the year Kuei-mao and at
the age of 78 years. No matter which account one may follow, the difference
is a matter of only two years. The most serious question is their contradictions
with the accounts on the Ming side.
As previously stated, so far as the Ming accounts are concerned, the
appearance of the name Man-tu-lu FHHE or Mandaghul dates only from
May of Ch’éng-hua (1473), and the date of his ascension to the position of a

fib#8 -+ of Ch’ing and the Méng-ku-yu-mu-chi 2 %e3Ee (16 Bks.) by CHANG Mu 3
#. However, these are not discussed here.

(7) Sei WADA Fuom s, Uriyanhasanei ni kansuru Kenkyl JLRWRZHCHT 2HE (A
historical study on the Uriyangkhad Mongols), T6a-shi Kenkyii (Moko-hen) FTER IR
(3% &), pp. 151-424.
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Khan was no doubt during the 5 years between the 1lth year and the 15
year of Ch’éng-hua. In year Ting-hai of Ch’éng-hua which falls on the year
following the murder of the Little Prince /ZEF (Ma-lun Khan JiifF) the
preceding ruler of Mandaghul, when Molikhai £ E%% and Oroju FIZEH ran
rampant and the name Mandaghul had not yet appeared. Most probably
Mandaghul, after 9 years’ vacancy, ascended the throne about the 1lth year
of Ch’¢ng-hua and reigned until the first half of the 15th year of the same
era. The first appearance of the Little' Prince (Dayan Khan) the next Khan
after Mandaghul, as far as the Shik-lu %% is concerned, dates from May,
the 17th year of Ch’éng-hua (1481). How could he be said to have ascended
the throne in the year Kéng-yin, the 6th year of Ch’éng-hua? It is evident
that the Méng-ku-yiian-liu committed the first blunder in its chronology.

I am of the opinion that when the Yian-liu says, “Mandaghul Khan
reigned for 5 years from the year Kuei-wei to the year Ting-hai. He died at
427, it gave the dates only in the Twelve Zodiacal Signs in accordance with
the Mongol custom, but when the Ten Calendar Signs were added later an
error was introduced in combining the signs: the actual reign may be that
extended over the 5 years from the year I-wei 7, one whole series later, to
the year Chi-hai &% namely from the 11th year of Ch’4ng-hua (1475) to the
15th year (1479). If so, this would agree with the Ming record. If so, Dayan’s
enthronement no doubt took place in the following Yin $ year, namely the
year Jéng-yin £ the 18th year of Ch’éng-hua (1482). Since Mandughai
Khatun who was in her prime married Dayan Khan only 7 years old, the
birth-year of Dayan Khan would seem to have been the year Ping-shén the
12th year of Ch’éng-hua (1476); however, if we accepted this, we could not
reconcile the facts both preceding and following and especially the dates
relative to Dayan Khan’s sons and grandsons. Therefore, this should be an
error in this account. It should be accepted that Dayan Khan was born in
the year Chia-shén the 8th year of T’ien-shun (1464) and at the time in
question he was 19 years old.

This is not all. It is not yet quite certain whether Dayan Khan’s death
took place, as stated, in the year Kuei-mao or the 22nd year of Chia-ching.
According to the Ming account, it could not be denied that since more than
10 years previous to this, the hegemony of Mongolia had fallen into the hands
of other chiefs such as Chi-nang %% (Jinong) and An-ta &% (Altan). Though
Chi-nang and An-ta were both relative of Dayan Khan, they were by no
means successors of the position of the Khan. How could they run rampant
freely as they did? Dr. HowortH, the compiler of the History of the Mongols,
who readily observed this situation says as follows :—

“Ssanang Setzen dates the death of Dayan Khan in 1543. This seems



A Study of Dayan Khan 5

hard to reconcile with the scattered notices of DE Ma1LLA, which show
Anda and Kisiang, other Mongol chiefs, acting very independently long
before this, and says further, that as early as 1528 they had become so
powerful that they no longer obeyed ‘the Little Prince’. This can only
be reconciled on the supposition that Dayan Khan lost his control over
the Baraghon Tumens in his later days.”®
Anda is An-ta % in the Ming account and Kislang, Chi-nang F%. It is
not clear on what ground DE MAILLA says, in the 7th year of Chia-ching
“ They had grown so powerful that they no more obeyed the Little Prince.”
Looking for a similar instance, we find the following passage in the Shif-lu
E#% or the Emperor Shih-tsung {52 of ‘Ming under Kéng-hsti gk of August,
the 6th year of Chia-ching (1527):
“Several ten thousand barbarians of Ordos, wading the frozen river and
shouting loudly invaded the land. Wane Hsien, Cmtne Ch’ing, Hanc
Hsiung, CrAo Ying and others occupying several forts, defended the land.
Ordering Pu Yiin to conceal troops and cut the enemy’s retreat. Soon after
the enemy invaded the land from Shih-chiu-tung, fought and defeated them.
The enemy retreated and ran away to Ch’ing-yang mountain. Pv Yiin and
others started again and completely defeat them, killing over 300 men and
seized numberless barbarian horses and arms. This being reported to the
throne, the Emperor was pleased by the exploits of Wane Hsien and
others. The Emperor rewarded them with letters of appreciation....”®
On the other hand, Wanc Hsien chuan T2 in the Ming-shih B3 (Bk.
199) gives for “several ten thousand horsemen under Chi-nang” “several ten
thousand barbarians”; under Hanc Hsiung chuan i ibid. (Bk. 174) is
given “Chi-nang invaded with powerful troops and Governor Wanc Hsien,
ordered Hsiung and others to defeat them.” Again, Crou Shang-wén chuan
JEfycE ibid. (Bk. 211), citing the repeated invasions of Chi-nang over the ice
prior to the Sth year of Chia-ching says:
“(Chi-nang frequently invaded treading the ice. Shang-wén made a fence
for 120 li and surrounded it with water. As the ice being slippery, they
could not climb it. When the ice smelt, wrestlers holding long poles with
iron hooks, hooked and killed those who tried to cross the ice. In the Sth
year he was picked up from Tu-tu-ch’ien-shih to be Tsung-pin-kuan of
Ning-hsia”.4®

(8) H.H. HOWORTH; . History of the Mongols, Vol. 1, p. 375.

(9) EHBEEOKRN, BEAA. REWETEERLMM - Ml - BHSE, FBEE, @
EREy. SEHEE MERE, SEEEE &8, BRAE%A, WERKKkE. HER
&, EFES, BSEE, YRk ATESE6R, EHBEEEE. B, LEE
Fxy, BGHLEE.....
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The Shih-lu says that around the 8th year of Chia-ching the Ordos barbarians
frequently invaded the boundary of Ning-hsia; under Chia-ch’éng Hg of
March, is given the following passage: _
“At the beginning barbarians leading several ten thousand men entered
Ordos. Taking advantage of the ice, they crossed the Huang-ho river; and
invaded Ning-hsia. HanNc Hsiung, T'sung-pin-kuan of Ning-hsia confronted
the enemy, but was defeated. His loss was quite heavy. The defenders
reported this to the court.., . ”aP
Under Jén-wu £4 of October, a report on the facts of the defeat is fully
given. Consequently, Hane Hsiung #ij# being removed from the post of the
Tsung-pin-kuan of Ning-hsia, CuHao Ying #%8: became his successor. It
must be even after this that Crou Chang-wén was appointed the Tsung-pin-
kuan of Ning-hsia. How powerful Jinong and Altan had become by this time
it is easy to imagine. .
Therefore, the Ming-shih-chi-chih-pén-mo W3 fgsE A (Bk. 60, {@XHE) by
Ku Ying-t'ai #fEZH of Ch’ing concisely remarks:
“In October, winter, the 8th year of Chia-ching of Emperor Shih-tsung,
Chi-nang #% and An-ta &% attacked Yii-lin and Ning-hsia fortress.
Wane Chiung, the Governor leading troops defended and expelled them.
To begin with, the Little Prince had three sons A-&rh-lun Fi®G % the
eldest, A-chu % the second son, and Man-kuan-ch’én ENR  the
next. A-érh-lun had already died and the two sons were still small.
A-chu was called the Little Prince; he also died before long. The people
supported Pu-chih |7k the son of A-érh-lun. A-chu had two sons,
named Chi-nang and An-ta. They grew extremely strong. Although the
Little Prince claimed to be the sovereign, he does not govern the people
2(12)
Chi-nang of course is another name for Giin Bilik Mergen Jinong EpEEE
HWiRHER one of Dayan Khan’s grandsons, that is, another translation of
Jinong #%%&, the title of the highest Mongol noble which he held. Since
Bars Bolod F.E#fiHigE%s, namely Gun Bilik’s father, and Dayan Khan’s third
son had been appointed to the Jinong of the three Tiimens of Rightwing #3%
ZHEJ5, this had been the hereditary title of the family. However, Bars Bolod

(10) HEEEOKA. WXHEME TR, BLK, KETFTL, XKLHSHEREZHG, &
REE. WF, BENELRT, REFRET.

() WEREREEANE, SR, BEE, RRTHEDR, SERK, TERES, ¥F
ELHE....

(12) WREBAELTH, /- GEENK - SEE, BETHERENS. WIEFEZ
T, RFEMG, REE, RETR WTREERE, TR FERIIT, ReW. %
LEERT LR MRAETS, O%E, S6%, BE DITEREE, TENEs.
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Jinong was known to the Ming Chinese by Sai-na-la ZEH#| (a corruption of
Sain Alak ZEEFHi %) and Noyandara Jinong sprsEnEE Gin Bilik’s eldest
son Chi-néng 8¢ another transliteration of Jinong, but as the Ming Chinese,
it scems, made it a rule to employ a different term, it would be generally
correct to assign Chi-nang #3% always to Gin Bilik. To begin with, the
title Jinong {#f% first appears in the Méng-ku-yiian-liv. 52355 when in the
year Chi-wei (14397?) Taisung Khan %47 ascended to the rank of Khan and
his younger brother Akbarji WEj0E B % was made Jinong . According to
ScumipT who translated the Yian-liu into German, Dschin-Ong #f& is a
nobility title corrupted from the Chinese original Tsin-Wang #E (royal
prince) ; which in Mongolia corresponded to the viceroy who governed part
of the land and was awarded on a younger brother or sons. ¥  An-ta &%
is another transliteration of the name for Altan [J#h8 the younger brother
of Chi-nang HE.

The name Chi-nang %3 appears in the Shik-lu since his invasion in
February, the 12th year of Chia-ching (1533) and also appears frequently in
Péng-chi #4¢ and Ta-tan-chuan BEfH{E of the Ming-shih B35t since the same
year ; but the Shik-lu under December, the 15th year of the same era (1536)
gives the official report to the Emperor by Cuao Tsai ##, Hstin-wu-kan-
su-yu—ch’ien-tu-yﬁ-shih KimH AR E in which this occurs: ¢ Chi-nang,
Ordos barbarian frequently invaded the boundary area. He also intended to
rule over the Little Prince. On his account the boundary area was consider-
ably disturbed....” How could we suppose that the Little Prince, namely
Dayan Khan, still lived at this time?

Now, the History of Mongol Lamaism, after an account of Dayan Khan’s
life, says: “ Thus Dayan Khan ascended the throne at 74 years of age and
deceased at 80 years of age in the year Kuei-mao (1543).” However, this
must be an error, for it meant that he reigned for 74 years. Though the
Altan Tobchi says: “Dayan Qaran died aged forty four.”¥, it certainly
implies that he reigned for 44 years, because his life as it stands would be too
short to extend over the birth-years of his children. If his reign extended for
44 years from the 18th year of Chéng-hua (1482), it would last till the 4th
year of Chia-ching; this would seem quite adequate. For this reason, he died
aged forty four”, in the Altan Tobchi should be interpreted as “he reigned
for 44 years.” ‘

Dayan Khan’s sons and grandsons will be fully discussed later. Since his
first son Toré Bolod had died while young, his cldest grandson Bodi Alak

Khan succeeded him. Now, a question arises concerning A-chu his second

(13) 1.J. SCHMIDT.; Geschichte der Ost-Mongolen, p. 405. Note 17.
(14) Méko Ramakyi-shi p. 61. Moko Ogon-shi p. 179. Karachin-bon Mako Genryii, Bk. 4, p. 21.
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son. As he was the father of Chi-nang and Altan, he could not have been
the real second son ; he was evidently the third son Bars Bolod. This A-chu
called himself the Little Prince, but died before long. The people supported
Pu-ch’ih a son of A-érh-lun.<® ‘This account from the Ming-shih-chi-shih-péng-
mo is probablﬂf. based on the Wu-hsiieh-pien, for Kuang-ming-pei-lu-k’ao ZHIILEE
% in Wu-hstieh-pien has the f:ollowing passage :
“In the Chéng-té era, the Little Prince had three sons: the eldest A-érh-
lun, the second son A-chu, and the Man-kuan-chén. Taishi I-pu-la
murdered A-érh-lun. .../ A-érh-lun had tWo sons: the elder Pu-ch’ih and
the yoﬁnger Mieh-ming t18§. They were both small. A-chu called him-
self the Little Prince, but died before long. The people supported Pu-ch’ih
(Bodi Khan) and called him I-k’o-han jRuze .40 '
About the same account is found in Ta-tan-k’ao 4§11 and Chin-yen 45
of the same book. Apart from these, the Lung-wan-liang-chao-p’ing-jang-lu Wi
i E#Es: (Bk. 1) by Cru-xo Yian-shéng %7 remarks on Altan as
“Altan was the Little Prince, the son of Sai-na-lang 2FRER”. Sai-na-lang is
Sai-na-la ZEHF| in the Ssi-i-Kao WHEZ by YEm Hsiang-kao Z[& and in
‘the Pei-lu-shif-hsi JLfEtit % by Stao Ta-héng 3k =, Sai-na-lang-han ZEFFHEZE in
the Téng-v'an-pi-chiu 0% by Wane Ming-hé Frg#s, and Si-a-lang AL
under Ting-yu TH&E july, the 20th year of Chia-ching in the Shik-tsung-
shih-lu H525% of Ming all represent one and the same person, namely a
corruption of Sain Alak 23, another name for Bars Bolod. Therefore,
Bars Bolod here is likewise called the Little Prince. The Little Prince is of
course another term for Khaghan 3 since Ukektt Khan B EEFT (Mer-
gurkis 5= 5l). As this had always referred to Khaghan it must be supposed
that Bars Bolod at this time ascended to the rank of Khan. Especially, the
fact that the Téng-t'an-pi-chiu gives Sai-na-lang-han ZEHFEZE deserves notice;
for han Z2 being Khan §F, this must be considered another circumstantial
evidence that Sain Alak called himself a Khan. :
This matter is represented more clearly by Altan Tobchi ;
“The eldest son of Dayan Qaran, Térii Bolod, died without descendants
before reigning. His younger brother Ulus Bolod, died at the hands of
Ibarai Tayisi before reigning. After that, saying that Bodi Alay was small,
his uncle sat on the great royal throne.
After that, Bodi Alar, taking the Jegiin Gurban Tiimen, went to the
Eight White Houses, and bowed and said: ‘I will sit on the royal throne.’
He said to the Jinong, Barsu Bolod: ‘When I was young you reigned

(15) Cf. Note No. 12.
(16) E#M, NEFZTF, REBRK, RAF, RWER AHFTURREG. .. FEED
F, & MR, RGH, &9, FEEDETF, KRB R FRAEAEE
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irregularly. Now, bow to me. If you do not bow, I shall fight you.

Thus he reprimanded him rudely. At these words thejinong»Bar'su Bolod

bowed, saying: ‘The Qayan is right’ He said: ‘I will bow.” Bodi Ala

Qaran said: ‘If you say this, it is good again,” and having bowed to the

Eight White Houses he sat on the great throne.”%?

As to the story of this usurpation of the throne, nothing is said in the
Méng-ku-yitan-liv. If there were a period of usurpation of Bars Bolod, the
reign of Dayan Khan would become further shortened. However, as to this,
there is another strange version. According to it, it would seem that Dayan
Khan, while living, abdicated the throne in favor for the middle son A-chu,
and later on the throne was handed over to Bodi. According to the Wan-li-
wu-kung-lu BRI Bk. 7, #%7%# Pt. 1) by Cr’u Chiu-ssit %2/ 5, con-
tinued from under the item the 7th year of Chéng-t¢ occurs the following
passage:

“In the winter of his 7th vyear, Pa-yen-méng-k’o {g#HE s Khaghan of

the barbarian, handed over the throne to the middle son A-pu-hai-a-

chu-pu-sun AL R H. Pa-yen had three sons: the eldest A-érh-lun,
the next A-chu, and the youngest Man-kuan-ch’én. After a long time,

A-érh-lun died. He left two sons: the elder Pu-ch’ih, and the younger

Mieh-ming. Both weére ‘yu-ku‘ 3K (small helpless children). Pa-yen made

A-chu succeed to the throne. He was called the Little Prince.”¢® .
Again, continued from under his 16th year, occurs the following passage:

“At that time barbarian Khaghan A-chu died. The tribesmen supported

the eldest son Pu-ch’ih of the late Taiji A-érh-lun. He is called I-kK’o-han

JR7EZE. I-Ko-han is the Khaghan. in the barbarian language.”“®

As will be explained later, Pa-yen-méng-k’o of course should read Batu
Mongke®® and A-pu-hai-a-chu-pu-sun is A-chu.®® This account is found
nowhere else, and it is not unknown where it came from. According to this,
however, Pa-yen-méng-k’o, nemely Dayan Khan in the 7th year of Chéng-té
handed over the throne to his middle son A-chu, namely Bars Bolod, and
he no doubt became a Khaghan (the Little Prince) and held the post until

(17) BAWDEN, Altan Tobfi, p. 191. Moko Ogon-shi pp. 180-181. Karachin-bon Msko Genryii,
ibid.

(18) HtEx, FTFEHET, METFTENE R AEEST, EAEE, RFX,
RMEWR. AZ, FMERZE BZF, &ML R, S9HW. GEDHUAE®R, #80
EF.

(19) EETFRERE. DALEEFREEZET MR, BIERE. FRZEHE, BEUFH.

(20) CGf. The following section: ¢ The Two Dayan Khans.”

(21) As to why Bars Bolod is called A-chu, nothing is known. But in the Chu-pii-chou-tzii-
lu BRZFE 4% by YEN Ts'ung-chien % and the Wan-li-wu-kung-lu, he is likewise
represented as A-cho-pu-sun %% | &,
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the 16th year of Chéng-té. Since it says, “He handed over the throne to the
middle son A-pu-hai-a:cho-pu-sun” it seems that‘Dayan Khan  retired while
living, handing over the throne to A-chu and A-chu ascended to the throne
of the Khan. This certainly agrees with the view of the.aforesaid Altan
To‘bchi. This agreement of the -accounts both Chinese and Mongolian would
certainly prove that Bars Bolod Sain Alak for some time pretended to be
Khaghan (the Little Prince). .

That while Dayan . Khan was the Great Khan. there was a - Lesser Khan
to -protect him may be -seen, from the following message -with which Altan
Khan entreated Daraisun. Khan Dayan Khan’s grandson ‘in the Yian-liu. (Bk.
6): , R
“(Sain) Alak .the second:son of Altan came to receive him, and beg-

- ged the Khan.to bestow on-him a title by saying, ‘ Peace reigns over the
land now. Formerly, for protecting the Khan, there was one with the
title Sutu Khan 3%+ or Lesser Khan. I wish you would: honour me
with this title. I desire to support your reign faithfully” The Khan

“consented and bestowed on him the title of Sutu Khan.”®®
From this we-may suppose -that Sain Alak was such a Lesser Khan under a
retired Great Khan. ' Though the previously cited Ming account says, “Pu-
ch’ih was called I-Ko-han. I-k’o-han is the Khaghan in the barbarian
language ”, this -explanation is mistaken; for I-Ko-han was probably Yeke
Khan (Great Khan), and -the reason Bodi Khan (Pu-ch’ih) adopted this term
because his predecessor. Khaghan Sain Alak had been considered a compara-
tively lesser Khan he called himself for the purpose of destinguishing himself.
As A-pu-hai [J7"¥% or Abaghai in A-pu-hai A-cho-pu-sun is said to mean an
uncle in the Mongol language, while Bodi was a small boy, it may be supposed,
he exercised his:power as an uncle. Moreover, a Ming account (the Téng-t’an-
pi-chiu enumerates the names of the successive Mongol Khans, placing Ha-pu-
hai Khan ®oR#EZ (or .A-pu-hai Khan [AAZE) immediately after Ta-yen
Khan % %% (Dayan Khan)®®. '

However, on the mere strength of the dates the 7th year and the 16th
year and the 16th year of Chéng-té, this could not be accepted so readily
because, as will be discussed later, the 7th year of Chéng-té being the year in
which Dayan Khan destroyed the old Right-wing #4732 forces and appointed
Bars Bolod as Jinong in their stead it is evident that his eldest son Toro Bolod
was still living ; therefore when the Yiian-liu says that Térs Bolod, in the year
Kuei-mao (the 2nd year of Chia-ching, 1523) died at 42 years of age, it may

(22) Wi RS T REEAD, WFERBRE, T4RABT, FHEEHET, WRSTEINTZ
COgE, TREDNSILERIBER, IEEEMANL, TRZ, BRUARSITZE
(28) Cf. The following section on ¢ The Enfeoffment of His Sons.”
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be trusted as an approximately accurate account. In view of the succession
law in those days, a younger son could not ascend to the throne while the
eldest son was still living ; so the statement that in the 7th year of Chéng-té
Pa-yen (Dayan Khan) made A-chu succeed and called him the Little Prince,
is probably the misrepresentation of his appointment as the Right-wing Jinong.
Again the account that in the 16th year of Chéng-t¢ Pu-ch’ih or Bodi Khan
became I-Ko-han may be doubted. This may be another erroneous date.

In the Yiian-liu (Bk. 6) we read that, after the description of Dayan Khan’s
death in the year Kuei-mao (the 22nd year of Chia-ching, 1543), his eldest son
Toro Bolod died under the reign of Khan, in the year Kuei-wei 23 (the
2nd -year of Chia-ching, 1523), at 42 years of age. The son of T6rd Bolod,
Bodi Taiji was born in the year Chia-tzti -7, (the 17th year of Hung-chih
28L&, 1905), and was enthroned at the age of 4l years in the year Chia-chén
(the 23rd year of Chia-ching, 1544.).

The interval between the 2nd year of Chia~ching in which T6ré Bolod
died, and the 23rd year of the same era when Bodi Khan was enthroned was
the best opportunity for the usurpatibn of Khanate. Therefore, the assump-
tion of the title Little Prince most probably took place during the period.
Now, yuku %K (a small helpless child) customarily refers to a child of
about ten years old. Seeing ‘that, at the time of To6r6 Bolod’s death, Bodi
Khan was no doubt 20 years old, a grown-up man, he could hardly be called
“yu-ku”. However, it is conceived that by some measure or other, the man
managed to usury Khanate during this period. And the period was no doubt
comparatively brief.

As Sain Alak’s death is given in the Yian-liu as in the year Hsin-mao 3%
gi (the 10th year of Chia-ching, 1531) he died at 48; so if this be accepted,
‘Bodi Khan’s succession to Khanate probably took place approximately as this
time. There is no doubt that in 'his last years Dayan Khan carried out a
conquest of Uriyangkai RZ#E or JLEZE. On that occasion, the Yiian-liu
‘says, “While pledging loyality- to Bars Bolod Jinong’s son, leading Right-
-wing three Tiimen, he attacked from the front and invaded the land.” Among
the chiefs who responded to the call are given in the chiefs who responded to
the call are given in the I-yii 33 of the Ming only such names: Pa-tu-&rh
EEB5, Na-lin Taiji #tkas, Ch'éng Taiji piéd, Hsieh-la Taiji mila®,
Mong-hui ZE##, An-da &%, Chi-ning ©.#; judging from the fact that Bars
Bolod himself is not among them, this happened after his death. However,
as Dayan Khan died after adjusting the matters relative to this conquest, the
date must be at the earliest the 1lth or 12th year of Chia-ching., And fol-
lowing that, Bodi Khan ascended to the Khanate.

Studied from other sources, it may be said that Dayan Khan was after
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all a most splendid ruler who unified Mongolia ; with admirable manipulation
of troops and manner of paying tribute.

For instance, the report to the emperor made by Hsu Ning FFE Tsung-
pin-Kuan of Ta-t'ung X[ and others, which occurs under June, the 19th
year of Ch’éng-hua ik says: “The Little Prince the Chief of barbarian
on the 11th of this month leading over 30,000 horsemen invaded the boundary
extending their divisions east and west over more than 50 [i.” Another entry
under July, the following year a passage reads: “On July 28th the barbarians
reunited invaded Ta-t'ung castle on Ma-pu-shan H#li extending east and
west over more than 150 /i.” Again, under May, the 10th year of Hung-chih
BLy5 it says: “The barbarians come over the Ta-t'ung boundary, extending
their divisions over 30 /2. 'The report, in May, the 12th year of the same
era, to the emperor by Wanc Erh FHE the Tu-tu-ch’ien-shih HewE of
Ta-t'ung reads: “A spy reported that four divisions out of the barbarians in
five divisions numbering over several ten thousand set out marching east while
one division attempted to attack Hstian-fu EJ§ to avenge themselves.” Under
May, the 13th year, the following year, it says: “The barbarians supported
by numerous men invaded the boundary on Ta-t'ung-tso-way KEZHf. From
the 17th to the 23rd of April, they engaged in murdering and plundering.”
Again, under June, the 17th year of the same era, it says: “At that time
the northern barbarian the Little Prince camped across the boundary on Ta-
tung and Hsitan-fu. They extended over 30 or 40 [i.” Moreover, during the
Chéng-t& era, this is written: “In January, the barbarians supported by
numerous men invaded Ta—t’unﬂ— and on three roads surrounded Smen Chou
i Vice Tsung-pin on Tsao-to-shan ELE . Again, “In June, Caig Yang
&1 Prince of Chin ZEF reported that several thousand barbarians invaded
Pien-tou-kuan /EFEEY and entering Yen-mén JEFA, finally Wu-t'ai 7%, Fan-
chih #, Hsiang 2, Hsin f etc., They penetrated the land to a great extent,
doing heavy damages.” “In June, the 9th year, the defender of Hstan-fu
reported that Ta-tan §Zfll barbarian supported by 40,000 men entered Hsi-hai-
tzit TE#F and plundered.” “In July, the northern barbarian the Little Prince,
assembling several dozen divisions, approached the boundary of Hsitan-fu and
Ta-t'ung, and attempted to invade Tien-ch’én FJ and Yang-ho ¥jfn: and
despatching 10,000 horsemen entered Huai-an {#%2.” “In August, the barbarians
invaded Pai-yang-K'ou 120 and Fou-t'u-ku #2fE4. Their divisions extended
over several dozen li.” “In September, over 50,000 barbarian horsemen entered
the land by way of Hsin-kai-k’ou #Eir of Wan-chiian-wei-yu-wei BEAHAT
of Hstian-fu, crossed Huai-an and sweeping through Wei-chou Bl and other
places, plundered. Besides, 30,000 horsemen entered the land from the south
of Ping-lu-ch’éng ZFpi3%.” In as late as August, the 15 year, “ The barbarians
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stationed themselves on the west road of Hsitan-fu, and in Pa-érh-tun EFLEL,
To-luan-tsui Z28%5, and Niu-hsin-shan 480 l. Each division extended over
30 or40 4i.” And in January, the first year of Hung-chih, introducing him-
self as Ta-yiian-ta-k’o-kan kTt AT (Great Khaghan of great Yiian) paid
tribute to the Chinese court and in the 9th year and 10th year, he paid
tribute to the court.®®

Judging from his admirable attitude, he was not like the later barbarian
chief who in February, the 13th year of Chia-ching, came to Ta-t'ung castle
on the invitation of the rebels of Ta-tung and was pleased with the remark
“We will offer this for your dwelling place.” The latter was probably Bodi
Khan or one of his party.. He could not have been the high-spirited Ta-ytian-
ta-k’o-kan (Dayan Khan). Bodi Khan’s succession to Dayan Khan surely took
place in this interval. . As previously stated, around the 15th year of Chia-
ching the Ming Chinese were saying, “Chi-nang #3 Ordos barbarian
frequently invaded the frontier; he also intended to rule over the Little
Prince.”” Is it possible to conceive that Dayan Khan was still living? Even
this Chi-nang passed away before long. '

According to the annals of the Méng-ku-yian-liu (Bk. 6):

“To begin with, Sain Alak’s father®, when 29 years old, in the year

Jén-shén (the 7th year of Chéng-té, 1512) was made Jinong. Reigning

for 20 years, he died at 48 in the year Hsin-mao (the 1lth year of Chia-

ching, 1531). After this, Giin Bilik Mergen Jinong, in the year Jén-chén

(the 11th year of Chia-ching, 1532) and at 27 was made Jinong....

Mergen Jinong, 19 years after becoming Jinong died at 45 in the year

Kéng-hstt (the 20th year of Chia-ching, 1550).””<®
However, according to the Ming. record, Chi-nang #%¥ had already died
approximately the 2lst year of Chia-ching®” Dayan Khan could not have

(24) As for the invasions and tribute-paying tours of Dayan Khans, the items under the
date in the Shih-lu and the Wu-pien-tien-tsé FE3%#eEl by HSU Jih-chiu 4B A (Bk. 6,
7) have been consulted.

(25) This means Sain Alak who is father, a peculiar Mongol expression.

(26) MIFEMFRZR, €T, RTHE, BiEs, e, BEREN, EH/UE
. KK, ELBERERIREE BERIR, FoT-UEEHRE. ]

(27) Though the date of the death of Chi-nang % is given in the Yian-liz as occurring
in the year Kéng-hsii (the 29th year of Chia-ching), the Shih-lu, under April, the 25th
year of Chia-ching, already says ““ F@EEFEAEEREESE 4 ..., (Lang Taiji, orphan
of the barbarian chief Chi-nang and others....)”’, and under July of the same year
even his son’s name Chi-néng ##E appears. So it is evident that he had died some
time prior to this. Moreover, the Ming accounts in the Kuang-ming-pei-lu-k'ao of
the Wu-hsiieh Pien, the Ssit-i-k’ao by YEH, the Ming-shan-tsang, the Ta-tan-chuan of the
Ming shik all these put his death under the 2lst year of Chia-ching, and explain that,
after the great invasion in July the same year, he was infected with the disease of a
prostitute of Hsin-tai #7{{ whom he captured and died of exhaustion. Referring to
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been living after Jinong his Right-wing died. The I-yi $2E by Min-é-shan-
jén fEiF LA is a record of what Su Chih-kao #7E% who was Fen-shou-k’ous
pei-tao 435FO4kiE saw and heard about the 23rd or 24th year of Chia-ching,
in which he put down the information of the Little Prince in those days as
follows: “His name is not accurately known. He is now over 40 years old.”
It does not say anything about the succession of Khanate which had taken
place recently. This must show that Dayan Khan had died a long time
before and it was the reign of Bodi Khan who was now in the prime of life.
These dates would agree with those of the annals given in the Méng-ku-yiian-liu.

At any rate, the 6th or 7th year of Chia-ching must have been in the
period in which Chi-nang and Altan were active, and if it should be supposed
that Sain Alak’s usurpation of the Khanate took place during this period,
Dayan Khan, it would seem, had retired and was then something like a
guardian after it. As stated later, Dayan Khan’s last attack on Uriyangkhai
took place in the 7th year of the 1lth or 12th year of Chia-ching; therefore,
it would follow that Dayan Khan was living at this time. Therefore, it is
impossible to suppose that the reign of Dayan Khan, as the Yian-liu says,
continued from the 6th year of Ch’¢ng-hua to the 22nd year of Chia-ching
and was so long as 74 years. It was really from the 17th or 18th year of
Ch’éng-hua to the 1lth or 12th year of Chia-ching, namely, somewhat over 50

years.

II. The Two Dayan Khans

To make the matter worse, the Ming accounts even for this period read
as if there existed two so-called Dayan Khans instead of one. The Huang-
ming-pei-lu-k’ao when discussing the Khanate since Mandaghul says:

“Before long Man-lu-tu ##&#; (2 misspelling for Man-tu-lu ##i%& or

Mandaghul) grew so weak that they could not tell when he would die.

Th‘efeupon, Prince Batu Mongke #55ET or EE5ETE, Taishi &fF I-sst-

ma-yin JFEEH and Chih-yin 418 T’o-lo-kan JR#EF frequently dispatched

messengers with horses as a tribute. And as Batu Méngke died at the
beginning of Hung-chih, A-tai /% choosing his younger- brother Bayan

Mongke {HEHETR or BiES25T, made him the Prince.””®®

The identical matter is given in the Pei-lu-Kao in Ssi-i-Ka0 PUsEZILpEE

the annals of the invasions of the northern tribes, no invasion of the northern tribes
represented by the name of Chi-nang occurs after this year. Therefore, the account
in‘the Yitan-liu should not be followed. The death of Chi-nang must be dated at the
latest back to the 2Ist or 22nd year of Chia-ching.

(28) K%, WEHER, THIHE. NETETE, ARFEER. vERETERARS.
BLiGW), HTFEREE, WHFLEBAEETEE.
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by Yen Hslang-kao ¥ as follows:
~ «At this time Man-lu-tu became so weak . that they could not tell when
he would die. This invader was also named the Little Prince. This man
was called Prince Batu Mongke, that is, he was the successor of the late

Little Prince.... The Little Prince died and his younger brother Bayan

Mongke became the Little Prince in his place.””#®
Ho Chiao-yiian fi%i# gives almost the same sentences under Ta-tan &4H in
Wang-hsiang:chi F=3 in Ming-shan-t&ung 4£.115%. The Wan-li-wu-kung-lu (Bk. 7)
in connection with the 18th year of Ch’éng-hua, says:

“That winter Man-lu-tu died. Ma-i-ssti-yin E7*ERK (a misspelling for

I-ssit-ma-yin 7REEH), choosing Batu Mongke, made him the Khaghan

and called him the Little Prince again. He dispatched a messenger with

horses as tribute ”.@? ‘

Later, in connection with the lst year of Hung-chih, 1488, it is written :
«That winter the foreign Khaghan Batu Mongke died. [His younger
brother Bayan Mongke succeeded him.” @2 o

Though the Wu-kung-lu is a dubious book, it gives the date of the succession

of the Khaghan. On account of these accounts, for some time I supposed they

be right.®»

These refer to the frequent invasions of the Little Prince during the
Ch’éng-hua era. For instance, under the year Hsin-wei 3£ the 22nd year
of Ch’éng-hua, the Shik-lu of Ming says:

“ Ku-shih 372¢ the Chief of Oirad E#| considering - the Little Prince in

the north ever threatening to disturb the frontier and interrupting his

route for paying tribute to the court, desired to borrow the troops of the
three garrisons of Ming and conquer him in the winter of that year.

Leaving Tai-ning-wei ZEEEfF in trust, he dispatching Hsu A-lao-wu %4

(29)

B

t#, ... DEPE, BEEETRESETR.
(30) #%, ?ﬁﬁ%‘%ﬁ%‘ ERBEITERETETT, FEIAET, SHERE.
(3l) E&, FUFERETR, HAHETH.

(32) As a matter of fact, Mr. Yui Bayan mistook him for two men: jﬁﬁ*‘@ﬂﬁé’]i@ﬂ:;
'EE /\: ff)‘z{tniﬁﬂﬁm»ﬁ, FfeROEEE (EAEEETET), 31\:(:171:%‘5 EEE

HE, R 55 (B REEIE™), SeRHERE  ABAT AT EERT. (A study

historical accounts shows that they actually make Dayan Khan to be two ‘men. The
one who assumed the Khantate in the 6th year.of Ch’éng-hua g{ in the elder brother
Batu Mongke FE[EZ2% which is spelt #5FE T in the Ming-fai-shik-liao and the other
who sent an envoy. to the Ming court in the Ist year of Hung-chih EA}S is the
younger brother Batu Moéngke F[E2E5 spelt {EEET in the Ming-shih... Most

B, WEMEREDS, TP, HEAREER)IT, dBERETE, BRIOETFR

historical accounts name the two men as Ta-yiian-k’o-kan kI ¥ namely: Ta-yen-.

ken -37E7F Dayan Khan). Nei-méng-ku-li-shih-kai-yao P52 52 fE5E (Brief history of
Inner Mongolia). .
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%I0?? and others who brought a barbarian language report to the throne:
“A-lao-wu and others also says, ¢ The Little Prince intended to invade in
the month of September. His whereabouts was. not known.’”’ %
Under the year I-yu Z.#, May, the Ist year of Hung -chih (1480), two years
later, it reads:
“Prior to this, the northern barbarian the Little Prince leading his tribes-
men secretly approached the Ta-t'ung borderland. He struck camps
extending over more than 30 /3, threatening to invade at any moment.
Thereupon, a barbarian language message asking for paying tribute. But
the phraseology was extremely haughty, calling himself the great Khag-
han of the great Yiian RITAH . Furthermore, he had the 15th of June
as the last day and hear from the emperor. The defence officer hereby
makes a report to the throne.”®»
Under I-ch’ou Z. 3, September, the same year, it, says:
“Bayan Mongke in the north dispatching his envoy Tung-ha #irs and
others paid tribute.”” @®
And under Kuei-mao, March, the 23rd year of Ch’eng-hua (1487) dated betwcen
the two foregoing accounts occurs the following :
“Liv Chuan Z[jE Hstn-wu-liao- -tung-tu-yit-shih $KHEEEsEREAS and others
report to the throne that the barbarians in Pu-lan-han-wei FEESR and
1’ai-ning-wei report that according to a rumor, the Little Prince was
already dead, and they desired to proceed to pay tribute by way of Hsi-
feng-k’ou F#£ 0. By the way, T’ai-ning-wei is identical with the horse
market.... ¢ _
Based on the foregoing, I have concluded that the first Little .Prince Batu
Méngke died in the last year of Ch’éng-hua and the next Little Prince who
came .beginning of Hung-chih was most probably Prince Bayan Méngke.
However, Prince Bayan Mongke is represented in later accounts under
February, the 4th year of Hung-chih (1491), and under May, the 1lth year
of the same era (1498) as « Prince .Bayan Mongke ‘and Huo-érh-hu-li k525

(83) He was originally a Chinese. The sequence to the Shik-lu says: T EME, A4,
BHA%HL, EHKEShemE, BELHES, WREE, HAREAREEE, 4
1%755365, $‘_Fs ;Eiﬂﬂulz’) /\HqJHLI’E.‘Ifﬁ:]}EE, 5&9:E-FE, Mm% I;ﬂ\r]«ﬂ ﬁ “""”7\EM
ERIERE, R DFFHREES, UARE.. BB TR HEITH..

(4) EHEEF%, gl TrEsss, ,ﬁI.E.JLAEZi%I, BUSEL, %zﬁhﬁg, EH
Z. BILEEW, ERFSILE, BHE ks, FEILEXE, DNEFRUAATEE,
. RENBTIE.

(5) Sulk, B EFAHE, BEADLE BESTRE, BE ZE, EEERE,
EEHRR, BBMATATF. BA<A+EEHESX, SFERE.

(36) EAABE T FRFE R SRR, '

{37) AR S BB S &, M B SR LS B A AR A LR, DEFEE, HERBEZOA
B, AHEEMRANETRZS,....
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Taishi of Oirad dispatched the envoy Nu-li % and others ‘to. pay tribute
it is always Prince Bayan Mongke ; therefore this could not be identified with
the Little Prince, the Ta-ylian-ta-k’o-kan k50 AF#. The report in the "23rd
year of Ch’éng-hua to the effect that according to a rumor, the Little Prince
was already dead, was lightly -taken up only as a mere rumor, and could not
readily be accepted as a fact. At least, so far as the Mongol accounts are
concerned, not merely the Méng-ku-yiian-liu, but the Altan Tobchi, the History
of the Mongolian Lamai;vm, the Méng-ku-shih-hsi-p’u the Méng-ku-wang-kung-piao-
chuan, all these unanimously give Batu Méngke [ &85 as the only man for
Dayan Khan and fail to recognize another man named Bayan Mongke {42
%] Indeed, the present-day Chinese translation of the Méng-ku-yian-lu (Bk.
5) says; “In the year Mou-tzii [XF (the 4th year of Ch’¢ng-hua, 1468), Bolkho
Jinong {ihRFiE R, at the age of 29 years, begot his son Bayan Mongke BIE
7. It would seem as if Batu Mongke EE 57 had Bayan Méngke as his
younger brother, but Bayan Méngke was really a name of Bolkho Jinong;
This was so carelessly compiled as to include such an erroneous item, as Mr.
Minoru G6 and others have definitely demonstrated.®® I am of the opinion
that, though this text is missing in the Morigol original, this text might be
correct ;Q'—that is, Batu Mongke had a younger brother named Bayan Mongke
FL3EE%, represented in the Ming accounts as .Bayan Moéngke {HERRE.
Besides consulting the Mongol genealogy given in the Ming accounts, it méy
be seén that the Téng-t’an-pi-chiv (Bk. 23), Bolkho Jinong [REEHE (HHigre
W E), has Da-yin-han % 2% (Dayan Khan), one son for one generation;

and in the Pei-lu-shih-hsi JbEEE % also Tai-yen-ha ZF#Ans (Dayan Khan) has
one son, the number of children being limited to one for each generation.
Should Dayan Khan during the Ch’éng-hua and Hung-chih period be divided
into two Dayan Khans, of the famous eleven children a smaller number would
be of the elder brother Batu Méngke #85IHH and a greater number of the
younger brother Bayain Mongke {H#HE . But no such traces could be found.
Dayan Khan was the greatest Khaghan that restored Mongol prosperlty. How
should this question be settled ? It is the most important question that every
Mongol is eagerly watching. And as a matter of fact, in Mongolia there is
always only one Dayan-Khan, namely Batu Méngke. I could not help believ-
ing that. The abovecited report made by Liu Chuan should be rejected as a

false hearsay.

(38) Miko Genryii translated by Mr. Minoru Go, Bk. 5, p. 113, Note, p. 25. The Méng-ku-
yuan-lzu-chzen chéng IR by CHANG Erh-tien ZEFE (B, 5) also annotates :
“Tirh-tien is of the opinion that Bolkho Jinong Hi&jiF sz is the title of Pa-yen-méng-
ko BzEF . Yen ZE should read for tu ff]. In the sequénce to another edition,
Pa-tu-méng-k’o [E #2235 is also erroneously spelt Pa-yen-méng-k’o FIEZTE."
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Indeed, Ta-tan-chuan ##§H{# in the Ming-shih (Bk. 327) in discussing this
point, says:

“ There was not an idle year until the end of the Ch'éng-hua era when

I-ssi-ma-yin JREEK died. The invader was also named the Little Prince.

Also there was Prince Bayan Méngke. In the summer of the Ist year of

Hung-chih, the Little Prince dispatching a message to the throne asking

for paying tribute. He called himself Ta-ytian-ta-k’o-kan KFT AT . The

court endeavored to treat him politely and granted it. From this time on

Prince Bayan Moéngke and others frequently came to pay tribute. Before

long they came and went throughout the vast land for plundering appear-

ing and disappearing at will.”®®
Thus it distinguishes the Little Prince and Prince Bayan Méngke. The History
of the Mongols by HoworTH does not recognize the change in generations,
“This is clearly a mistake, which has probably arisen from the confusion
between the name Batu and the title Dayan.”*” Dayan could not have been
corrupted to be Bayan. Still it is to his credit that he does not recognize the
change in generations.

Let me say.a word on Ta-yiian-ta-k’o-kan ﬁjtj:_fﬂ: It is said that as the
Northern Yian declined, the Mongols changed the title to Ta-tan-k’o-kan 5245
¥, but this is nothing but an erroneous title on the part of the Ming
Chinese.“” The truth. is that in Mongolia the people still called themselves
Mongols, and their khaghan Ta-ylian-ta-k’o-kan (the great Khaghan of the
Ta-yian). This being the case, Esen 14z of Oirad also called himself Ta-
ylan-tien-shéng-ta-k’o-kan AT REAAF.“? This accounts for the fact that
the Little Prince called himself Ta-yilan-ta-k'o-kan. Crane Mu 3 of Chk’ing
in discussing this in his Méng-ku-yu-mu-chi FE5YMRET (Bk. 7) says; “In the
translation by a Ming Chinese Dayan Khan is translated as Ta-yiian-ta-k’o-kan.
Ta-yllan KJC is a mistake for Ta-yen @€ (Dayan). The Cha-ha-érh-shih-hsi
ZEH R, makes him Po-tu-t'o-ku-tai-yin-kan BE#ETAEF.” . When he
says that Ta-yiian is a mistake for Ta-yen of course the reverse is right. T’o
5 in %[ﬁ]%jﬁﬁ%ﬁ must be a mistake for some character, and an alternative
transliteration of ‘a sound similar to Pa-tu-méng-ku-ta-yen-kan, [ @%Hﬁ}@ﬂi

(39) seRufck, mEEE, FEBRE AREERIET, XHEAEETE. LRREEE,
ETEERE, BRATATE, GEFBHEE, 2. HREMHETESERAR, ¥
EREH, HREE.

(40) HOWORTH, History of the Mongols, I, p. 371.

(41) The Ta-tan-chuan of Ming-shih says: *“ The title of the emperor is unknown. A man
named Kuei-li-ch’ih 5 J75% usurped the throne and assumed the title of Khaghan #
¥. Giving up the state title, he finally called it Ta-tan §2#1 ", This groundless false
statement. Gf. Min-dai no Moko HjftmZE# (Mongolia in Ming Period) by Yoshito
HARADA FEHA, Toa-dobun-kai-hokoku FEE[F T4 No. 108, Nov., 1908.

(42) Sei WaDA, Uriyangkha Sanei ni kansuru Kenkyi, op. cit.,



A Study of Dayan Khan 19

When the Méng-ku-yiian-liu (Bk. 5) says that Mandughai Sechen Khatun ji%#5
{EBEIER, supporting the Little Prince desired of controling the country of

Ta-yen ELE, he finally called himself Ta-yen-kan 3R, because no country
with the title Ta-yen existed what is implied here is the people of the Mon-
golia or Ta-yiian country which is translated as “der gesammiite Volk” in
ScuMIDT’S German translation“® Ta-yen-kan 3EHEH was Ta-yiian-k’o-kan =k
JEHE#F; so this agrees with the Ming accounts, According to which Dayan
Khan is variously represented by the characters Tai-yen-han %#§%¥, Tai-yen-
ha Z#is, Ta-yin-han % 5%, which are all corruptions with no original
meaning.

II. Dayan Khan’s Activities

Now that we have thus determined Dayan Khan’s age and his character,
we may take up his activities. Being a man more intent upon internal uni-
fication than upon invading Ming. So little of him is told in the Ming
accounts. Therefore, we have to infer his major activities exclusively by
Mongol accounts, and, by refermng to the Ming accounts, to decide Whether ,
such inference is right or not. 7

Batu Mongke lost his parents early, and suffering from a stomach trouble
in infaney grew up only slowly, but cured through devoted efforts of Temiir
Khadak ##2fn4iER of Tanglakhar FE#IEE and his wife, and later married
Mandughai Sechen Khatun and finally became Dayan' Khan. The Little
Prince in those days is often cited in the Li-chao- shib-lu $?}] Eg% of Korea;
especially under Kéng-ch’én B/, February, the 16th year of Ch’éng- tsung SRR
(the 21st year of Ch’éng-hua) the report by the chief envoys L1 K'o-tun Z3%
# and CmiNn Pai-ch’ien ﬁ{aﬁt is given as follows: « The characteristic of the
Little Prince is superior wisdom, etc.” Dayan Khan was known for his
superior wisdom. -

The first achievement of Dayan Khan was to defeat I-ssti-ma-yin JREH
A, a great chief under him, and to get rid of his con't.rol. I—ssﬁ-ina,—yin was
probably from among the Wild Mekrin B43i %Y which inhabited the
northern mountains of Khamil #%. It seems that, he first enlisted under the
banner of his elderly tribesman Taishi Bekerisin -ifALIER “®; but as
Bekeristin proved too despotic and fought Mandaghul Khaghan, he plotting
with the great chief To-lo-kan J##F under Mandaghul, killed Bekeristin and
became Tai-shi X&f in his place. This is recorded in the Pex—lu k’ao j[j}:gq;jz

(4-3) SCHMIDT, Geschichie der Ost-Mongolen, p. 181. )

(44) . Sei WADA, Mekri-kd 4175 7732 (A. study of Mekrid) Taa-shi Kenkyu (Moko -hen) EEE
S (FEHH). pp. 855-866. »

(45) Sei WADA, Uriyangkha Sanei ni kansuru Kenkyu, op. cit.,
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of the Ssii-i-k’a0 TUFE%E by Yeu Hsiang-kao #=:

“In the autumn of the lith year (of Ch’éng<hua) Man-lu-tu %% (a

misspelling for Man-tu-lu j##i%) and Bekerisiin sent envoys. Before

long, Bekerisiin gave his daughter in marriage to Man-lu-tu. He intended
to become a Khaghan in his place, but feared that the people would not

be satisfied. He plotted to kill Man-lu-tu and support Kan-ch’ih-lai #7:3%

and make him a Khaghan. Man-lu-tu knew this and sought Kan-ch’ih-

lai. Bekerisiin concealed him and did not surrender him, and finally
expelled Man-lu-tu, collected the men of P’o-lo-hu ZFE#, To-lo-kan and

I-ssti-ma-yin of the chief Man-lu-tu attacked again and killed Bekerisiin.

I-ssti-ma-yin called himself Tai-shi. Since Bekerisiin’s death, the barbarians

seldam invaded for several years.”“® :

Under Kéng-wu B4, May, the 15th year of Ch’eng-hua (1479) in the
Hjsien-tsung-shik-lu 52 %#%, the following occurs, “ Niu-tai ##% Tu-chih-hui %
188 of the Fu-yii-wei fE£MF and others reported that Bekeristin in the north
had been killed by his younger tribesman I-ssi-ma-yin.” Under Kéng-ch’én
&, July in the autumn, the same year, “ All the chiefs of the San-wei =f§
(three garrisons) To-yen Ze#f, Fu-yll fiEgR, and T'ai-ning % reported that
Man-tu-lu and Bekerisiin had died, etc.” These accounts that the affair took
place in the first half of the 15th year of Ch’éng-hua, and then Dayan Khan
was supported, and for several subsequent years it was a golden age for I-ssu-
ma-yin when he invaded the Ming frontier, plundered the San-wei and played
the tyrant. His tyranny led to ruin, it seems for in the 19th year of the same
era he was expelled by the Khaghan. Under Jén-yin T3 May, the 19th year
of Ch’éng-hua (1483) in the Shih-lu gk, it reads:

“This chief I-ssi-ma-yin was defeated and driven away by the Little

Prince in the north. Only a small child was left behind. Men in San-wei

took commodities to Hai-hsi #p§ and bartered them for weapons. The

route was by way of Liao-tung gr.”¢?
This serves to prove the point. The Ssit-i-k’a0 by YEH, followmg the above-
mentioned item on repeated invasions, says:

“The barbarians went, but frequently returned so that until the end of

Ch’éng-hua era there passed no idle year. Now at that time Man-lu-tu

was already critically ill. None knew when he would pass away. This

invader was also named the Little Prince. He was also named Prince

(46) Cmk] +—fk, WEmLmEEEEmEsR. REWEER. BUNERE L LEHER,
AT, RN, BRI S, Ik fRAC ST . «m’%ﬁliiﬂz, ERG v Wil
BHETRE, EWEH, HARRLZE, WEARTRET. FEERERALME
B, a’ﬁ'ﬂ%[ﬂ%ﬁkﬁﬂi EUAL B ESE, BHReR ASE.

(@7 BErERRSEL DETRE. BRSO, RESUENTE S ES, BREE, ..
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Batu Mongke. He was the successor of the late Little Prince. He and

Tai-shi I-ssti-ma-yin, being hostile to each other, waged was from time to

time. In the 23rd year, Han-shén & Tu-tu #%& of Khamil reported

that Tai-shi I-ssit-ma-yin had been dead.”“® .

Referring to the Yian-liu, we find the following concerning Isama Taishi
KT of Yingshiyebit 7 #f# who had formerly by slandering Bolkho
Jinong 1 F#EE to Mandaghul Khan had him expelled the former. “ Khan
dispatched Isama Taishi who leading the people went for capturing (Bolkho)
Jinong. Jinong escaped and was not yet captured. At last his estate was
seized. So Isama Taishi of Yiingshiyebii took Jinong’s wife Shiker Khatun §5
HHTER and made her his wife.” As Isama became a tyrant later, Toghoji
Shigtishi JCEREFEE$E of Ghorlos 3E#EST ralsing an army in the cause -of
justice, subjugated him. HowortH is wrong in assifining Huo-shai 'k# later
mentioned in the Ming accounts to this Toghoji Shigiishi“®. Nevertheless, he
might be T’o-huo-ch’ih [t ks of To-yen Z2gH previously mentioned. At any
rate, there is no doubt that this Isama Taishi of Yingshiyebii corresponds to
Issti-ma-yin Taishi JREBRAM who is mentioned in the Ming accounts.
Yiingshiyebit as later explained, is an area extending from the present Chakhar
outside Hsiian-hua E{k and Ta-tung kA to Stinid %584 The account that
the small child left behind was captured by the people of San-wei Z## and
was made a slave exported from Hai-hsi 7 would well agree with the
account in the Yian-liu that describes him as murdered by the chief of Ghorlos,
and the manners of defeat he suffered beyond Liao-tung might be imagined.
The Shik-lu contains a report to the throne in Jén-shén £8# July, the 22nd
of Ch’éng-hua compiled in the Shik-lu by Cuiso Chiin £ Tsung-pin-kuan
fuEE of Kan-su Hi. “Han-shén Fff Tu-tu #%& of Khamil sent a mes-
senger to me to inform that the chiefs K’o-shé 74 and I-ssi-ma-yin JREER

had died. The men and horses of the two tribes remain scattered below the

fortress.” The Ping-fan-shif-mo Z:%E447 by Hsu Chin 3% also reports of the
remnants of I-ssli-ma-yin inhabiting the mountains in the north of Khamil
From these accounts, it would seem that I-ssi-ma-yin, defeated on the eastern
frontier, fled to his homeland and died there.

Concerning this, the Méng-ku-shih-hsi-pu (Bk. 4) says: “Toghoji Shigiishi
FeFn2F Al and others of the Ghorlos tribe were ordered to lead troops and
conquer Isama Taishi, because previous to this Isama had slandered and ruined
Bayan Mongke Bolkho Jinong to Mandaghul Khan. Toghoji Shigiishi slew

(48) EEREEER, ERACK, EMEE. MENEEHROED, TR EARLZERIE
F, BROTETE, B¥ETFRD. BAMPEEETRE, BEHEK. ZHEE, BE
B R IR B 7R R BB I BT

(49) HOWORTH, History of the Mongols.
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Isama Taishi and took his wife Kuo-lo-tai &L as his own wife.” The Altan
Tobchi records, a. number of warriors on his side.

The Kuang-ming-pei-lu-k'ao by CHEN says; * Among the barbarians Taishi
Ml was the highest dignity. The prince being a small child was afraid of
the Taishi’s tyranny. No Taishi has been appointed again since.” The account
must refer to this occasion. However, Taishi was appointed a number of
times.

Now, Isama does not seem perfectly to agree with I-ssi-ma-yin. Still
I-ssti-ma-yin coming from the northern mountains of west Khamil was cer-
tainly a Moslem and his name no doubt was the transliteration of Ismail and
Isama was certainly a Mongol corruption of it. Corruptions of this kind
frequently occur in the Méng-ku-yiian-liu and other -books; for instance,
Bakhamu FrsAk for Mahmud which has been prevmusly c1tecl and Ibiri 7R
A for Ibrahim which will be cited later.

Dayan Khan’s second job was to defeat Oirad. At length Dayan Khan
succeeded to recover the Khanate. After removing unruly subjects at home,
naturally he had to defend the country against powerful enemies abroad. To
defeat the forces of Oirad was the most urgent affair and according to the
Méng-ku-yian-liu, the conquest of Dérben Oirad®® was conducted twice by
Mandughai Sechen Khatun while the Khan was a small child. The first
occasion is thus recorded; ¢ Prince Dayan Khan was saved in a skin-case and
a horse carried it. Attacking Dérben Oirad with troops, the bravely fought
at Tas Burtt Z#ri##E and won the battle. She captured innumerable
enemics.” ~ After some time she raised an army and attacked Dérben Oirad.
This time Khatun fell off her horse, but was luckily resciued by her own men.
The Méng-ku-yiian-liu (Bk. 5) says;, :

“After this ‘she raised an army and {attacked Dérben Oriad. When

Mandughai Sechen Khatun fell from her horse,. Khonggirad or Eselei

Daibu, Sechen Jikhor Darkhan Balakchin or Bayan Boke, and Asud Batu

Bold, these four men protected and supported her to get away sitting a

beautiful yellow horse.”®?

As to the location of Tas Biirtii or the date of the battle nothing is to be
known. According to the Altan Tobchi, when Khatun was nine months pre-
gnant with Ochir Bolod and Alchu Bolod, she fell upon the Oirad. There

(50) As Oirad was of four tribes, it was called Dorben Oirad pu#gmili% (Four Oirads).
Over against these, Mongghol was called Dchin Mongghol pi-+2i# (Forty Mongols);
. often Dérben #RHT# represented Oirad ; and Déchin #il represented Mongghol.
O &%, RREENELE, BHTEIRERERE, HEWEZHaBAR, BEESH
B, DHEINCLERE, FHSZBREERSTUARE, RREORGRZ L%
B, M.
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she fell of her horse, and came home, and after one month were born the
twins Ochir Bolod and Alchu Bolod®®. ‘As later discussed, the Yiian-liu (Bk. 6)
says, “Both Arsu Bolod I ## if#%s and Wachir Bolod: 475 #1155 were born
in the year Kéng-hsit BEEX . As the .year Kéng-hsti falls on the 3rd year of
Hung-chih (1490), if this account is correct, the affair took ‘place in the Ist
year of Hung-chih. . However, hostilities with Oirad never ceased. The Kuang-
ming-pei-lu-k’ao discusses the situation as follows: :
“In the 23rd year of Ch'éng-hua, Han-chén & of Hsi-fan 7% said
Oirad had K’o-shé. Taishi 7i#& ki and Ko-shé Taishi #4Er. As Ko-
shé died, his yourger brother A-cha-ch’ih f[ypgR became Taishi after him.
A-lu-Ko-to-wu f 774 JL the younger brother of K’o-shé hated and slew
A-cha-ch’ih. He fled west and dwelt in Khamil. During the Ch’éng-hua
era, the most powerful tribe in the north was Oirad, and next ranked the
Little Prince. The two tribes always survived, and secretly allying them-
selves with To-yen, looked for an opportunity to invade our fortress.
They offered horses as a tribute. The two tribes. came over one after
another. When in China they looked up right and left for this reasoﬁ,
though they were far in the interior, they were suspicious of each other,
and could not stay long in our land ”.%®
The power of Oirad in Hsiian-té and Chéng-t’'unig had not weakened ever
by the Ch’éng-hua and Hung-chih era. But when as a result of an internal
trouble in Oirad, her power began to decline, the so-called Ta-tan #&#H tribe
found a chance to rouse themselves in full activity in the northern borderland.
This accounts for the fact that, as previously stated, the . Little Prince as the
beginning of Hung=chih, proudly called himself Ta-ytian-ta-ko-kan 7tk m ¥
and began to pay tribute to Ming. Of course, the account of the hostilities
with Oirad are lost sight of .even in the Yian-liu, and even Ming Chinese
failed to know about them as the site was far beyond the frontier. We may
observe a few traces, however. For example, in Ma Wén-shéng -chuan E7C
FHiL in the Ming-shih (Bk. 182), as to the Little Prince who in the lst’ year of
Hung-chih approached the Ta-tuing fortress with several ten thousand horse-
men. Ma Wen-shéng gives utterance to his observation as follows: ¢ Weén-
shéng said ¢As he is defeated by other tribe, he will be unable to do anything.
Get prepared secretly, and. if we approach him with a loud shouting, he will
surely run’. He did run as expected ”. Nothing is said as to who the other

(52) Takashiro KOBAYASHI, Méko Ogonshi, p. 162.; Karachinbon Msko-genryi p. 48.
BAWDEN, Altan Tobii pp. 184-5. .

((83) (Hedk) =24, BERFTES, EHEERBAN - 2EKM. mR%E, HBERDREXR
ff. HEEREMESILRERYREEE, BEEREE. RAH, BEXEERHNER, -
EFkz, “RERIEER. GRERH, ARET, OEE. —EIERESSR, BRREE
&, DIBEEA, WEERR, THRAENM. ' ' ’
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tribe was, but it was no doubt the Oirad tribe. Again, in the report to
the throne, .in the Shif-lu, by Fu Té& {&%& Tai-chien &% of Kan-sii dated
Wu-tzil [ June, the 6th year of Hung-chih (1493), occurs the following:
“Now that the northern barbarians were murdered or scattered by Oirad
they live as nomads in Ning-hsia and behind the Ho-lang %H§ mountains ”.
Again under Chi-wei May, the 9th year of Hung-chih (1956) it is written:
“'The northern barbarians sent an envoy to ask for permission to pay tribute.
Citing a previous instance, they desired to visit the capital with 3,000 men.
The commander of the Ta-t'ung fortress reported this. The military depart-
ment, after discussing the matter, - decided to receive 1,000 men. Before long
the barbarians sent another message saying that the brothers in Oirad were
fighting each other, and they wished to send troops and conquer them. In
the autumn they came to pay tribute”. In this way, the tribute by Oirad
which had prospered since Esen 4 almost came to an end, toward the last.
years of Hung-chih. The growth of Dayan Khan’s power is described in the
Chih-fang-k’ao J7/% quoted in the Wu-pei-shih A& as follows: “During
the Hung-chih era, there was the Little Prince who, as Oirad moved west,
fought Turfan and became a powerful tribe ”. '
Oirad FH] or #hids will not be discussed here, and we shall quote
Wa-la-chuan F#{# in the Ming-shih (Bk. 328) as a lamentation over him.
“Since Esen died, Oirad began to decline and the tribesmen were scattered,
and their genealogy cannot be traces. During the T’ien-shun era, A-shih
Temiir of Oirad frequently sent envoys and paid tribute. As he was the
grandson of Esen, the Court treated him politely according to precedents.
And Ch’é-li-k’o always hated and killed Bolai. And Pai-i-sa-ha always
came with- Khamil to pay respect to the Court. The head was called
K’o-shé ; he was very strong and often resisted the invasion of the Little
Prince of Ta-tan. As K’o-shé died, prince Yan-han pretended to be the
hero leading several thousand strong men. A-sha the younger brother
of K'o-shé, became a Taishi. In the 23rd year of Ch’ng-hua, prince
Yan-han attempted to invade the borderland. Han-chén of Khamil came
to report it. Yan-han failing went away, hating Khamil soldiers. After
returning, they plundered Ta-tu-la. At the beginning of Hung-chih, the
men honored with the title of Taishi were two. One was Ho-érh-hu-li
and the other Ho-érh-K'o-tao-wén. They sent envoy to pay tribute to the
Court. Turfan inhabited Khamil. Hsu Chin Tu-yi-shih cordially pre-
sented the two tribes with gold and silk. He attacked them with his
soldiers and set them flying. A head tribes-man named prince Pu-liu was
stationed at Passi-K'uo. In the 13th year of Chéng-té, Turfan invaded
Sti-chou. The commander Cr’en Chiu-ch’ou, therefore, presenting prince



days.

says:
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Pu-liu with silks asked him to attack the Turfan castle when unguarded.
The foreigeers killed numbered tens of thousands. Turfan ‘intimidated
made: peace. In the 8th year of Chia-ching, while considering intermar-
riage, they again began to hate each other. Turfan became more and
more powerful. Oirad was often miserably defeated. ‘The - tribesmen
remained where they found themselves. A good many of ' them returned
to China. Khamil, availing itself of the opportunity, invaded. Prince
Pu-liu could not stand ‘the attack, and asked the Court to ‘annex it, but
this was refused. *Beyond the boundary, the men went Thone knew
whither ”. ¢

At any rate, it is a fact that Oirad began to decline after Dayan Khan’s
The Meng-ku shib-hsi-p'u (Bk 4), in discussing the’ proﬁt of thls campaign,

“ As he ascended the throne later, he desired to revenge himself. for his
father’s murder; so he attacked Oirad country.  With foot-soldiers and
fighting oxen at the head they marched for thrée days. The Khan,
united with Mandukhai Sechen Khatun, personally leading the horsemen,
made A-lai of Keshikten tribe clear the road as far as the land of T°&-ssti-
pu-érh-tu. - They fought Oirad and won a brilliant' victory. Subjugating
40,000 Oirad men, they controlled the commanders of Oirad country.
After this they were allowed to call their dwellings not mansions, but
houses ; their crown-strings could not exceed four-fingers; in everyday life
they were to kneel, and not to sit. They were permitted to chew meat,
but not to cut it. Their name dsik (yoghoort) was changed to chige. The
tribesmen knelt and begged to be permitted to us knives in eating meat.
This was granted. The other items were all enforced as ordered. Until
this day Oirad remains obedient.”®® ‘

(54)
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Here is some evaggeration, and the date is uncertain. T°&-ssi-pu-érh-tu
SEAAEE s Tas Burdu #2HEE#S which appeérs in the Yian-liu as previously
stated. Such a severe punishment of Oirad took place only in later times,
but here is depicted a tribe completely intimidated.-

Now, under the 10th year of Hung-chih (1494) in the Kuang-ming-pei-lu-k ao,
this is written: “This year, Khosai J# was powerful. Uniting various
tribes, he invaded Ta-t'ung and Hsilan-fu. A man who submitted to the
Ming says: *‘The barbarian plan to invade deeply’. The emperor ordered
Hsu Chin ## Shih-lang 4%Hf, to command an army and Liv Ta-hsi Zk
® to send foods and defend against him”.®® Under the 13th year of the
same era (1500), this occurs: “In May, Khosai entered Ta-t'ung and Hstian-fu
fortresses. Khosai was originally the tribe of the Little Prince. Being strong
and courageous, they had often invaded the borderland, and plundered valua-
bles and cattle. They grew more powerful and unruly day by day. They
vied with the Little Prince for leadership among the tribesmen. They frequently
invaded the near-barrier. The capital was guarded more strictly.”%? Again
under the 14th year of the same era (1501), it reads: “In August, Khosai ente-
red Hua-ma-ch’ih fEE# fortress and reached Ku-ytian &, and plundered a
great many men and cattle and murdered officials and common people *.

Now, who was Khosai? This question may be answered by the Ta-tan-
chuan of Ming-shan-tsang. A passage from it reads: “Khosai was the son of
To-lo-kan %7, and of the tribe of the Little Prince. He was sly in tactics.
He plundered several tribes and often invaded the frontier. He seized valua-
bles, and waxed stronger day by day. He vied with the Little Prince for
leadership among the tribesmen.”®® If he was Chi-ylian To-lo-kan 4nf2jsse
F, he was the man who, with I-ssi-ma-yin defeated Bekerisin. And Khosai
Tabunang FEZ 4% of Tiimed Monggholchin Chegud who appears in the
Méng-ku-yiiang-liv (Bks. 5-6)®® Khosai Tabunang was the man who married
Princess Ishige ##57% the orphan daughter of Mandghal Khan the man who
had previously brought up Bars Bolod, the third son of Dayan Khan, and

(6) R%E, HABR, BHEE, $EAR BN BEAT, BEEA, PRNEFLES,
BIRE M.

67 FA, KGEAKE - BNE, KGANTEFHE, BT, HEES, BHE DRERE,
BN ETERIER, BUERE, R R

(08) KGEBRBTZF, PETHE G, KEXAR, HES, BES, WHE o®RS, 5
NEFHER.

(59) Tabunang #4755 means Fu-ma §fE or a man who married an heiress. The Mongol
word for Fu-ma was formerly Kiirgen, but about this time the word Tabunang began
to appear. Khosai Tabunang Fig#4755% (the son-in-law of Mandaghal Khan) and
Baghasun Tabunang FLEEZZIL7i 3 (the son-in-law of Dayan Khan) are good examples
of this. The Wu-pei-chi # i says, HHRLYE, RE. According to the San-pien-

chuo-tsu-k’a0 =333 % by WANG Shih-ch’i T+, says, (A RBETFHRLENES.
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also had become the father-in-low of Giin Bilik Jinong his son. According to
the Yiang-liu, there is no trace that he quarreled with Dayan Khan, but his
territory, Tiimed Monggholchin, was to fall into the hands of the Khaghan’s
children. That happened as stated in the following. The Altan Tobehi does
not give the name Khosai, but narrates the conquest of Monggholchin ; this
might correspond to the affair in question. Khosai Tabunang, according to
the Yian-liu, is traced until Dayan Khan’s conquest of the Right-wing, but
according to the Shih-lu, his name does not appear after June, the 17th year
of Hung-chih (1504). I am of the opinion that probably he died about this
time.

Dayan Khan’s next conquest was on the Right-wing %%2. After Bekerisiin
and I-ssii-ma-yin were successively slain, the chief of Wild Mekrin was Prince
Ibrahim JR7THIE who was brave and strong enough to demand the Khaghan’s
several personal conquests. The name Prince Ibrahim of Wild Mekrin first
appears in the Shih-lu under I-mao October, the 5th year of Hung-chih, (1492).
In Chia-yin June, the 8th year of the same era, he sent a messenger to the
Sti-chou fortress with the message to the effect that, for the purpose of averting
the plunder of Ta-ta-tzli X#7F in the north, he asked for permission for
cattle-raising in the near-by boundary area and also for paying tribute and
conducting mutual trade. This being refused, he left. However, according to
the item under the 8th year of Hung-chih (1494), in Ta-tan-chuan, the Ming-shih
(Bk. 328), it is written as follows: “Prince Ibrahim and others of the north
entered Ordos and took to cattle-breeding. After this the Little Prince and
Khosai the son of To-lo-kan supporting each other grew more powerful day
after day. They came to be a manace to the east and west borders.”®® It
is evident that this Prince Ibrahim of the north is the chief of Wild Mekrin
of the northern barbarians, and is also I-pu-la 7r ¥, the powerful chief of
later days, as rr{ay be inferred from the fact that he often fled across the

western border into Kan-sii. :

This is definitely confirmed by the passage in the Shif-lu under Chi-ssit
=B, November, the 3rd year of Chia-ching (1524), in which Cuene Tsa-pi
GlE g Ping-K'o-tu-chi-shih-chung EFRM#A=EF says, I-pu-la 7R Rif] and
A-érh-tu-ssti IS of Ta j% barbarian are paternal or maternal relatives of
the Turfan brothers Sultan A-hei-ma 3R ZJ5E and Chén Temir [EisASE.
For Turfan and Wild Mekrin dwelt ajacently and intermarried since early
times.” Though the name I-pu-la appears in the Shik-lu only after the 6th
year of Chéng-té (1511), he is also identified with Sheng-pu-lai 723 the
barbarian chief who, prior to this, in December, the 4th year of Chéng-té
(1509), had invaded Mu-kua-shan A/Xij and been defeated by the Tsung-pin-

(60) HeH#F FHMAEFAZLK, FB, CEFRBETZTAGAENE®, SHEHEE.
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kuan Ma Ang $#8EE &S, The spelling Sheng-pu-lai of course is a miscopy
of I-pu-lai 7RZ27k which is correctly given in the Ming-shan-tsang and Ta-tan-
chuan in the Ming-shih. As to its being nothing but I-pu-la, there is no doubt,
for Huane Ko chuan ¥ in the Ming-shik (Bk. 185) definitely writes
Ipu-la 7R F#l. Probably because I-pu-la 7% b and I-pu-la JRATF] were
originally abbreviations for I-pu-la-yin 7% f [, it was sometimes spelt I-pu-lai
g3
Now, the circumstances of the revolt of I-pu-la against the Little Prince -
are given aspreviously quoted in the Kuang-ming-pei-lu-K'ao. * During the
Chéng-t¢ era, the Little Prince had three sons:—the eldest A-rh-lun, the
second A-chu, and the youngest Man-kuan-chén. Taishi I-pu-la slew A<rn-lun,
and fled to the west of the Huang river. The barbarians of Hsi-hai 75
originated” from I-pu-la.”® The Ssi-i-k’a0 by Yen covers the circumstances
then and also later as follows:
“In that year, the 4th year of Chéng-t¢, I-pu-la invaded Hsi-hai. I-pu-la
was Chingsang to the Little Prince. The Little Prince revenged himself on
khosai and slain him. For another reason, he was angry with I-pu-la, and
desired to kill him. '
I-pu-la being scared, and organizing great troops Liang-chou and
attacking the tribe of Prince An-ting and others, and robbed him of his
seal. The various tribes suffered much. Hsi-hai began to have barbarian
inhabitants after this. Another tribe named A-&rh-ti-ssi’ came to be
united with I-pu-la, and daily fought the Little Prince’s troops. Being
defeated, they plundered the border and destroyed over 50 fortress, slaying
over a thousand soldiers. Vast numbers and quantities of various cattle,
provisions and weapons were lost. The commander reported all this to
the throne,”%?
Before we take up this matter, we may grasp an outline by referring to the
Méng-ku-yiian-lin. (Bk. 6).
« Following the conquest of Taishi Isama fFERARR, Dayan Khan’s power
was gradually established. Some Right-wing tribes secretly approached
and':requested that a Jinong ‘be appointed above them to govern them.
Dayan Khan, overjoyed, appointed his second son Ulus "Bolod as Right-
wing Jinong and dispatched him to Ordos. Some powe‘rfui Right-wing
chief, especially such as Ibari Taishi {FEHEAM of Yingshiyebti and

(61) ERM, PEFZF, RREEHK, RFE¥E, RWER AEFTURFER BAFTH,
EitZAE, BIRTRAE. '

(62). EEFTUAERE. FFFAEDETRED. PETFRAEER, KHE BUEHRR
TR, HBz, FTRNE, sEseN, RREEESE BARE, RELZ. BEE
REFE. HSM@EAHRATHE, BRIETER. RAHS, MEERLTR BRE
T, MR, RUERE. TEMLEH.
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Mandulai Aghulkhu 2R EHF of Ordos who were dissatisfied” slew
Ulus Bolod and rose in revolt. Thereupon, Dayan Khan personally con-
ducted campaigns, but the first compaign proved a failure as his troops,
alarmed by the moos .of the grazing cattle, retreated; on the second cam-
paign wish a large army he attacked them, ordering Khalkha to attack
Tiimed and Chakhar to attack Yiingshiyebii, and Uriangkhai to attack
Ordos. As Bars Bolod F & #i#E4; desperately fought and made the enemy
surrender, all the Right-wing three Tiunen obeyed. Slaying Mandulai at
A-chin Chai-ta-mu gk and setting Ibari on the run to the Khamil
castle at White cap E1f, and subjugating all the people, the Khan returned
from a victorious campaign. Thereupon, Bars Bolod was made the Right-
wing Jinong and every one of the meritorious warriors was duly rewarded.”
This was the greatest that the Khaghan achieved and it finally established
his position as Khaghan. It had so much to influence the later situations.
This matter s most completely treated in the Yilan-liu, the Altan Tobchi, and
the Méng-ku-shik-hsi-p’'u. Tt is natural that the Ming accounts should also be
rather plentiful on this item.

In my view, there.is no doubt that Taishi I-pu-la of Wild Mekrin is
Taishi Ibari.of Yiingshiyebii. It is also evident that Mandulai Aghulkhu of
Ordos is A-érh-tu-sst FIFATEH another chief. However, the trouble is that,
while Ordos is explained as called Ordos because of the Pa-pai-shih /A5 the
Shrine of Chinggis Khan which existed there, the name Ordos already existed
at this early time. When HoworTH says “ This Mantlu %% is doubtless
Mandulai Agholkho FE#IZIIE S, a chief of the Ordus, mentioned by
Sanang Setzen”®®, he is mistaken, and also when the Chin-yen-lei-pien 5 5%H
#7 says “the Little Prince’s younger brother is Ordos FIE% #r,”®* it is mista-
ken, because A-érh-tu-ssti fIE7EE; and E-érh-ta-ssi E[FE%Hr are both different
transliterations of one and the same sound, probably the former is the nickname
based on the geographical name. According to the statement of Cr’Enc Tzi-
pi #FEEE in Chi-ssi Z.E, November, the 3rd year of Chia-ching, A-érn-tu-ssil
T E and I-pu-la JR7F] seem likewise to be from the northern mountain
tribes. And so far as the Ming people’s memory was concerned, I-pu-la or
A-érh-tu-ssit did not die at that time, but for a considerable time after that
he defied attacks on the part of Dayan Khan’s children and grandchildren.
Therefore, the account in the Yian-liu to the effect that at this time he slew
Mandulai j##%}#s and made Ibari FEE fly to death could not be an actual
account on that occassion, but it is only a postscript of a later affair.

(63) HOWORTH, History of the Mongols, I, p. 371.
(64) This is probably a misstatement of the fact that the later Ordos B}#% 47 tribe was
related to the Little Prince somewhat like a minor brother,
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Now, of the three sons of the Little Prince, A-chu fj2¥ is represented as
the father of Chi-nang #3¥ and Altan therefore he is no doubt Bars Bolod
the third son of Dayan Khan; and Man-kuan-chén JEE is Monggholchin
and identical with Arsu Bolod, the fourth son, as will be explained in the
following. If so, A-érh-lun FIBE# seems to be the eldest son, who is represented
below as the father of Pu-ch’ik. 5% and Miéh-ming 189, and therefore was
Toré Bolod the eldest son; but if so, he was not slain by I-pu-la 7rRFH. It
was Ulus Bolod that was slain by Ibari f8FE 1, I am of the opinion that, as
the eldest son Toré Bolod who died before he was well-known, the Ming
Chinese mistook the second son Ulis Bolod for the eldest son, and as he was
slain, they mistook the former’s two orphans for the latter’s. Only it is not
known why named the orphan A-erh-lun and A-chu. Under Ssii-i T0#E in
the Huang-yi-kao 2% by Cmance T’en-fu K8 and under Ta-tan-chuan §2
% in the Shu-yii-choii-tzit-lu 35 %68 by YeN Ts'ung-chien Fif{fd, they are
represented as Aérh-lun Taiji @4 % and A-~chu-pu-sun [f2 | .

Finally, as to the date of this campaign, the Pei-lu-chi-liao JLEHENS by
Crao Shih-ch’un ##E#&ES® put it within the last year of Hung-chih while
the Ssi-i-K’ao by YEm, the Ming—slzan-tmng and the Chin-yen-lei-pien 4=%EHE
date it back to the 4th year of Chéng-té, and the Méng-ku-yu-mu-chi a3
i by CuANG Mu 3§ to the 7th year of the same era, all these are erroneous.
We should follow the Ta-tan-chuan of the Ming-shik which dates it back to the
Sth year of Chéng-té (1510). It seems that the campaign took place in the
latter half of the year. The report to the throne in I-wei November, the 7th
year of Chéng-té, in the Wu-tsung-shih-lu #5zT4% made by Crenc Wén 7t
Hstin-an-shan-hsi-yi-shih 3B #15% reads: “ Since January, the 6th year, the
barbarian chief A-érh-tu-ssit I-pu-la FIF5EH 75 % bhas been attacked by the
Little Prince and the tribesmen have fled to Kan-chou, Liang-chou; Yung-
ch’ang, Sti-chou etc. and remain there, engaging themselves in cattlebreeding.” ¢®
Again, under Kéng-wu B4~ July, Autumn, the 9th year of the era, a passage
reads: “The barbarian chief A-érh-tu-ssit I-pu-la and others since the 5th
year of Chéng-té, have fled from the Little Prince. Leading his people, he
has gone to Liang-chou, Shan-tan, Kan-chou, and Kao-t'ai, Chén-i, Sii-
chou. They live in touch with one another, engaging themselves in cattle-
breeding.”®”  Thus the conquest of the Right-wing became an indisputable

(65) The Pei-lu-chi-liao JtEELNE is generally regarded as a work by WANG Tao-p’l FKE,
but really it is a work by CHAo Shih-ch’ung HF#E. Cf. Sei WaDA, Hokuryo-
kiryaku-kd dhEfamss% (A study of Pei-lu-chi-liao), Toa-shi Ronsg BETH s 3435 p. 550-2.
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fact, and before long the third son Bars Bolod being appointed the Right-
wing Jinong in place of his deceased elder brother, was stationed at Ordos.
By the way, it is not known whether the men are represented as receiving
rewards for distinguished services after the campaign, received rewards for
their services on this occasion; however, as the following passage serves to
clarigy the inside situation in Dayan Khan’s days, we may have a lood at it.
The text in the Yian-liu says: : -
“As Bars Bolod Jinong came and surrendered with Right-wing three
Tiimen, he was ordered to control them as the Jinong of the Right-wing
three Tiimen ; and at the same time we awarded Sain Alak with the title
of Jinong over three Tiumen, Those four men who had rescued Bolod
Jinong, those four men who had helped Mandughai Sechen Khatun,
those seven men who had assisted Sain Alak, Témur Khadak of Tanlaghar
who had deprived back and brought up Dayan Khan, Kharghatan Bain-
chukhur Darkhan who had remonstrated when - Abakhai was tortured,
Baghatur Kirisiin of Onggirad who had given a nice horse with red and
white fur to Abakhai and made him ride on, Gelin Noyan and Ordoghod
Taishi who had offered a sword to Abakhai and protected him, Bayalikhun
Darkhan who had shot Ibari through the belly, five commanders of the
left wing three Tiimen and all of those who had assisted. To all of above
mentioned people were presented a gold seal, on which the imperial
mandate appointing Dai Darkhan was impressed, and the title, and to
Baghasun Darhan Tabunang of Jarud of Khalkha was born from Man-
dukhai Sechen Khatun ”.©®
It was natural that Bars Bolod should have been appointed Jinong for the
Right-wing ; the first mentioned four men refers to those four men who had
rescued Dayan Khan’s father, Bolkho jinong, who had been first in the hands
of Oirad, who have been mentioned in the item previously quoted from the
Yiian-liu, but who have been dead for a long time; the second four refers to
those who had saved Mandughai Sechen Khatun when she had fallen off her
horse in the campaign of Dérben Oirad, who have also been mentioned pre-
viously. The seven refers to those seven men who prior to this battle had
sent Sain Alak to Dayan Khan out of the hands of the enemy. Temiir
Khadak refers to the man who had deprived back and brought up Dayan

(68) REHHFBGHAAZBARS, BSBEFHZEAZEE, HEETRER, BE
ZEAZEE. EEREHTHRAZTA, HHEREREEECOA, HMREORES
B Z-tA, BERET s BB RRIsER, RENBER, =EZs
WEBAERERERT, RHEFEE LY R TR D SRR, 18R
BHEIET], HEFERZHAEE - S5 BRAN, HEFRBEZERERENT,
HEE L P AABRERZHAREIALT, UEHA—PAS%, EEREEET AN
SH. HIVBHZEBERRTHEE, UEREHERRERECHEYHOERE.
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Khan ; Bainchukhur Darkhan refers to the man who had dissuaded Ibari and
Mandulai from the.rebellion. Baghatur Kiirisitn and ‘Gelin Noyan Ordoghod .
Taishi®® refer to the men who had tried to rescue Abakhai namely Ulus
Bolod from his assassination. The next phrase praises the serllices of one
named Bayalikhun Darkhan of Tiimed in shooting the abdomen of Ibari and
injuring him immediately prior to this war.

In addition to these, he awarded the title, the rescript, and the gold seal
of Dai Darkhan {5 on eVery‘one who had he'lped him:. Darkhan £
z= was one exempted from taxes and labor service. Baghasun Darkhan 05
FEHE of Jarud of Khalkha ‘was one of those who had extinguished them-
selves for bravery during this campaign ; to him Dayan Khan gave his only
daughter Toéroltit Giinji in marriage. Therefore, not only those who had
participated in the war., but also those who had rescued Bolod Jinong, those
who had feared Dayan Khan, and those who had helped Mandughai Khatun
during the campaign of Dérben Oirad, were considered to be meritorious.

According to the Méng-ku-yiian-liu, Dayan Khan’s last campaign was the
conquest of Uriyangkhai Timen. : It had belonged to a tribe undeér the Kha-
ghan and had: been recognized for meritorious services. in the Right-wing cam-
paign ; but now its leader Gegen Chingsang ###fz&#H and others had conspired
a rebellion, and been suppressed by Dayan Khan’s personal campaign, and
the remnant tribesmen ‘were reported to have been distributed among other
tribes. The Méng-ku-yiian-liu (Bk. 6) gives a most detaile account:

“ At that time.- Gegen ‘Chingsang, Toktai #£%#+, Kharakhula saufiRpehr

#% became chiefs in Uriyangkhai, and leading Uriyanghai Tiimen rose in

revolt. Dayan Khan, leading the soldiers of the two tribes Chakhar and

Khalkha, went out and conquered them. At the .same time pledging

loyalty to the son of Bars Bolod Jinong, and accompanied by Right-wing

three Tiimen, he attacked from the front; and at last - fought against the

Uriyangkhai Tiimen. Out of the Right-wing three Ttimen, the two men,

namely Baghasun Darkhan Tabunang of Jarud of Khalkha and Nekebei

Kondslen Khashagha the son of Sain Chegeji; and out of the Right-wing

three Tiimen of Jaghud of Chakhar, the ‘two men Bainchukhur Darkhan

of Kharghatan m4 %38 of Ordos and Aljulai Aghulkhu of Kharggin #1§%

of Ttimed, these four mpn eaccomanied by the men of the leading squads

~defended aginst the enemy and defeating the great Uriyanghai army

(69) - Though the Chinese translation reads # 2% 57EES M % ¥045 AT, AB3KFHIE 1S not a per-
sonal name, and should translated as noyans of the family, -according to the view of
Mr. Gb, and ¥R % 254k should be corrected as BRE % s B H AHF according to
" the view of the Chién-chéng %%, These should be adopted. Temiir ¥ of Ordos
¥R % 87 had been appointed Taishi ki on account .of his services prior to this. Cf.

Gd, Moko Genryii, Bk. 6, note 13; Méng-ku-yiian-liv-chien-chéng, Bk. 6.
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subjugated the rest of them and including them in the five Tiimen, and
called themselves Six Ttumen. This Dayan Khan leading the six Tiimen
subjugated all the rest.  This was the origin of the pacification of Mon-
golia.” 0
This affair is told in the Méng-ku-shih-hsi-p’u (Bk. 4) as follows:
“ After the Gegen Chingsang #%7&+8 and Kharakhula t&5ifpH; of Uri-
yanghai #EE# revolted again. The Khan again personally conquered -
them. Thereupon he distributed the people of the Uriyanghai tribe among
his own tribes and did away with their name Tumen . Thereupon
peace reigned, to his credit, and his administration was. splended. The
people of the various tribes equally enjoyed our peace. The Khan reigned
for 74 years and died at the age of 80 years.”® L
It would seem that his aim was to conquer the Tiimen and to distribute
the tribesmen among other tribes. Uriyanghai B2 (&E#) well known
as Wu-liang-ha JT B in the Ming-shih, and divided into San-wei =ff (three
military dislrict) was another Mongol tribe which inhabited the area to the
east of the Hsingan H% Mountains. It had always assumed a half-indepen-
dent aspect, truckling to a greater power, now annexed by Mongolia, then
allied with China. - However, the one now conquered was, not this tribe, but
another section of Uriyanghai which inhabited ‘the north. This section of
Uriyanghai will be discussed more fully elsewhere, but here we may notice
that the Huang-ming-pei-lu-k’ao says;- “There is a camp of Uriyanghai. This
is a northern tribe which had belonged to the late Little Prince.. Availing
itself of an opportunity, it had gone away, but now it was conquered.” The
I-yil says, “In the north, an extremely brave tribe named Wu-liang-ha inhabits
the area agairst the ‘Gobi desert. Among the barbarians it is called ©yellow-
haired’.” Again, “The north-western tribe is also called Wu-liang-ha. They
have an even dispositson, because of the red caps they wear, they are called
red-caps. The soldiers, all told, number only several ten-thousand. They
breed cattle ‘artd ride horses. The Little Prince and his followers made the
most of this estate. They invade and plunder every year. A greater part
was killed or wounded in fighting. The rest was led away by the enemy.”

(70) R REHERME - FEHE, BWHTHRESY, USREEALRE, BETHREGHE %
HREHEZEEES, YREREHFNERELZ T, BER=EA, FIRKA, B8
BREBAXY. EHR=ZBAW, IEBRERILERZEERENTERE - ZRHALE
REEBRBZTARABRBIFEMEA, FRZBAN, AEYNESESHEARES
GEMERE. LRENSCASEERNEHTEA, HKEARERZ RIEGEESREA
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All these refer to the tribe. According to the Méng-ku-yiian-liu, Simer Khatun
R FTEE the second wife of Dayan Khan is the daughter of Khutuk Shi-
gishi PRI TEEFE 85 of Jalair, whereas the Méng-ku-shih-hsi-p'u (Bk. 4) gives her
as Stimer Khatun pEEfine? the daughter of Khutuk Shigiishi FEEZAF of
Uriyanghai é&&#. That mean Jalair tribe is identical with Uriyanghai.
Subudai #A~#& of the Jalair tribe, the famous subject of Chinggis Khan is no
doubt Uriyanghai, but the tribe inhabited the banks of the Onon river in
Outer Mongolia at the begining of the Yian period, but they probably had
somehow moved down into the northern border of Inner Mongolia, against
the Gobi desert. As the north or northwest Uriyanghai seems to have inhabited
the nothern border of the present Urad Zojif%, Maghu Mingghan FHZ,
Dorben Ketiked [U-F#53%, Abagha 8 and Abaghanar FjE S8R it was
naturally near the Ordos tribe. This certainly accounts for the utmost intimacy
between Uriyanghai and Ordos reported in the Yiian-liu and others. This
Uriyanghai Dayan Khan conquered. At least the following account in the
Pei-lu-k'ao of Ssii-i-k’a0 by YEH most probably referred to this Uriyanghai:
“ Another tribe called the yellow-haired is ferocious and brave, and hardly
distinguished life and death. The people are of less than three (the Little
Prince, Jinong, Altan). As the barbarians once penetrated deeply, the
yellow-haired plundered them from the rear and robbed children, gems
and silks. The barbarians suffered much from this. So they uniting their
forces attacked suddenly, and destroyed a large number of the yellow-
haired. As no more internal trouble arose, they served us faithfully—.”®
The I-yii by Min-é-shan-jén refers to this:
“Formerly the Mongols resorted to no tricks, but they are otherwise
nowadays. The Little Prince assembled the chiefs Pa-tu-érh JE#53, Na-
lin Taiji #kk&aE, Ch'éng Taiji fpiés, Hsiieh-la Taiji mugla®, Mang-
hui 250, An-da &% (Altan), Chi-ning Z.% (Jinong), and their men, and
plundered Uriangkhai in the northwest, and killed and wounded nearly
all of them. Then he allied himself with the friendly and deceived the
rest. Distributing all of them among the several tribes, and treating them
to drinks and meat to their hearts’ content, he murdered them. This was
only one of the tricks.”® ' .
This was treacherous, and lacking in fairness. The Méng-ku-yiian-liv also says:
“At the same time pledging loyalty to the son of Bars Bolod Jinong and

accompamcd by three Tumen Right-wing, he attacked them from the front.”

(72) EE%%&H#, e BUETE, RORZH, BUHFEA, KEIMEH #E'\{Ez, WPLER,
BEZ, RERSE, AMERE, MEMAE HFEEHR .
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From this it is evident that the Right-wing soldiers were also mobilized, and
Pa-tu-érh and others were all Right-wing chiefs. Though the order of arrang-
ing them seems to be lacking in the natural order of seniority, it may be
explained by the fact that they are arranged in the order of approximity of
their abodes from the Khan’s headquarters. Of these men, at least Jinong &
B (#), Altan %, Baghatur fE#[52 were sons of Bars Bolod, born respec-
tively about the Ist year, the 2nd year, and the 5th year of Chéng-té. If
these chiefs were already active, the date must be around the 10th year of
Chia-ching.

Otherwise, if we accept the following passage under Kuei-ch’ou August,
7th year of Chia-ching (1528): ¢ According to a man Wanc Mao-wa-tzii FF
#EF who had came back from the front recently, the Little Prince wished to
deceive the barbarians of Ordos and ford eastward and attack the yellow-
haired,’ etc.” Dayan Khan’s conquest of Uriangkhai probably was approxi-
mately this time. It seems that the area Dayan Khan subjugated at this time
roughly corresponds to that lying to the north of the present Urad, Maghu
Mingghan, Abagha, Abaghanar.

The Altan Tobchi, as the events during Dayan Khan period, enumerates
(1) the conquest of Oirad, (2) the subjugation of Monggholchin, (3) the con-
quest of Ismail, (4) the destruction of Bekerisiin, and (5) the unification of
Ibari and other Right-wing men. However, as Bekerisiin most probably referred
to Pai-chia-ssti-lan ALfp/ER it must refer to the preceding generation, and
could not be an event of the Dayan Khan period. The Méng-ku-shih-hsi-p’u
also gives as the first event the conquest of Oirad, then as the second the
slaying of I-ssi-ma (Ismail) Taishi £#EiEAHH, and as the third the unification
of the Right-wing such as I-pa-lai (Ibrahim) Taishih 33k of Yingshiyebu,
and Mandulai Aghulkhu ##EERIEFE of Ordos, and as the last the campaign
of Uriangkhai #&&%. The accounts differ slightly, but in the present study
I have adjusted them by referring to the Yian-liu, and have treated five cam-
paigns: (1) the conquest of Yiingshiyebii, (2) the destruction of Oirad, (3) the
annexation of Tiimed, (4) the annexation of Right-wing, (5) the conquest of
Uriangkhai. These must be the chief campaigns Dayan Khan conducted most
probably between the 16th or 17th year of Ch’éng-hua and the lIst year of
Chia-ching. By them he managed to subjugated Inner Mongolia only; he
could not penetrate into Ho-hsi 77§, much less could be reach Outer Mon-
golia.™®

(74) As to the headquarters of Dayan Khan, the ‘official report by the War Department
dated I-ch’ou May, the 12th year of Hung-chih reads: JhEHE, FEEBRFR, A
PR ILEEE T, EHCAE. It would seem from this that they went as far as the
banks of the Lu-chu river namely the Kerulen river. Did they? The official report
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A general survey of these campaigns will show that, more than anything
else these operations were usually started in the east and ‘pushed westward.
And, as a rule, he swept the alien tribes and established a gunuinely Mongol
power. ‘This mighty power could not be pictured through the fragmentary
Ming accounts; but referring to the Méng-ku-yiian-liv and other Mongolian
accounts, it will become clear. Generally speaking, Dayan Khan’s power first
rose at the reign of the Shilin Ghool $5#%3#%) alliance; with the conquest of
Ismail of Yiingshiyebu the region of the present Chahar was subjugated, and
he defeated the power of Oirad in several battles about this time, and he
readily occupied Tiimed, and succeeded to capture the region of the Ulanchab
Egizeqp alliance adjacently to the west of Chahar. The Right-wing power
did not so readily decline; and as I-pu-la and A-érh-tu-ssit [FIEEFTHT came into
power again, the Khaghan making his utmost efforts succeeded in conquering
this area and finally occupying as far as the western border of Inner Mongolia.
The value of ‘this last war may be seen from the fact that Dayan Khan
universally declared his title as a Khan in front of the great tomb of Chinggis
Khan. His subsequent annexation of part of Uriangkhai probably was an
aftermath of his power now established.. And those whom he slew, namely
Oirad, Ismail, I-pu-la, A-érh-tu-ssit and Uriangkhai were all different sections
of the Mongols.” In this manner, all the enemies at home and abroad were
disposed of; and Dayan Khan’s power extended over all Inner Mongolia and
part of the eastern border of Outer Mongolia. Only in Ho-hsi 77 and
Ch’ing-hai i, there were still some remnants of Wild Mekrin, and in the
greater part of Outer Mongolia, Khara Khorum #r#k, Bar Kl FEi#, and
the Wala tribe of the west, but Dayan Khan’s troops were never employed
after this except in invading Ming China. As far as the sphere of influence
was concerned, Dayan ‘Khan’s was hardly a half of that of Esen before him
but his merit consisted in the most solid unification of his tribe; it may be
said that his greater. effort in life was spent in rumoving all heterogeneous
elements in his sphere of influence. As his marked achevement, we may
give his peaceful enfeoffment of his sons, from which dates the origin of the
later establishment of the various Mongol tribes. This will be treated in the
following section.

IV. The Enfeoffment of His Soﬁs

As to Dayan Khan’s children, a general statement is found under Chih-

of -the War Department dated Kuei-wei December, the 13th year of Hung-chih, reads :
FEDEFHE, KENEA, WHAMEBARKMERE, fREFEML. May the latter

not be true?
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fung-k’ao 7% quoted under Chén-shu Shan-hsi §&f%1L7S in the Wu-pei-chi
{7 (Bk. 206) by Mao Ytan- F7tf#: “In the Hung-chih era, there lived
the Little Prince. As Oirad migrated westward, he and Turfan hated and
killed each other. His power gradually grew. His son Dayan Khan was
nicknamed the Little Prince. He had eleven sons”.™ Pei-lu-K'ao in the
Ssi-i-K’'ao by YEH gives a much more detailed account. '
“In those days the Little Prince was the most powerful of all, possessing
more than 100,000 men, and large quantities of golden sash-band. He
was somewhat averse to fighting. An invasion, however, was taken every
year to a-g’féét extent, and the northwestern border was plundered. It
was done by the other chiefs of the branches of his tribe :—one was Chi-
nang, the other was Altan: both chiefs were of Yiian descent and the
Little Prince is their uncle. His grandfather, whose name was Tai-yen-ha
(Dayan Khan), had eleven sons. = The next was named Sai-na-la and had
seven sons. The eldest was Chi-nang. The next was Altan, who were
both bravc and skillful in tactics. Chi-nang built a fortress at Ho-t’ao 7
%, named Ordos #5#;5 which confronted Kuan-chung. Altan built a
fortress at Féng-chout-tan which confronted Tai and Yiin-chu. Both Chi-
nang and Altan had each nine sons. Each son had ten thousand horsemen.
Their younger brother, Lao-pa-tu Z{f#} also had several ten-thousand
horsemen, and builted walls at Chang-chia-k’ou. " The all followers of the
family had been allotted a territory. They were one hundred and ten in
number. They plundered the borders and enriched themselves, and waxed
more powerful from day to day. One was honoured as the Little Prince.
He never consented to a treaty. The Little Prince also migrated and
built a fortress at eastern parts, confronting Hsien and Liao and named
it Tu-man S%##”.7®
This treats, not only the situation of the period in question, but also that
of the subseéquent period. Of ‘this class are Li-tai<i-ming-tsung-p’ai BRELR
& in the Chou-pien-tsuan- i %" #z (Bk. 1) by Cmene Weén-pin S30H, Pei-
lu-ko-chih-p’ai JLE&FFEIR in the To-t’an-pi-chiu (Bk. 23), and _ Pei-lu-shih-hsi 3t
E#FR attached to Pei-lu-féng-su JLEEM ([-su-chi BE{BFEC) which is in full
detail. Let us now compare this with the account in the Méng-ku-yian-liv (Bk.

(75) ELERM, AAEF, RERERE, BLEFHELR, 298, ﬁt%ﬁ%ﬁﬂm&d\{? H
Ft—A.

(76) EEINEFEETH, HETRHE, S>TEELEN, B AEW«EA RIS, B
BlEE, BEE, HEZS, Z85FTH, FIEFERLT. EAREFTHE, A+—F.
REERH, BT, BFE REYL, BPUEER ZBEEFE, LBSEHRE, EHT.
BN, B - B ?:?Eé BEAZAT, FEHEE. ERZEDTFREE, BEE
RO, RERET, SESMH, EHEBEE, FARSE L&) i%, TREHHE, PE
FIRBERER S, ERIE, ﬁﬁaiﬁf :
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5), in enumerating Dayan Khan’s sons, says:

“ After this Mandughai Sechen Khatun deélivered T6ré Bolod and Ulus

Bolod twin sons, then Téroltii Ginji and Bars Bolod twin sons; then

Arsu Bolod one child; and then "Alchu Bolod and Wachlr Bolod twin

sons k4 (77)

By the way, Ara Bolod seems to be missing. These seven sons are styled
seven Bolods?™. Nevertheless, it was a strange case for her to deliver so many
twins. She gave birth to too many twins. The Yian-liu goes on to says:

“Stimer Khatun the daughter of Khutuk Shigiishi of Jalair delivered Gere

Bolod Taiji and Geresanja Taiji two children; Khiichi Khatun the daugh-

ter of Manggilai Aghulkhu the son of Alak Chingsang of Baghatud

Bagharkhan Otok of Oirad delivered Ubshighun Ching Taiji and Geretit

Taiji two children. All made eleven generations »@®

These four children were of different mothers. This Khutuk Shigiichi of
Jalair is given as Khutuk Shigtichi of Uliangkhai in the Méng-ku-shih-hsi-p'u
and the Altan Tobchi; so Jalair was Uliangkhai, Alak Chingsang of Oirad
was probably A-la-chi-yin who slew Yesen 52 Mandulghai Khatun being
the daughter of Chorokbai Temiir Chingsang &4 = F4%B K48 of Endkiud B
&, this will serve to prove the range of cross-marriage in these days. In spite
of some differences in the order of the children we may get a general idea.
Under a later heading, it reads:

“His two sons Téré Bolod and Ulus Bolod were born in the year Jén-yin

(1482) ; in two sons Toéré Bolod and Bars Bolod were born in the year

Chia-chén (1484); the two sons Alchu Bolod and Wachi Bolod were born

in the year Kéng-hsii (1490); Gere Bolod whom Jalair Khatun delivered

was born in the year Jén-yin (1482); and Geretii Tagl was born in the

year Hsin-hai (1491),®0 ' g
an %ﬁ%@ﬁ&ﬁ%—ﬂiﬁ@@%ﬁ%Eﬁﬁﬁﬁa%,ﬁxﬁLéE@%ﬁﬁzﬁm

‘ %ﬁm%ﬁwaéﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁbX#ﬁ*ﬂiﬂ%%@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ:%
(78) Bolod {#fEs% is.said to mean ‘¢steel ”’ in the Mongol language. It is the first name
which Sechen Khatun #ifEfiF%E gave all her seven sons as a blessing for their future.
According to the Yiian-liu, as' Khatun married Dayan Khan, she prayed to the deity

and was given these sons. Cf, Geschichte der Ost-Mongolen, pp. 181-2, Note 27.
(79) The Chinese translation of the Yian-liv on this reads ¢ In “both lines eleven Khans
succeeded *’. In the translation by Mr. G5 also reads ¢ until the eleventh Khan. . ..,”
while the German translation says ““in allem elf Prinzen’, and the Miéng-kugiian-liu-

chien-chéng also *‘In Erh-tien’s view, both produced eleven Khans in all *’, Naturally,
this is correct.

(79) HAKBPEERETEARERBEELECHMBEREE - HUEHLEEA, HHRE

‘ !E*#EEB%EEZ;L’E%KﬁEEZ[ﬁIﬁEE*EZ%ﬁ%ﬁWE‘%@‘/" LERBEER FEETEE -

T BIE ZAs =i

(80) i?ﬁ"ﬁﬁ’“?ﬁ% SEHFERR-AGTHESE, EEyEL 33 B RS RER ARE
RELE, FIRMBNER BERNER - ARERES, LR EREH S ARG
EHFL, MEHEERELEL.
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From this may be seen that some children are omitted; moreover, their ages

can be approximately computed.

According to the Téng-fan-pi~chiu (Bk. 23), under a description of ¢ Chu-

- san-chien-fang-i-kan-chia-ta-tzii-tsung-p’ai E=HEHFFREFER> n Peilu-
ko-chih-tsung-p’ai JbBE% 521k, it gives the following tables:

The first generation Ha-la-ha-ch’u Noyah TATEIS RS

The second generation Ha-li-pa-na-chien m&FI|FES&.

The third generation Pu—érh—hu Jinoﬁg R AEE.

The fourth generation Ta-yen Khan &%,

The fifth generation Ha-pu-hai Khan mgRess,

The sixth generation Pu-chao Khan N

The seventh generation Lai-sung Khan #g5E#F who bore three sons.

The eighth generation Tu-man Khan +#% the eldest who bore a son.

The ninth generation Pu-yen Taiji RiE# .

This table contains many erroneous characters and errors. This is evidently
a genealogical table of the Ch’a-kan X} or Chakhar family, though entitled
Ikan 7. The seventh generation Lai-sung Khan should read Ta-lai-sung
Khan #72%#F. The first generation Ha-la-ha-ch’u Noyan and the second
generation Ha-li-pa-na-chien correspond to Akbarji Jinong M. H#sE and
Kharghuchuk Taiji %5 ME# 7 A in the Yian-liu; the third generation Pu-érh-
hu Jinong to Bolkho Jinong t##m¢ie%, and the fourth generation Ta-yen Khan
to Dayan Khan. The fifth generation Ha-pu-hai Khan is Abkai Khan i
A% ¥ and whould correspond to Bars Bolod ; however, in this connection. T6rd
Bolod who did not assume the Khanate should be inserted, the sixth generation
Pu-chao Khan is Bodi Khan {##T (Pu-ch’ith pjR#F); the seventh generation
Lai-sung Khan Daraisun Khan AT (ITEF); the eighth generation
Tu-man Khan is Ttimen Khan [EF5¥F ; and the ninth generation Pu-yen Taiji
is Buyan Taiji fifE&E.

Now according to the Pei-lu-shib-hsi, the eleven sons Tai-yen-ha ZZging
(Dayan Khan) are as follows: the eldest is Tieh-li-pa-hu & 7#8 /5, which should
correspond to Térd Bolod ; the next is Wu-lu-tu Taiji Hfg+4&7 (Urus Bolod)
who did not succeed ; the third is Sai-na-la ZEFF#] which corresponds to Bars
Bolod ; the rest will read : the fourth, Wo-ché Khong Taiji $47#& &%, (Arus
Bolod) ; the fifth A-ch’ih-lai Taiji 7L (Wachir Bolod) ; the sixth, Na-li-
pu-la Taiji #75F# (Alchu Bolod); the eighth, Chéng Taiji #AE (Ara
Bolod) ; the ninth, K’o-li-tu Taiji %35 &% (Gerelt Taiji) who did not succeed;
the tenth, Wu-pa-shan-chih-Taiji F /(| 1H&% (Gere Bdlod); the eleventh, Ko-
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li-shan-chih Taiji #%[iiR&% (Geresanja Taiji) ;8 The 'eldest was born in the
year Jén-yin, (the 18th year of Ch’éng-hua, 1482) and the youngest approxi-
mately in the year Hsih-hai, (the 4th year of Hung-chih, 1491).

The Méng-ku-yiian-liu (Bk, 6), after describing the succeeding Khanate
reigns by the ﬁrstjborn sons of Dayan Khan, Bodi Khan, Daraisun Khan,

Tumen Khan, describes the enfeoffment of the rest of the sons as follows:

“The next son Urus Bolod had no son. Now Bars Bolod Sain Alak
ruled the Right-wing three Titmen. Arsu Bolod Mergen Khong Taiji
ruled the seven Ttmed. Alchu Bolod ruled the five inner Khalkha.
Geresanja ruled outer seven Otok Khalkha. Wachir Bolod ruled Eight
Otok Keshikten of Chakhar. -Gere Bolod ruled Aokhan Naiman of Chakhar.
Ara Bolod ruled Khaghuchid of Chakhar. Ubasanja ruled the two distincts
Asud, Yungshiyebu. Gered Taiji had no son ”.®?

This means that of the eleven sons, the eldest Téro Bolod succeeded to
the Khanate, excepting the second son Urus Bolod and the youngest son
Gered - Taiji whose line came to an end because they were favored with no
successor, the other eight sons became the princes of the provinces which
Dayan Khan had founded. To begin with, the eldest Bars. Bolod ruled
Jinong and was the chief of the Right-wing three Tiimen. That the castle he
occupied was Ho-tao 3z or Ordos ZIW %87 is evident because of references
under other headings in the Yianliu. Tiuned which Arsu.Bolod occupied
seems to have been the area of the present Kuei-hua-ch’éng fFft%%. The inner

(81) On this table Geresanja #%011H s represented as the youngest son. CHANG Mu 4B
of Ch’ing, in his Méng-ku-yu-mu-chih ZE+734kEC (Bk. 7), supposes that Dayan Khan
possessed his headquarters in Outer Mongoha, and says, “BEEHEHLNLETELSS
Hit, BRETTWERErEE 4 (Only his youngest son Geaesanja Jalair Taiji stayed at
the old abode and called there Khalkha....)”” However, the Mongolian irheritance
system in those days was primogeniture, and the youngest son had no share:in inheri-
tance. But it is not certain that Geresanja was the youngest son. Though he is put
as the youngest son on this list, the order is decided with reference ‘to the mothers
who gave birth to the children, and seeing that his elder brother Gere Bolod. # 7 z#
¥ is the very eldest of all the family, Geresanja also may have been a fairly elder
brother. His fairly high position in the order of the feoffments in the Yian-liu of the
children must be consulted. The Méng-ku-shih-hsi-p’u gives as the first son T6rd Bolod,
as the third son Bars Bolod, as the fourth son Arsu Bolod, as the fifth son Wachir
Bolod, as the sixth son Alchu Bolod, as the seventh son Ara Bolod, ‘as the eighth
son Geresanja %Hé’.:ﬂ., as the ninth son Gere #4%), as the tenth son Ghartu Taiji
5%, and as the eleventh son Ubasanja Ching Taiji A ZZEEE

(82 RTBMFMBHET. SERFEESESNEHErASBAZR, WHHNES
B A E LIS, WEEEREN BN a e, S0 A LEEA L
EEEE, BEENES RS AR E AR, AR

R2, WANERFERSHZBHEYE, BUMERERES ARG R, RHEHEA
HET.
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five Otok of Khalkha®® for Alchu Bolod corresponds to the present two pro-
vinces of Bagharin [# and Jarud. Geresanja' is the ancestor of the four
tribes of the later Khalkha in Outer Mongolia, but outer seven Otok of
Khalka at the beginning seems to have referred only to the eastern border of
Outer Mongolia. Keshikten Aohan Naiman, and Khaguchid of Chakhar for
Wachir Bolod and the others were no doubt respectively near the provinces
so named; and Asud and Yungshiyebu seem to have been within the present
Chakhar and Sunid A=A _

This situation continued to control the foundation of the Mongol tribes
for a long time, yet there were sometimes discontinuations and changes in the
royal family relations. After Dayan Khan’s death, the Right-wing Jinongs
grew exceedingly powerful and as a result of their concurrent ruling and
annexation of other provinces, they came to threaten the Khanate of the
original Left wing family, and as the result of the conflict between the Right
and Leftwings, the rest of the Khanate was compelled to move eastward. As
for the eastward transference of the headquarters of the Little Prince, it will
be fully treated later, but the execution of annexations on the part of the
powerful Right-wing Jinongs may easily be seen from the following account
in the Yian-liu concerning the enfeoffment of Dayan Khan’s sons.

“The eldest son Giin Bilik Mergen Jinong occupying Ordos, dwelt there.

Altan Khan, occupying Twelve Tumed, dwelt there. Labuk Taiji,

occupying Wu-Ko-hsin % of Tiimed, dwelt there. Bayaskhal occupyihg

Seven Otok Kharachin of Yungshiyebu, dwelt there. Bayandara, occupy-

ing Chaghan Tatar of Chakhar, dwelt there. Bodidara occoupying Asud

and Yungshiyebu, dwelt there. Talakhai died in childhood”®®

This means that, let slone the eldest son Giin Bilik who succeeded his
father Bars Bolod, the second son Altan Khan and the third son Labuk Taiji
occupied the former province of Tiimed, that of their uncle and the fourth
son Bayaskhal and the sixth son Bodidara likewise took the provinces of Asud
and Yungshiyebu, that had belonged to their uncle Ubasanja, and the fourth
son Bayandara newly occupied Chaghan Tatar of Chakhar, So it may be seen
that, to say nothing of the province of the Right-wing three Tiimen which

(83) According to the history of the Mongol Social System by ULADIMIRTSOV, * Otok is a
. Mongol word derived from the Sogdo word Oték, a word used in connection with
an area; but as a military term it was used synonymously with Khoshighun ’. In
this book the Ming Chinese probably used it for the camps composing a tribe. As tg
the Mongol society culture in those days, Yui Bayan offers brief explanations.  Nei-
méng-ku-li-shih-kai-yao Py %% R 5 #3T, pp. 86-88.
(84) T FEAE SR A, RS S B AR, Frgp B i+ = LegmE, wan
B E ML IR B TR, E.Eﬁ'ﬂﬁxﬂé‘ﬁﬂﬁﬁ@iﬁ@f?ﬁz‘E%ﬁﬁﬁffg”fﬁ‘lﬂbﬁﬁ, B e s
THIR IR T = 22 oS 1t & W T, MRS IR R, AR, Eoigy)ve.
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had been the sole territory of the Jinong, the provinces of Tiumed, Asud, and
Yungshiyebu adjacently lying to the east had now passed as a private posses-
sions into the hands of the Right-wing and their superfluous power had
extended over Chakhar the abode of the Left-wing. From this period on,
throughout the whole Ming period, until the Mongolian campaign at the
beginning of the Ch’ing Dynasty, this general state of things suffered no
radical change. Therefore, this accounts for the above account by some Ming

writers of the middle Chia-ching era who were aware of this fact.



