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STUDIA SERICA

INTRODUCTORY NOTE

Five years ago, at the instigation of Dr. Walter Fuchs and Dr. Walter
Heissig, Dr. RUDOLF LOWENTHAL translated POKOTILOV'S [istory of the
Eastern Mongols during the Ming Dynasty from 1368 to 1634 into
English'. But because POXOTILOV had written his work as early as half a
century ago, and becausc he naturally could not consider- the resulls of
later investigations, it was suggestod that the present writer should make
some addenda to bring the work 1o the present stage of research. Thus
it is the aim of these notes to rectify and supplement POKOTILOV'S. state-
ments only as far as later researches on the subject concerned have been
published which can be used. For this reason, comparatively mote has
been added to the first part of the work, because several delailed studies
on the early Ming period, especially by Wana Ser fnlli{f, are available,.
whereas not much has been published on the middle and late Ming
period®.  Thus these notes are far from being complete. Further extensive
researches considering all available sources will be necessary. to supplement
or to rewrite POKOTILOV'S work. Particularly is 1his- the case, since
POxOTILOV'S work was chiefly based upem the Ming-shilt, the records of
which are often rather confused, incorrect, and full of contradictions.

Mongol names guoted.from other works (e.g. SCHMIDT : Sanang Setsen,
or Jesuiten-Atlas) are mostly given in the romanization found in the
respective work.

1. The original work by POKOTILOV appeared in St. Petersburg 1893 with the title
Istoriya vostotchnich Mongolov v period dinastii Ming. :

gg The most important contribution on the later period by WADA, Naimoko shoburaku no
kigen 3R SEREEE O AL, is not available in Peiping and thus could not be used by the present
writer. ’



ADDENDA AND CORRIGENDA TO CHAPTER I-XIV,

(The big numbers refer to pages, the small numbers to lines of
the English translation of Pokotilov’s work)

CHAPTER 1

5,1, The posthumous name given Topon-temiir by the Ming was
Shun-ti Jfi7f, by the Northern Yilan Hui- ~tsung sz, He lived from
1520-1370 and reigned 1333-34 under the nien-hao Yian-t'ung T,

1335-1340 as Chih-yiian ZE3, and 1341-1568 as Chih-chéng ZEIE. Ct.
GrLes, B.D. 1953; TRD 1V, 299/3500.

5,8. "I'he campaign nor thward had started already at the end of 1567
(not lJOS), soon after the fall of P'ing-chiang 457 (Su-chou) and the
capture of Chang Shih-ch’éng H:3k. Cf. Ming-shih 1, 14a-15a.

'5,9. About Hsii Ta #4&, 1332-1385, of. GILES, Bl) 792; TRD IV,
422 ar | the translation-of his biography from the Mzn,,—sluh by W
OTHMER: Lebensgeschichte des Feldherrn Sii Da, in Jubil. Bd. 0.4.G. II,
J05 327, Tokyo 1933,

5,11. The fall of Peking took place in the 8th month of Hungwu 1
(1360). —K’ai-p’ing B4 is situated on the Shang-tu ho EHHH in eastern
Chahar, and corresponds to the Shang-tu _L&f of the Yoan dynasty, and
to the Joo naiman sume of the Jeswwiten-Atlas (7, No.. 78). Cf. TRD 1,440; .
Yanai p. 651 and 678; IKFucHI HinosHi R %:: Sensho no tohokkel to
Joshin to no kanker BENDUTILYE & -5t & DENR 2nd parr 1st paragraph in
Mansen chirt rekishi kenkyii hiékokiw {03 IR B BFSEIRY: 5, 1918, p. 507;
BUSHELL: Notes on the old Mongolian Capital of S/tangm, in JN C ‘lzBrRAS
VLI, 1875, p. 329-358; 1.AWRENCE IMPEY: Shangtu, thé Surmmer Capital
of Kublaz Khan, in [/u Geogr. Rev. XV, 1925, p. 593 Hf.; Y. HaRaDa,
LTB]!’B[)\ K. Komal W#fﬂ% Shang-tu I 8. The Summcr Capital of
the Yuan Dynasty in Dolon Nor, Mongolia. Archacologica Orientalis
Ser. B, Vol. Il. "Tokyo 1941; HEIsS1G in MS X, 1944, p. 135 n. 40; WADA
Urzanghatl 170-172; }un lop 7 n. 22.

5,12. 'This campaign of on ang Yii-ch'un xﬂ,ﬁs was in the summer
of the following yeur, 1569. The campaign is described in the Shikh-lu
42, 2b-3a and the IfFsicn-clhéng-lu 5, 89b-90a (biography of Ii Weén-
chung) The Chinese army advanced over Tsun-hua {i1&; Hs1-fmg~k ow
B4, Hui-chou 3 (§r M or éayan ch’éng ££528k  south of P'ing-chltian
hsien Z53R8%), Chin-ch’uan $§)il; Ta-ning K¥ (Taning lu K#EEE of the
~Yuan dynasty; cf. Yanai p. 654-656; TRD V, 498. Modern Ta-ming
ch’éng K£&k); Ta-hsing chou KEM (Kara hoton, near Luan-p’ing 235,
west of Ch'éng-t& BR&; cf. Jesuiten-Atlas map 7 No. 196). Waba, Lc.

5
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p- 172, supposes the Chin-ch’uan to be a branch (Hf) of the Hsiao Ling-ho
A%, west of Chin-chou $#M. According 1o Aoyama p. 137b, the

_ Chin-ch’uan would be a tributary of the lower Luan-ho @, in which

case it could be on the route between Hui-chou and Ta-ning, whereas
Chin-chou is much more eastward. The Shth-Iu text 42, 3a has Ch'ian-
ning 2% instead of Ta-ning K%M, which is far away in the northern part
of Jehol. According to WabDa, it is proebably a mistake for Ta-ning of the
Hsten-chéng-lu Cf. Wana; Urianghai 1, 170-173. '

About Ch'ang Yé-ch'un, 1330-1369, cf. GiLgs. B.D. 145, and TRD
IV, 326. He died on the way back from K’ai-p'ing at Liu-ho-ch’uan
B, north of Hsiian-hua 4k, Li Wén-chung ZE3CE. (1339 1384)

" becoming his successor.

5,16, Wang Paoc-pao EARIR was a Chinese from Shén-ch'iu R in

" Honan, The Mongolian name Koko-temiir WEFMARSE (K 'uo-k’uo t'ieh-
‘mu-érh) was bestowed upon himn by the emperor Shun-ti. He was the

most brilliant general, who followed the Mongol emperor to the north.
In his biographies (e.g. Ming-s/ild 124, 5a-b) the following anecdote is

iven: The Ming Empegor T ai-tsu (Hungwu) once asked who was the
most brilliant hero of the time. Some of his attendants mentioned Ch'ang
Yich'un; but the Emperor said: Though [Ch’ang] Yii-ch'un is a hero, I
got him as official; [but] T could not make Wang Pao-pao my official.
This man is the most. outstanding hero.” (Ming-shuh 12+, 5a-b) BIRHE
AR BEBHEZ > EFRRETRE - FHARATFB.  According to the Kuo-
ch'u chiin-hsiung shih-liieh WAVZLHESHE O, 24b-25a (ed. W EF) (biogr.
Koko-temiir) by CHIEN CHIEN-1 g83R%E, this avecdote originated from the
Chling-ch'i hsia-pi #HiRBEE by Yao Fu $kM (ed. ¥R 128, Ob; of.
Prel. Notes 77). Cf. WaDA: Kiki-temiir no slhi ni tsuite IS A R ORI

o, in SZ XLIV, 1933, p. 1571-79, and TRD 11, 3457 344.

.5,24. The army of Hsit Ta advanced from T’ung-kuan R via
Hsi-an, but Ch’ang Yii-ch’un did not take part in this campaign, as he had
died in the autimn of 1369 (cf. note 5,12). The battle was fought in
the ‘+th month Hungwu 35 (1370), north of Ting-hsi jE9% at Shén-érh-yl
w5ks. Cf. Tai-tsu shih-lu 51, 8b-9a and Ming-shih 125, 6b-7a (Bio-
graphy of Hsd Ta, not of Ch'ang' Yii-ch’'un as POKOTILOV slates on p. &
n.8). '

5,35. (n.4). The lake P'u-yi-érh-hai L, better known as
Dal-nor, Chinese Ta-li-p'o B, is situated in the middle of Eastern
Chahar on’the border of the province of Jehol. Cf. TRD V, 555. Ying-
ch’ang HiE was at the southwestern shore of the Dal-nor. Some years
later its name was changed to Ch’ing-p’ing-chén {7 §#. Cf. IKEUCHI L.c.
in: Mansen chiri rekishi kenkyd hokoku 5, 1918, p. 307; TRD I, 348;
Yunglo p. 48 n."188. . - ' '
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6'5, POKOTILOV'S statement that Wang Pao.-pao’s defeat was due to
the treason of several officers cannot be verified.  As already mentioned,
Ch’ang Yii-ch’un had already died at that time and the quotation of his
bivgraphy by POKOTILOV must be a misunderstanding.

6,9. About Féng Shéng WGk, d. 1395, cf. TRD VII, 512.

6,11. According to the Ta Cl'ing I-f'ung-chih (ed. Ssu-pu ts'ung-
k’an) 548, &kK, 12a, Hsing-ho BLEN corresponds to the Mongolian Qara
-balyasun, which is given in the Jesuiten-Atlas (7, 23) as Kara hoton. The
place must not be mixed up with either the modern Hsing-ho-hsien, near
the eastern frontier of Suiyiian, west of Kalgan, or with Qara-balyasun at
the Orkhon river known by its famous inscription. Cf. Yanai p. 656-639;
PrLuior in /A4 coxt, Oct./Dec. 1927, p. 275/276; Yunglo p. 5 n. 15.

6,13. 'The army of Li Wén-chung left Hsing-ho in the 2nd maonth
of Hungwu 3 (1370) and passed by Yeh-hu-ling BFfR3i (of. PELLIOL [
p- 274) on its way to the region of the Cayan-nor or Pai-hai-tzu El#EF
in the northeast . of the Anggoli-nor halfway between this lake and the
Shang-tu ho. In the vicinily of the Cayan-nor must have been the Lo-t’'o
shan BfEEUI, which was mentioned later, in 1410, in the Pei-chéng-lu
JLftgk by CHIN Yu.Tzu £&8h#% when Emperor Yunglo passed there on his
first Mongolian campaign (cf. infra note 28,18). Cf. Slih-lu 49, 8a;
WaDA: Minsho p. 106-107; Yanai p.-752-768 Cayan-nor ki, ¥%I5R%E;
Yunglo p. 19 n. 66.

'6,15. Thearmy reached K’ai-p’ing in the 5th wonth (Shih-lu 52,
5a); only a few days later Ying-ch’ang was taken. It may seem surpri-
sing that nearly three months were needed for the march from Hsing-ho
to Ying-ch’ang. 'This was probably due to the necessary mopping-up

- operations against remmnants of 1the Mougol armies in the torder districts.
Thus in the 2nd month, a part of the Chinese army under the command
-of Hua Yun-lung 3EEEqH (1532-1374), Liao Mei 3¢ and Sun Kung %
conquered Yin-chon M, between Ch'ih-ch’éng & and Tu-shibi-k’ou
®WA D, north of the Nan-k’ou pass (cf. FIEIZBGRE ch. 3; not available
to me). In the meantime another part under Chin Ch’ao-hsing Siji#
conquered Tung-shéng-chou JiH#M, outside of Shuo-p'ing Pz (Yu-yuAHE
in N. Shansi) near Liang-ch’éng Zi3k (cf. Shzh-lu 49, 7b), and a third part
under Wang Hsing-tsu JE#Lill conquered Wu-chou i #H and Shuo-chou #jjH,
both in NW. Shansi (cf. Ming-shih chi-shike pén-mo 10, p. 20). According
to the Shzh-lu 52, 5a-b, in the 5th month Chinese troops advanced as far
San-pu-la-ch’van =7R§HJI}, about 700 Li northwest of K’ai-p’ing (cf.
OAEZHEEE 3, p. 133, ed. fHizEEH) in the region of the Kur chagan omo
[ RBBREEREE (Jesuiten-Atlas 7, 53) where the army and its commander,
Sun Hsing-tsu RN (1338-1580), were annihilated by the Mongols.
Another unit went to the Lo-ma-ho ¥4 (i.e. Berke bira Hil# or
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{RETE ], Jesutten-Atlas 7, 253%), where the commander Sun Hu # i died
in the battle.——The conquest of Ying-ch’ang is described in the Shik-lu
under Hungwu 3, 5th month ¥ 15th and ZJ)) 15th-day, which are
missing in chap. 52 of the printed edition.—Cf. WaDA: Minsho p. 107-
112.

6,16. Ayusiridara EEGHEITER or Bilikit-qan LBRET reigned
from 1371-1378 under the nien-hao Hsilan-kuang H¥ of the so-called
‘Northern Yitan Dynasty and was given the posthumous name Chao-tsung
5. Cf. Grousset p. 580/1; Howorih 1, 340-45; Wapa: Hokugen p.
1203/04; Wapa: Urianghai 1, 207; TRD 1, 56; Kanpa Kircarr0 3L
‘—BB: Gen no Shosé no nengé STTOMMEDLEH in SG I, 10, 1921, p. 799-
802. o '

, 7,2. ' According to WaDA: Urianghai 1, 174, and Minsho p. 112, Pei
Ch’ing-chou 4t M is in the Barlin B4k district, northeast of Lin-hsi #74
in northern Jehol.

7,9. Chiang Wén-ch’ing 7L surrendered himself with more than
6,900 men to Li Weén-chung on his way back from Ying-ch’ang in 1570,
few days later Yang Ssu-tsu #5Jil also surrendered with ‘more than

16,000 men. Cf. Shih-lu 52, 6b; Wapa: Urianghai I, 174.

Cha-mu-ch'ih #LR#k, a member of the Mongol Imperial family,
surrendered a few months later north of -Ta-t’ung outside of the Great
Wall, whereupon the ch’ien-hu-so FF i Kuan-shan ] (west of Ping-
ti-ch’itan ZiitSR near Ma-kai-t'v S EB; f. Yanai p. 653/4) was establish-
ed. In the following year, 137 {, on the Kansu border Ho-chou-wei W[4
(in the region of Lin-hsia {5, southwest of Lan-chou) was founded; and
in southeastern Suiyiian, the Mongol commander Tu-lien (*Turil)-temur
FO A 5L surrendered from the region of Tung-shéng-chou MM (cf.
note 6,15); thus the five ch’ien-hu-so for the tribes Shih-pao-ch’ih JKA{Hz,
‘Wu-hua-ch’éng FAESR, Yen-chih #H, Wo-lu-hu-nu B2, and
Weéng-chi-la Z&HH were established; the former threc belonging to the
Ordos tribes in the northeastern part of the Yellow River bend, and the
latter two living on the upper course of the Shira-muren in NW. Jehol.
In 1569 K'ai-p’ing-wei was first established, and Tung-shéng-wei in 1371.
In the meantime the former Mongolian commander of Liao-tung, Liu I
#)&, surréndered, and 137{ saw the area between Tu-shih-k'ou and Ch’ih-
feng PR, especially around Ta-ning, pacified by Hua Yun-lung 3£ZEgH.
Cf. WaADA: Minsho p. 112-116, and Urianghai 1, 174-176.

7,23. Most sources of the Ming Period, including the Shik-lu (73, 8b)
merely mention the fact of Hsit Ta’s unsuccessful campaign without any
details. Only the Yen-chou shih-liao SEM M, BijdE 19, 20b, gives a more
detailed report: In the 2nd month the advance guard of Hsii Ta’s army
under the command of Lan Yit gXE (d. 1593: cf. TRD VIII, 332-333)
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had a successfull engagement with."some Mongols at a place called Yeh-
ma-ch’uan B 5 JII, probably halfway between Yen-men Hif] and Lhe Tula
River; and in the 3rd month another near the river itself. Probably
thereby Hsii Ta was encouraged to advance with the main body of his
army as far as Ling-pei &idk, north of the Tula River. In the meantime
Kiki-temiir’s troops had joined the other Mongolian army under Ho
Tsung-ché 115388, and were able to destroy the Chinese army at the
beginning ot the 5th month. Another part of Hsii Ta’s army under the
command of T°ang Ho 0 (1326-95; cf. TRD VI, 496/497) was defeated
by the Mongols during the 7th month at T'uan-t’ou-shan B (cf. Shih-
lu 75, 1b) near Hoton bula 3344, two places mentioned several times
during the emrly Ming period. According to WaDpaA lLe., and Urianghai
II, 333/ 34, they must be situated in the region north of Kuei-sui Rz,
Cf. WaDA: Minsho p. 117-121.

7,26. About Fu Yu-t¢ {§A18, d. 1394, cf. TRD VII, 430; about the
campaign in the west cf. Shili-lu 74, Ja-b; WADA: Minsho p. 127-129,

7,27.- Hsi Liang-chou T corresponds to Liang-chou i or” the
modern Wu-wei-hsten #Xji#% in North Kansu, southeast of Yung-ch’ang
k&. Ct. TRD VlII, 47v. '

8,5. I-chi-nai-lu R4iT9% corresponds to Uei-ch’éng Hyk in the
southeast of the Soho-nor at the lower Edsin-gol in NVWV. Ninghsia. Cf.
PELLIOT in 7P XXVII, 1930 p. 21. Kua-sha-chou R corresponds 1o the .
modern An-hsi-hsien %PG}E in western Kansu. Cf. TRD I, 488/99.—As-
a result of this camnpaign Kan-su-wei H3§##f in the area of Kan-chou HJi,
and Chuang-lang-wei #Eiij in the area of Yung-ch’ang were established.
Cf. WaDpa: Minsho p. 129.

8,9. The advance is described in Shih-lu 74, 11a-h: The army of Li
Weén-chung proceeded:, approximately along the modern caravan-route
Dolonor-Urga, as they passed K’'ou-wén [ifi and Qara-mangnai UL 3k
on their way to the Lu-ch’a (not chit)-ho or Kerulen. According to
Wapa Le. p. 124, K'ou-wén corresponds to the Mongolian Gun tologéi
omo FEFEELTEZAE mentioned on the Jesuiten-Atlas (7, 33), and is a small
lake west of the Kur chagan omo_FER35IAML (Jesuiten-Atlas T, 53).
Qara-mangnai is the Kara mangnai habirgan of the Ch'ing period (cf.
Jesuiten-Atlas p. 165 No. 832; Yunglo p. 8 n. 25).  When in 1410 Yunglo
on his expedition against the Mongols (cf. below) passed here, the rem-
nants of mudwalls of granaries erected by the. troops of Li Wén-chung
were reported. Cf. Yunglo p. 33.°

'8,13. - The lake \Ch’éng #8 is, according to Wapa le. p. 124/25,
north of Ho-lin 14k between the rivers Tula and Orkhon near the Ugei— ‘
nor E#ikift. —The Chinese sustained very heavy losses during this battle;
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leverallgqﬁérah were killed. They' were able to hold out, but not to
repulse or o destroy the enemy. Cf. WADA: Minsho p. 125-127,

.8,19. As seen above, only in the west the Mongols suffered a defeat.

9,1. _The invasions of northern Shansi (including the southern parts
" of modern Chahar and Suiyilan) took place during the summer of 1373
~ (cf. Shih-lu 82, 8a; 83, 3a-b, 5b; 84, 1a). Although in the 8th month:
Chinese tropps under the command of Ch’én Té Bi## and Kuo ‘Tzu-hsing
_ $5F M (also called Kuo Hsing #; elder brother of ‘Kuo Ying 2, 1357-
1403; of.. TRD 1, 460) advanced as far as Dal-nor (cf. Shih-lu 84, 5b,
- WaDA: Minsho p. 130 and 258/39 n. 28). On account of the repeated
Mongol invasions, 39,349 people from 8,238 families from northern Shansi
~had to be evacuated to Chung-li-fu HI3ZHf, modern Féng-yang-hsien
N.BE in Anhui. Cf. Shih-lu 85, 6b-7a, and WADA: Minsho p. 132 and
239 n. 29,

9,17. About the campaign of Li ‘Wén-chung. in the summer 1374

. f. Shih-Iu’ 91, 2b, and WADA: Urianghai 1, 176-177. About Ta-ning cf.

above note 5, 12. Kao-chou F§# was southeast ot Ch’ih-féng. Ta-shih-yai

- RFH, also written Huo-shih-yai XFAME, according to Wapa l.c. cor-

- -responds to Ch’ih-féng 7, whose Mongolian name is Ulan-hada 5 %8 3%,

meaning red rock, Chinese Ch'ih-shih-yai #fi. But the map of Jehol

~ in the Jeswiten-Atlas (7, 179) has only one place called Ulan-hada FEEWA &,

7.which is straight north of Ch’éng-té and can' not be identical with Ch’ih-

. féng. The Shan-mao-shan ###§1ll is supposed by WADA to be north of
-.Ch’ih-féng in the area of Wu-tan-ch’éng & Ji4R. '

'10,5. WaDa in an article Koko-temiir no shi ni tsuite §EPWiA 58D
FILD»C, in SZ XLIV, 12, 1933, pp. 1571-79, deals with the question
~of the date of Kiko-temiir’s death. The T ai-tsu shih-lu 100, 7a, and the
Ming-shih 2, 12b, mention his death under the 22nd of the 8th month
Hungwu 8. (Sept. 17, 1375) and in his biography Ming-shih 124, 4b, it is
reported that Kéks-temiir died in Hungwu 8 at Qara-noqai V2§38 near
the Chin-shan &ili (i.e. Altai FIEf#Il, probably in the area of Kobdo)
and that also his wife committed suicide after his death. In spite of that the
Korean Kao-li-shih @B ® 153, p. 688 (FHA{K), mentions under the tenth
‘month of the second year of Hsin Wu ##® (i.e. Hungwu 9, 1376) a leiter
written by Koké-temiir to the king of Korea. The context of the letter
shows that there can be no mistake concerning the year of its arrival at
.the court of Korea, and that it must have been written in the same year,
1576, There is no reason to believe the Chinesé sources are incorrect, as
on the one hand, the Mongols would not have spread a false rumour about
‘the death of their most famous general, and on the other, the Chinese
would not have betrayed themselves. Also the activity of the Mongols
became much less after the autumn of 1375. Korea, which under the
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predecessor of Hsin Wu,' Kung-min wang #EB%E, had been pro-Ming and
anti-Yiian, changed its attitude under the new king. In a first letter
sent to him after his ascension by the Mongol Khan, the powerful position
of Koké-temiir is stressed in order to strengthen the authority of the
Mongols. Thus it seems quite possible that the Mongol government
wishing to suppress the news of the death of its strongest general falsified
the mentioned letter of Koké-temiir with the intention to disprove
eventual reports concerning his death

The K’uo-k'uo-temiir-tai-shih WA RIKEH, though pronounced
‘exactly in the same way, and mentioned in the Kao-li-shih iu the follow- "
ing year (1377) and still later, and in the T ai-tsu shih-lu 60, 8b (first
month Hungwu 4), is not identical with our Kokd-temiir.

10,7. Ayusiridara died in the 4th month Hungwu 11 (1378).

10,16. The statement of the Ming-shih, taken over also by Grousset
p. 581 is erroneous. As WADA (Urianghai 1, 208-214 and Hokugen p.
1204) in accerdance -with Sanang Setsen (p. 139) shows, Togis-temilr
was the younger brother of Ayudiridara and not .identical with Mai-
diribara STMFAAS. He reigned from, 1379-1388 with the nien-hao
Tien-yiian Kt. Cf. WaDA lc.; TRD VI, 512; Howorth I, 345-348;
Grousset 1.c.; KANDA K11CHIRO #1H ¥—E[ in §G I, 10, 1921, p. 799-802.

10,22. Man-iza ¥ and Ha-la-chang UAHJ#E are two different
persons, the former fell in 1388 in the battle at the Buir-nor. Cf. POXOTI-
LOV p. 13, and WADA: Minsho p. 140.

10,24. Already in the year before, 1379, Chinese troops under Ma
Yiin #%E had again occupied Ta-ning. Cf. Shih-lu 125, 2a and 127, Ha;
WaDpA: Urianghar 1, 177-178.

 10,25. About Mu Ying ¥, 1345-1392, cf. GILEs, B.D. 1560 and
TRD VI, 250. ‘

10,30. As Wapa: Minsho p. 133-135, points out, the supposition
that the Chinese army advanced as far as Ho-lin, based upon Mi.g-shih
327, 2b-3a, Ming-shih chi-shil pén-mo 10, p. 30, Shih-lu 245, 8a, and other
sources, is erroneous. According to the much more probable reports in
Shih-lu 130, 2a and 10a-b, Ming-shilt 2, 16b, and in the biographies of
Mu Ying in the Hsien-chéng-lu 5, 19b-20a, and Ming-s/ul 120, 18a, the
arrﬁy of Mu Ying crossed the Huang-ho from Ling-chou &M (modern
Ling-wu-hsien 883\, opposite Ning-hsia) and ,from the Alashan @il
to the region of Hei-ch’éng south of the Soho-nor (cf, note 8, 5). ‘

' 10,31. In 1381 an army under Hsii Ta, T’ang Ho, and Fu Yu-té
advanced to the region north of the Northern Huang-ho LKW, or #w
"(i.e. the Shira-muren, cf. TRD IV, 432), and another detachment: under
Mu Ying to Ch’ien-ning 2% at the confluence of the Kavca-muvren 1}
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(Jesuiten-Atlas 7,212) end the Shira-muren (cf. Yanai p. 650/51). Cf.
Shik-lu 137, 3a; Ming-shih chi-shih pén-mo 10, p. 30; Waba: Urianghat
I, 178-18t. The text of the Ming-shili chi-shils pén-mo (based upon the
Hsiten-chéng-lu 5, 20) states, that Mu Ying crossed the Lu-ch’ii-ho SR5H[,
which of course in this case cannot be the Kerulen. According to Wabpa
l.c., it may be a mistake for the Kao-érhi-ho 254, Ho-&rh-ho I, or
Huo-lo-ho E#}iw[, sonth of the Taor. :

11,5. During the last decade of the Yiian dynasty Naqacu Wi}
was alyeady an important ‘Mongol military commander in Manchuria.
After the downfall of the Yiian, his center became the region of modern
Huai-té $%4%, noxth of the Eastern Liao River HiZ{W. After the return
of *Esen-buqga %A4E (not identical with those mentioned in TRD I,
281) in 1368, he becamie his successor as president of the [iao-tung
provincial government (Lino-yang hsing-shéng #BBATH; of. Yanai p.
781/82 and 937). Besides Kiko-temiir, he was one of the most powerful
generals and the chief upholder of Mongol . power in the Fast. Cf. WaDA:
Manshi 1, 199-200, and TR{ VII, 16.

11,6. Preparations for the campaign had begun slready in the sum-
mer and autumn of 1385. The campaign against Naqatu and its prepara-
tions are described in detail by WaDa: Manshii 1, 248-258, and Sawei p.
667-670.

11,12. - K’'uan-ho JLV is the modern K’uan-ch’éng TR in southern
Jehol outside Hsi-féng-k'ou ¥&E; Hui-chou §H corresponds Lo Cayan-
ch’éng (cf. note 5, 12). The caracters for Fu-yii must be written g,
as the Ming-shil, quoted by POKOTILOV, does; the place’ is sitnated north
of P’ing-ch’ﬁan—hsien FERME. The new city of Ta-ning was about 80
Li-southwest of the old Ta-ning (cf. note S, 12) at Kara-hoton 4 i 3 ol
or Hei-ch’éng HH%, on the upper reaches of the T.an-ha River Ei
§ (cf. Jesuiten-Atlus 1,259; TRD V, 497;-WaDA: Uriangha I, 182).
Probably these were not. “‘cities” but rather fortified places.—Later in the
same year the Military Command at Ta-ning, Ta-ning tu-chih-hui shih-
ssu FMERIRHMEE] and the Middle iy, Right 4 and left 72 Ta-ning-wei
K M4, together with three other Wei in the same region, were establish-
-ed with 21,780 troops stationed there. Cf. Shifi-lu 185, 2a; Wapa: Uriang-
hai 1, 182-183, and Mins/io p. 137.

11,15. Ch'ing-chou or Pei Ch'ing-chou LB cf. note 7, 2.—The
Chinese army advanced from Ch’'ing-chou to the region of Chin-shan £1li,
Nagatu’s stronghold north of the Eastern Liao River. Cf. . Shih-iu._ 182,
6b-7b; Wapa: Manshii I, 2561-252.

12,26. The nathe P'u-yii-erh-hai AR is used for different lakes.
Here it designates the Buir-nor in modern southwest Heilungkiang at the
Duter Mongolian border. Cf. TRD VIJ, 342,
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13,1. The place Po-yen-ching (not. ch’ing) IR 9 cannot boidentified.
“Shao M}", mistaken by POKOTILOV for a part of the geographical name,
belongs to the next phrase in the text of the Ming-shih, which he quotes.

13,16. ‘The official title of Nieh-ch’ieh-lai $11E3¢ is Chih-yiian 4nBg,
‘an abbreviation of Chih ch'u-mi-ytian shih Zul#Bidi, President of the
Privy Council, ch’u-mi-yilan, an institution first established during the
Tang dynasty. This Council was taken over by the Yiian from their
predecessors and kept by the Mongols after their downfall in China. The
title of the Vice-President was T’ung-chih (ch'u-mi)-yiian (shih) [il%s
(B2%) PE (¥F), and of the First Secretary Ch’ien(-shu ch’u-mi)-yiian (shib)
& (VFHE®) BE (H5). Cf. TRD V, 54 and VI, 2; Yanai p. 785-789.—Shih-
liesh-mén’s &ZM title was ch’éng-hsiang 7R, Vice-President of the State-
Secretariat, chung-shu-shéng $13lf45. The official immediately following
the Vice-President was called p'ing-chang (chéng-shih) ZE3z (B3i), First
Secretary in the State-Secretariat. Cf. Yanai p. 771-774; TRD 1V, 351
and VI, 484.

13,19. The description of this campaign given by POKOTILOV is a
summary of the report of the Ming-shil, based upon the Shih-lu. Quite
divergent is the report in the biography of Kuo Ying ¥R3& (Fsien-chéng-lu
7, 4b-5a), which was taken over with only small alterations by CH'EN
CHIEN Jiflt in his Huang Ming T ung-chi BWLEA.  Probably there were
originally two different reports from different groups of the Chinese army.
For comparison the report of the Ifuang Ming T'ung-chi 5, 44a-b, may
be translated:

“In the 4th month Lan Yi etc. had -advanced with their troops to
the Khalkha River, when the advanced guard reported that they bad
ascertained the camp of the Mongols was not far away. [Lan] Yi etc. led
the light cavalry gagged and the armour rolled up, and advancing in forced
marches, appeared when they (i.e. the Mongols) were unawares, and
immediately attacked the Mongol camp. The Mongol ruler Togiis-temur
being quite alarmed, ok more than ten mounted soldiers, burst through
the cordon, and escaped. When his general the taiwei Man-tzu came
for resistance, our troops strenously attacked and captured hum. They
seized the baggage of two camps, gold treasures, and ore than 40,000
horses, and captured more than 50,000 meun of them. Theu they persued
[the enemy] again to the Buir-nor and captured living the ssu-t’u Chiao-
chiao, a Mongol general, the prince Shih-pu-la, and women of the
inner palace etc. more than 40,000 people, 15,000 horses and camels,
innumerable cattle and sheep, and baggage. The tu-tu Yit Tang-ytian
and Ho I'u again led troops and went to the Kerulen; they received the
submission of the Vjce-President of the State-Secretariat A-wan-mu etc.,
(captured] people, horses. and camels counting also to tens of thousands.

Then - the army turned back.”- P9/ 8 FE8sE RZANIM, HigER I



