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“There is no doubt that within a decade
Japan’s prosperity and power will be consider-
able. . . . I earnestly hope that those who are at
the helm of state will occupy their attention with
the problem while there is still time.”

L1 Hunc-cHANG.



PREFACE

“THE policy of the United States ”, declared John Hay
as Secretary of State, “is to preserve the territorial and
administrative entity of China ”. This celebrated declara-
tion was made at the height of the Boxer Rebellion of
1900, when there was a general apprehension that some
powers might seize the opportunity to precipitate anew the
scramble for Chinese territory that had occurred two years
previously.

The Boxer Rebellion ended with Russia in military oc-
cupation of Manchuria, and this in turn led directly to the
intervention of Japan in 1904 and to the subsequent trans-
fer to the latter of the lease of Port Arthur and Talienwan,
together with the section of the Southern Manchurian
branch of the Chinese Eastern Railway south of Chang-
chun. In order to complete the task which the McKinley
administration disinterestedly took upon itself the American
government during the two succeeding administrations first
interposed to localize the Russo-Japanese armed conflict,
then lent the good offices of the United States to China to
obtain American capital for the development of Manchuria,
and finally proposed to the Powers the  neutralization ”
of Manchurian railways.

Following the Portsmouth Conference in 1905, Japan
took great pains to convert her late enemy into a virtual
ally.  When the last of the steps mentioned was taken by
the United States, Japan came forward with Russia and
brought it to nought. Encouraged by success, she even
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vi Preface

launched with the latter further encroachments upon China.
Within a few years her partner turned Outer Mongolia
into an autonomous state, while she herself converted
southern Manchuria and eastern Inner Mongolia into what
was practically an exclusive sphere of influence. Russia’s
hold -upon Chinese territory has since been much weak-
ened by the revolution at home; but Japan, free from do-
mestic troubles, has shown no sign of retreating from her
entrenched position.

By the correspondence relating to the formation of the
four-power financial consortium, as well as by the result of
the Washington Conference, the United States has shown
herself disposed to acquiesce in ““ accomplished facts . This
attitude, let us hope, is merely one of those aberrations of
American foreign policy initiated by the Wilson administra-
tion. The United States has not ceased to have important
economic and cultural interests in China, and hence cannot
remain long indifferent to the fate of that country. Al-
ready she has reaffirmed the principle of the territorial
and administrative integrity of China and canceled the
Lansing-Ishii agreement. Is it possible that a frank re-
turn to the active policy of restoring the complete control
of Manchuria to China as pursued consistently by the
McKinley, Roosevelt, and Taft administrations, is thereby
presaged?

There seems to be no limit to Japanese ambition. The
blocking of the ‘ neutralization ™ scheme for Manchurian
railways in 1909 took place but one year after a Japanese
protectorate was securely established over Korea; and the
presentation of the Twenty-one Demands in 1915 with an
attempt to impose a vassalage upon China came immediately
after Japan found that her hold upon southern Manchuria
and eastern Inner Mongolia was to pass unchallenged. It
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is evident that this continuous march of the Japanese must
be stopped somewhere. American statesmen from 1900 to
1912 did not take the Great Wall of China as the line of
defence, but chose the Manchurian-Korean frontier. In
doing so they were undoubtedly right. Manchuria has in
the past repeatedly served as the base for hostile descents
upon China, and also forms today the only outlet for the
surplus of the Chinese millions of the north. If Korea is
but a limb of the Chinese political entity, Manchuria is
casily as vital as the throat. To compromise with Japan
upon Manchuria would be equivalent to letting China re-
main in the death embrace of her neighbor.

In the following pages an attempt will be made to trace
the problem of Manchuria back into remote antiquity, tak-
ing also some account of the bearing of Liuchiu, Korea,
and Mongolia upon the main question, ever mindful of the
maxim that what is not forgotten of the past will provide
a guide for the future.

It is proper to make some mention in this place of the
materials used in this monograph. For convenience these
materials may be classified into document collections and
works; and works further into classical and modern; and
both document collections and works further into official
and private, making six classes in all. The first five of
these classes, with the exception of about one dozen * gazet-
teers”” of less importance and certain collections of docu-
ments that have not been replaced after their loss in transit
during the last Japanese earthquake, are given with descrip-
tive notes in the “ List of Special Abbreviations ” below, to
which the reader is referred.

As to the last class, the modern private works, it may for
convenience be treated under two heads — Chinese, and
non-Chinese. Under the latter head the memoirs, and
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other works of a similar nature, are found indispensable.
The memoirs are not all written by men of a scholarly turn
of mind, and statements contained in them are often in-
accurate when examined in the light of documents. Be-
sides, the writers generally have some object in view, often
personal, and are apt to be biased. But such works are based
upon a personal experience, and thus supply suggestions for
further research, if not also valuable information of pri-
mary importance. Other modern works are as a whole not
very helpful. Most of them apparently suffer from a lack
of first-class source material, particularly of Chinese ma-
terial, which, it is hardly necessary to point out, is essential
for a subject like that of the present study.

What has been said is in general also true of modern
private Chinese works. As in other fields in China, art and
learning are going through a period of transition. Students
who are ardent about things Western are apt to forget what
they have at home, particularly in the question of source
material. Fortunately, the tradition of scholarship, of
which China in the past was justly proud, is not entirely
dead. In writing the monograph two excellent modern
works have been found helpful. As these fall outside the
“ List of Special Abbreviations” they may be given here.
They are: Chen Chung-tsu’s Contemporary Outer Mon-
golia (Shanghai, 1922), and Hsu Hsi’s The Eastern Three
Provinces (Shanghai, 1915). The latter is a study in the
old Chinese tradition, while the former is a digest from
records kept in the Residency-General in Urga.

A word may also be added concerning another point of
technique. In the Romanization of Chinese words the
Wade system is employed with certain modifications. One
of these is the adding of the consonant y before the vowel i
when the latter begins a word. This is for insuring the
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correct pronunciation by readers not familiar with the sys-
tem. Another is the omission of the sign indicating an as-
pirate, and of the signs distinguishing one ¢ or u, the two
vowels that vary in Chinese, from another. It is thought
that these signs are more important to sinologues than to
general readers.  Aside from the foregoing, effort has been
made to abstain from deviations.

It remains for the author to acknowledge his indebted-
ness. His profoundest gratitude is due to Judge John
Bassett Moore, Dr. Julius Goebel, Jr., and Professor Joseph
P. Chamberlain, of Columbia University. It was under
the inspiring supervision of Judge Moore that the study
was commenced, and it was with the painstaking criticism
of Dr. Gocbel and Professor Chamberlain that the work
was completed. He is also under great obligation to his
wife’s mother, Mrs. S. K. Lew, Dr. T. T. Lew of Peking
University, Judge Y. K. Kuo of the Supreme Court of
China, and Mr. Chuan Chao of the Chinese Ministry of
Foreign Affairs, for their assistance in collecting Chinese
materials in China, while he was in America; and to Mr.
Olin D. Wannamaker of Princeton-in-Peking, Dr. Albert
B. Marshall, formerly President of the Omaha Theological
Seminary, and Mrs. Marshall for reading the manuscript
and making many valuable suggestions.
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CHINA AND HER POLITICAL
ENTITY

CHAaPTER 1
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

Sec. 1. Early Chinese Colonization

THE Chinese nation had its origin in the Yellow River
basin. As it grew it expanded both southward into southern
China, and northeastward into Manchuria and Korea.

Of the northeastern region, southern Manchuria and
northern Korea, being the closest to the Yellow River basin,
were the sections colonized first. Students of the Chinese
classics claim that long before the reign of Yao (2357—
2258 B.C.), from which the first documents of the classic
Shu ching are dated, southern Manchuria and northern
Korea had formed a part of two of the nine provinces
into which China was then divided.* They also claim that
at the time of the ruler Shun (2257-2208 B.c.) the re-
gions in question were organized into two separate prov-
inces which, together with a third, formed the three new
provinces recorded to have been added to China by that
ruler.? However this may be, the descriptions of the
classic Chou li concerning the northeastern country are such
as to leave us without doubt that the regions under discus-
sion constituted the greater part of one of the nine prov-

1 Shang shu, s/10 et seq.
2 Ibid., 2/15 L.; cf. Tsiu shu, 13/22 L.
I
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inces into which China at the beginning of the Chou
dynasty (1122-250 B.C.) was divided.?

Although northern Korea and southern Manchuria
formed a part of the Chinese world at the very beginning
of Chinese history, extensive Chinese colonization of those
regions seems, however, not to have taken place until, dur-
ing the Chou dynasty. We have left us the record of a
dramatic migration headed by Chi-tzu, a prince of the
dynasty that was displaced by the Chou, who declined to
become a subject of the new ruling house, and migrated
with his men into the country east of the Liao river and
founded for himself a state known as Chao-hsien.* There
is no doubt as to the existence of Chi-tzu, for the classic
Shu ching included a document recording Chi-tzu’s advice
on principles of government to Wu-wang, the founder of
the Chou dynasty. As to Chi-tzu’s founding Chao-hsien,
it is probable that this is only a legend told by the inhabi-
tants of a Chinese colony founded at a much later date,
In any event, it is certain that by the middle part of the
Chou dynasty there was in existence a Chinese colony in
northern Korea which was ruled by the Chis, who claimed
that both the colony and the ruling house were founded by
Chi-tzu.

As to southern Manchuria, there are no allusions in
Chinese history as to how it was colonized. Judging by
its geographical position it could not have been left un-
occupied long after the establishment of Chao-hsien. It
is probable that it was colonized even before northern
Korea, but that on account of its proximity to the power-
ful feudal state of Yen, which had its capital on the site
of Peking, no feudal state like Chao-hsien was developed
there.

8 Chou Ui, 35/15 L. * Han Shu, 28 ii/3; Shih chi, 38/2-3.



Historical Background 3

Southern Manchuria and northern Korea are separated
from the Yellow River basin by the sea and by the Jehol
hills. The Yangtze valley, the section of the southern re-
gion closest to the Yellow River basin, is different. With
the exception of its upper section, which is surrounded by
mountains, its physical conformation is such that it forms
a natural geographical unit with the Yellow River basin.
For this reason Chinese migration to that valley began much
earlier than to the northeast. Indeed, we learn that by the
latter part of the Chou dynasty, while southern Manchuria
and northern Korea were still not yet fully developed, the
states in the middle and lower sections of the Yangtze
valley had already played important parts in the politics of
the Chinese world as equals of the states of the Yellow
River basin.

Simultaneously with the colonizing activities there was,
as the nation grew, a tendency among the feudal states to
consolidate by absorbing one another. In the twelfth cen-
tury before Christ, when the Chou dynasty was established,
there were 1,800 feudal states of various sizes in the
Chinese world. By the time of Confucius (551-479 B.C.),
shortly after the entrance of the Yangtze states into the
politics of the Yellow River basin, there were about 160
states left. ‘The Yangtze states, being more favored by
nature than the Yellow River states, were greater and more
powerful. Their appearance in the political arena of the
Chinese world had the effect of upsetting the existing politi-
cal equilibrium and hastening the natural process of con-
solidation already at work. Consequently, by the time of
Mencius, only about a century after Confucius, the 160
states of the latter’s time had been reduced to eight, includ-
ing Chao-hsien in northern Korea.

As a notable part of the process of consolidation, the
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feudal state of Yen extended its rule over southern Man-
churia. In doing so it came into conflict with the desert
tribe known as the Tung-hu, who occupied the Jehol hills
and were able to threaten the communication between Yen
and southern Manchuria, and to present a constant menace
to Yen itself. Under the great ruler Chao-wang (311-
278 B.c.) Yen therefore carried on a campaign against the
tribesmen, drove them off the hills, and constructed a wall
known as the Great Wall of Yen, to protect the hills and
southern Manchuria. In consequence it also established a
prefecture known as Yu-pei-ping over the hills, another
prefecture known as Liao-hsi over the west of the Liao,
and a third known as Liao-tung over the east of that river.®

Throughout the process of consolidation the ruling Chou
dynasty as a matter of policy did not take part. Conse-
quently it became more and more insignificant as the feudal
states grew, until by the time the Chinese world was di-
vided among eight states it had long ceased to wield an
unifying influence. It became necessary therefore that
some of the states should assume the leadership in its place.
Consequently the tendency to consolidate assumed also the
direction of unification. By 255 B.C., a century after the
time of Mencius and a few decades after Yen extended its
rule over southern Manchuria, Ts’in, the westernmost state
which occupied the strategical section of the country, the
present province of Shensi, had conquered all fellow states
except Chao-hsien.

Having the resources of the six states added to its own,
Ts’in or more appropriately the Ts’in dynasty (255-207
B.C.), as its ruling house is recognized by Chinese historians
as having succeeded the Chou dynasty from 255 B.C. on,
carried the process of unification further. Within a short

S Han shu, 94/4; Yen ko piao, 11/2, 7, 13, 14, 29.
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time it extended its influence beyond the boundaries of the
defunct states. In the northeast it acquired the allegiance
of Chao-hsien.® In the south it constituted what are now
the provinces of Fukien, Kuangtung and Kuangsi and a
part of Annam — sections of country beyond the Nanling
mountains which had hitherto been to only a small extent
colonized by the Chinese — into four prefectures.

The Ts’in dynasty soon fell as a result of the revolt of
the people of the lower and middle Yangtze valley. The
Han dynasty (206 B.c.—24 A.p.), which succeeded it, had
also difficulties with the same region. Consequently it was
not until the reign of Wu-ti (140-87 B.c.) that the process
of unification was carried further. Under that great ruler
Chinese direct rule was established over the Yunnan
plateau in the south. As to the northeast, attention was
directed to Chao-hsien. By that time the Chis there had
long been displaced by the Weis.” The latter had fled into
that country from the old territory of the feudal state of
Yen after taking part in an unsuccessful revolt against the
Han dynasty. True to their original antagomsm to the
ruling dynasty in China they adopted an aggresswe policy
towards it. ‘This supplied a good occasion. The Han
forces invaded Chao-hsien by land and sea, deposed the
Weis, and constituted the country into two prefectures,®
that southeast to Liao-tung being known as Lo-lang, and
that northeast to Liao-tung as Yuan-tu.’

South of Lo-lang and Yuan-tu was the country of the
Han tribes. Farther south across the sea were the islands
inhabited by the Japanese, or rather the Wo tribes, as they

8 Shik chi, 105/1.

T Ibid., 115/1; Hou han shu, 115/9.

8 Shik chi, 115/2~4; cf. Chi lin tung chik, 10/2-5.

® Hou han shu, 115/9—10; Chi lin tung chik, 10/1, 6, 8, 9-10.
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were known to the Chinese. Long before the establishment
of the prefectures in northern Korea Chinese migration had
also reached these countries.” The eastern coast of south-
ern Korea according to local tradition was colonized by
Chinese refugees who migrated across the sea at the time
the Ts’in dynasty fell, while the western coast was for some
time under the rule of the Chis, who migrated there after
they were expelled from Chao-hsien. Southern Korea, if
not also Japan, was therefore in just as favorable a position
for absorption into China as the country south of the
Yangtze valley. Indeed, it scems that the Han dynasty
might have advanced a step further after taking Chao-hsicn,
and established direct rule over southern Korea, if not also
the Japanese islands. The Han dynasty, however, was then
occupied with campaigns against the desert nomads known
as the Hsiung-nu, who, since the Ts’in dynasty, had formed
a constant menace to the existence of the Chinese nation.
These campaigns led finally to the subjugation of a section
of that powerful desert people, and the expulsion from the
Far East of another section, which spread into the West
and were known there as the Huns. ‘On the other hand, it
also led to the cessation of the process of unification in the
Far East. The tribes of southern Korea and certain sec-
tions of Japan, however, soon learnt to admire Chinese
power and culture. In this way Chinese influence was ex-
tended over these regions, not by conquest, but by voluntary
homage of local chieftains, who received in return appoint-
ments as hereditary governors to rule over their own people,

thus laying a foundation for the system of suzerainty later
developed.®

% Tt is said that not a few of the Japanese families of today
can trace their ancestral lines back to the early Chinese settlers.
10 Wej chih, 30/10 et seq; Hou han hsu, 115/10~12.
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North of Liao-tung, Lo-lang, and Yuan-tu was the
country of the tribes who were known in Chinese history
generically with those of the Korean peninsula and the
Japanese islands as the “ Tung-yi ”. They were known in
the west by mistake as the “ Tungus ”,** but will be known
for our purpose simply as the ‘ Manchurian tribes” or
“ Manchurian nomads”. In the age of the Chinese clas-
sics they were known to the Chinese as the Shu-shen. Both
the Bamboo Books and 8hih chi record that they appeared
at the court of Shun.* However this may be, they cer-
tainly appeared in the court of Sheng-wang (1115-1079
B.c.) of the Chou dynasty. Shu ching bears witness by
including one document, now lost,' in which the ruling

11 The term the “ Tungus » has, since Chinese students have been
going to Japan, crept into Chinese history textbooks and therefore
deserves some passing criticism, Western authorities in general seem
to agree that the term the “ Tungus” is derived from the term the
“Tung-hu”. (See E. G. Ravenstein, The Russians on the Amur—
London, 1861, p. 4.) If so, we have a case of misnomer. The
Tung-hu or Hsien-pie or Chitan and the Shu-shen or Nuchen or
Manchu, as each was known at different periods of history, were
two different peoples, one related to the desert nomads and the other
to the original tribes of northern Korea. They appeared in history
at different times, the latter at least seven centuries earlier than
the former; inhabited different parts of the land of nomads, the
latter in the Sungari valleys, and the former in the Cherim prairie
and Jehol hills; and lived independent lives as two peoples until
the latter was merged mainly into the Chinese and the former
mainly into the Mongols. They were consistently classified in all
Chinese records — except Tang shu which is better known for its
literary style than for its scientific accuracy — under two different
generic names, the “Pei-ti” and the “Tung-yi”. It, therefore,
seems strange to hear students of history call one by the name of
the other,

12 Man chou yuan liu, 1/4~5.
18 Shang shu, 17/10.
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dynasty exhorted their chieftain to loyalty. When the
Weis ruled over Chao-hsien a number of these Manchurian
tribes that lived close to that colony were subdued. When
the Han dynasty annexed Chao-hsien more of these tribes
tendered their allegiance.* In fact, conditions favored
Chinese expansion into the valleys of the Sungari as much
as into southern Korea and the Japanese islands. Yet the
military exhaustion that prevented China from growing in
one direction prevented her from growing in the other.
The tribes in the north, however, like the tribes in the south,
also learnt to admire Chinese power and culture. During
the Later Han dynasty (25-219) the tribe of the upper
Sungari known as the Fu-yu, which was closest to the pre-
fectures and more subject to Chinese cultural influence,
had founded a kingdom after the Chinese model, the first
of its kind in Manchuria. This state not only admitted
Chinese suzerainty, but also constantly fought on their side
against the descendants of the Tung-hu nomads known as
the Hsien-pie until it was conquered by the latter at the end
of the Wei dynasty (221-264).*°

The northeastern prefectures were handed down from
dynasty to dynasty. During the Han, Later Han, and Wei
dynasties, the prefectures of Yu-pei-ping, Liao-hsi, Liao-
tung, Lo-lang, and Yuan-tu formed part of one of the
thirteen provinces into which the China of those dynasties
was divided.®* During the Tsin dynasty (265-316) the
northern part of Liao-tung was organized as a prefecture
known as Chang-li, and the southern part of Lo-lang an-

1% Hou han shu, 115/3~10; 120/1~15; cf. Chi lin tung chih,
10/5~10.

18 Wei chik, 30/10~113 Tsin shu, 97/2.

18 Han shu, 28 ii/9—105 Hou han shu, 33/14~15; 115/2, 8—9,
10; Wei chik, 8/12—13; 30/15, 21.
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other known as Tai-fang, and, furthermore, the prefectures
east of the Liao river were united into a2 new province to
rank as one of the nineteen of that dynasty.”

Sec. 2. Rise of Separate Kingdoms

Between the present Great Wall of China and the chain
of mountains formed of the Alashan, the Yinshan, and the
Great Khingan, there lies a twilight zone between nomad-
ism and civilization, which has more than once served in
history as a base for nomadic descents upon the Yellow
River basin. Students of the Chinese classics claim that
the third province Shun added to the nine of Yao lies in
that twilight zone, and this indicates that the strategical
importance of that region was early recognized by Chinese
statesmen, Certainly the raids made by the nomads from
that region in the latter part of the Chou dynasty must have
convinced the feudal states along the northern frontier of
the necessity of driving them off. It was in pursuance of
such a policy that the feudal state of Yen occupied the
Jehol hills. About the same time Yen’s western neighbor,
the feudal state of Chao, occupied the Chahar steppes and
the section of the Yellow River at the foot of the Yinshan
range. [Finally, the Ts’in dynasty occupied the Ordos
region.

After the subjugation of the Hsiung-nu nomads by the
Han dynasty Chinese statesmen grew forgetful of the
necessity of keeping the wandering tribes at a distance. At
the beginning of the Later Han dynasty the Hsiung-nu
were allowed to settle down in the Ordos region and a
branch of the descendants of the Tung-hu nomads, known
as the Wu-huang, to settle down in the Jehol hills.** With
the decline of the Later Han dynasty, the unwisdom of the

17 Tsin shu, 14/21—23. 38 Wei chih, 30/4~5.
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measure became apparent. The Wei dynasty (220-264)
therefore removed the Wu-huang, who had revolted, into
the interior of China,’® and divided the Hsiung-nu, who
still remained loyal, into smaller and more manageable
units. The lesson learnt from the Wu-huang revolt, how-
ever, was ignored by the Ts’in dynasty, for that dynasty
not only let the Hsien-pie, a cousin tribe of the Wu-huang,
settle down in the Jehol hills after the latter were removed
from them, but also admitted more of the Hsiung-nu into
the Ordos region.”* The result was most unfortunate, for,
shortly afterwards, when a fratricidal war took place
among the imperial princes, the nomads, led by the Hsiung-
nu, revolted, compelled the ruling dynasty to retire to the
Yangtze valley, and converted the Yellow River basin into
a battleground for over a century (317-439) —a period
known in history as the Barbarian Rebellion.

By the beginning of the fifth century after Christ a
branch of the Hsien-pie nomads under their chieftains, the
Tobas, descended upon these war-worn barbarians, destroyed
one by one the kingdoms the latter had set up in the
Yellow River basin, and established the first of several bar-
barian dynasties known in history as the Northern Dynasties
(439-580), thus ending the Rebellion as far as that basin
was concerned.

The effects of the Rebellion were to tell yet more
seriously upon China. The nomadic problem which con-
fronted the statesmen of the feudal states of the latter part
of the Chou dynasty and of the Ts’in and Han dynasties,
and had been practically solved by the subjugation of the
Hsiung-nu nomads, had become serious again through the
subversion of Chinese power by the Barbarian Rebellion.

19 Wei chih, 30/4—s.
20 Tsin shu, 97/17~19.
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The following century and a half, i.e., during the existence
of these barbarian dynasties in the Yellow River basin and
before the unification of China by the Chinese Sui dynasty
(581-617), presented, therefore, a condition of things
similar to what existed at the latter part of the Chou
dynasty, not only in the division of the nation into inde-
pendent units, but also in the relation between these units
and the nomads. The barbarian dynasties, however, on
account of their alienage, could not elicit the same support
which the people had given to the feudal states of the Chou
dynasty, and hence the barbarian rulers were compelled, on
the whole, to remain on the defensive. Indeed, from the
last days of the Tobas (about §35) onward, the barbarian
dynasties were so hard pressed by the nomads that they had
to construct walls for protection?’ Being different in
purpose from the walls built by the feudal states, i.e., de-
fensive, rather than offensive, the walls of the barbarian
dynasties which formed the basis of the modern Great
Wall of China, did not follow the old track ** of the walls
of the feudal states, but struck out in an easterly direc-
tion from the Yellow River at the foot of the Chahar
steppes to the coast of the Pohai,?*® abandoning the Chahar
steppes and the Jehol hills to the nomads, and leaving the
northeastern prefectures to whatever fate might befall
them.*

1 Wei shu, 3/14; Pei chi shu, 4/14, 18, 20; Chou shu, 7/6.

22 The section east of the Yellow River appears to coincide
more or less with the dividing line between Outer Shansi, Outer
Chihli, and the intra-Palisade Shengking on the one side, and Inner
Mongolia and the land of the Manchurian nomads on the other.
Sce Cheng te fu chik, 3/5—11; San ting chik, 1/1-14.

228 Known to the West as two regions of water, the Gulf of
Liaotung and the Gulf of Pechili.

2 For further information about the Wall see Sui shw, 1/15,
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At the opening of the Barbarian Rebellion southern
Manchuria and northern Korea, being nearest to the Hsien-
pie nomads,* fell conveniently into the hands of a branch
whose chieftains were known as the Mujungs. With the
resources of the northeastern prefectures at their disposal,
the Mujungs found no difficulty in descending upon the
Yellow River basin and taking part in the general struggle
to master that section of the country. Indeed, they suc-
ceeded in remaining on the field till almost the end of the
Rebellion.*®

The position of the Mujungs in the northeastern prefec-
tures, however, became precarious as soon as their centre of
interest moved into the Yellow River basin. From the
very beginning a Manchurian tribe known as the Kao-ku-
1i,*® who lived side by side with the Hsien-pie on the border
of the northeastern prefectures, had cast a covetous eye upon
that section of the country, and on several occasions the
Mujungs had to drive them back across the border.>” After
the Tobas descended into the Yellow River basin and ended
the Mujung power, taking advantage of the situation the
Kao-ku-li occupied the three remoter prefectures, Lo-lang,
Yuan-tu, and Tai-fang,*® and there founded a barbarian

23, 243 3/11=123 13/205 Fang yu cki yao, 9/26 l.; 10/24 l—
26 J. For further information about the northeastern prefectures
see Wei shu, 105/35—38; Swui shu, 30/20; Tang shku, 39/20-21;
Wu tai shik, 72/8; Yen ko piao, 34/27-32; 35/1~305 Fang yu chi
a0, 5/12, 30-31.

2% Hou han shu, 120/10—14; Wei chih, 30/7-9; Tsin shu,
108/1; Yen ko piao, 35/11 1.

25 Tsin shu, books 109—110 and 123-124.

28 Wei chih, 12/15;3 Liang shu, 54/21~22.

27 Tsin shu, 109/7-8.

28 Ibid., 110/5 b.; x11/x2 b; 123/11; Liang shu, 54/54-55.
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kingdom known after the tribe as Kao-ku-li or Kao-li.
The Tobas were naturally not as interested as the Mujungs
had been in that section of the country. Furthermore, they
were fully engaged first, in the conquest of other barbarian
kingdoms in the Yellow River basin, and then, in
the struggle against newcomers from the desert. Con-
sequently Kao-li was able not only to hold on, but presently
also to annex the prefectures of Liao~tung and Chang-li,
thus extending her territory as far west as the Liao
river.?®

The Barbarian Rebellion did not end in the northeast
with the establishment of the kingdom of Kao-li. We had
occasion above to speak of southern Korea and the Japanese
islands as having been brought up to a high degree of
civilization through Chinese immigration. It is quite nat-
ural that the example of Kao-li was readily followed in
those regions, and within a comparatively short period of
time three more kingdoms made their appearance in the
northeast, one of them in the Japanese islands known as
Wo, after the name of the tribe of the islands; another on
the western coast of southern Korea, known as Pai-chi;
and a third on the eastern coast of the same section of the
peninsula known as Hsin-lo.

Thus, as a result of the Barbarian Rebellion, a separatist
tendency was set in motion in the northeast. But if this
was due to the temporary eclipse of China, the tendency was
from the very outset checked by the potentiality of her
power. When the Hsiung-nu nomads started the Rebellion
by revolt against the incompetent Tsin dynasty, their chief-
tains based their claim to the throne on the fact of their
being descendants of the Han dynasty by a female line.

20 Pei shik, 94/7.
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When the Mujungs descended upon the northeastern pre-
fectures they applied for authorization to act as governors *°
to the Eastern Tsin dynasty (317-419), by which name
the Tsin is known in history after its retirement to the
Yangtze valley. It is curious that, despite their military
power, the nomads continued to regard China as the foun-
tain head of authority in the Far East. Settled communi-
ties, being children of Chinese cultural influences, of course,
were not slow to do the same thing. After the rise of the
kingdoms in the northeast their rulers, therefore, one after
another applied for authorization to hold their kingly offices
to the Chinese dynasties — known in history as the Southern
Dynasties (420-589) — which followed the Eastern Tsin
dynasty in the Yangtze valley, and which represented the
legitimate line of succession.®* These rulers were appointed
as governors and at the same time invested as kings. For
example, the first titles the king of Kao-li received were
“ Commander-in-Chief of the Forces of Ying-chou, King
of Kao-li, and Prefectural Duke of Lo-lang”, and the
first titles the king of Wo received were “ Commander-in-
Chief of the Forces of Wo, Pai-chi, Hsin-lo, Jen-na, Tsin-
han, and Mu-han Nations, East-Tranquilling Marshal, and
King of Wo ”.%

80 Tsin shu, 108/3 et seq.

31 For Pai-chi see Tsin chu, 9/3 1. For Kao-li see Pien yi
tien, 13/34; Wei shu, 4 i/17. For Wo see Sung shu, 97/18 I~

19. For Hsin-lo see Liang shu, 54/25. See also Sui shu, 81/1 1.,
6, 8, for all.

82 The five kings of Wo that were recorded as having received
investitures from the Sung of the Southern Dynasties have been
identified by an eminent Japanese authority with the following
Japanese mikados: O-sazaki, Mizuha-wake, O-asazuma-wakago-
sukune, Anaho, and O-hatsuse-waka-take. See Wang Tung-leng,
History of Eastern Asia (in Chinese) (Shanghai, 1922), vol. i,
P- 194
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In 589 the Sui dynasty (581-617) effected the unifica-
tion of the country within the Wall, as the Ts’in dynasty
had also done in 255 B.c., and it was inevitable that the
question of China’s relation with the kingdoms of the north-
east should again present itself. The northeastern country,
however, was at this time more detached from the rest of
the Chinese world than had been the case in the third cen-
tury before Christ, on account of the simple fact that China
was not in possession of the twilight zone of nomadism and
civilization that lay between the two sections. Further-
more, the northeastern kingdoms had developed a greater
local sentiment than had previously been the case in Chao-
hsien. This was particularly true in the northeastern pre-
fectures, where a nomadic conquest had taken place. Con-
sequently, if the question of the relation of China with
those kingdoms was to be solved successfully, it could not
be made in the same way as before.

As records show, neither the Sui dynasty, nor the Tang
(618-906), which followed immediately, had any desire
to reconquer Kao-li, and still less the other kingdoms in
southern Korea and the Japanese islands. Therefore, had
the petty rulers of the time been able to recognize the rela-
tive position of their kingdoms with China, or at least re-
spected the relationship which their predecessors had already
established for them, the status quo in the Far Eastern
political system would doubtless not have been disturbed.
The petty rulers were unable to do either.

‘The unification of China, coupled with the reéstablish-
ment of Chinese control over the nomads, naturally enough
disquieted the kingdom of Kao-li, and moved her to under-
take warlike preparations. Wen-ti (581-604), the first
Sui emperor, took offense at these evidently disloyal acts,
but being a man of moderate nature he confined himself
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merely to sending the king of Kao-li a personal letter of
remonstrance. In view of the revelation the letter makes
of the attitude and policies of China towards the north-
eastern question at that time, it may be justifiable to re-
produce it in part: **

. . . Although the people and the territory of the out-
of-the-way kingdom of your highness are insignificant,
they are just the same my people and my territory. If we
were to depose your highness, we could not leave the post
vacant and would have to select some one to fill it. Should
your highness be able to cleanse your heart, modify your
conduct, and hereafter act in conformity with the funda-
mental laws of the empire, we would already have had a
good minister, and why should we trouble ourselves to send
other talents! In administering laws, the rulers of old
were guided above all by the principle of justice; reward
is for the good, and punishment for the evil. The people
within the four seas will know what we do. If we should
impose armed forces upon your highness without a just
cause, what would they think of us? We hope your high-
ness will consider what we have said and desist from further
designs. . .

‘The letter did not bring the desired effect, and the Sui
dynasty resorted to force. The successor of Wen-ti, on
whom the task fell, was, however, not competent to carry
it out. He not only failed to enforce the suzerain claims
of China, but also so discredited himself with his badly con-
ducted campaigns that the malcontents in the country were
able to bring about a widespread rebellion and overthrow
the dynasty itself.

The failure of the Sui dynasty also discredited China in
the eyes of the other kingdoms, and under the Tang dynasty

38 Sui shu, 81/3—4. 8¢ Ibid., 81/1-3, 5.
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their attitude towards the suzerain was found likewise not
at all satisfactory.” The first years of the new dynasty,
however, passed without any serious conflict, as China was
then fully occupied with attempts to subdue the Tu-chueh
nomads, who had again gone beyond control as a result of
the fall of the Sui dynasty. But towards the close of the
reign of Tai-tsung (627-649) and the beginning of the
reign of Kao-tsung (650-683), when Chinese rule was
reéstablished throughout the land of nomads, the attention
of the dynasty was again directed eastward. On the occa-
sion Hsin-lo appealed to the Tang dynasty for protection
against attacks from Kao-li and Pai-chi, the dynasty readily
despatched forces to her aid.*® Against a powerful dynasty
like the Tang the latter kingdoms had little chance of suc-
cess. In 660 Pai-chi was conquered, and eight years later
Kao-li underwent the same fate.*’

True to its original purpose — the enforcement of suze-
rain claims — the Tang dynasty refrained from annexing
the kingdoms. 1In 665, as soon as tranquillity was restored
in Pai-chi, and still three years before the conquest of
Kao-li, the dynasty created the son of the deposed king
“Prince of Tai-fang ” and restored the kingdom to him.*
In 677, under similar circumstances it restored Kao-li to
her deposed king.*® In this case the process had to be ar-
rested on account of the complicity of the king in a rebel-
lion which led to his deposition the second time. A little
later the Tang dynasty, however, reconsidered the question
of reéstablishing Kao-li. In 687 it created the twice-
deposed king’s grandson “ Prince of Chao-hsien ”. In 698
it despatched him home. In the following year it further

35 Tang shu, 220/2-4. 38 Ibid., 220/19.

38 Ibid., 220/4~5, 16, 20. 38 Ibid., 220/21 et seq.

3 Ibid., 220/5-11, 12-14, 17.
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appointed an uncle of the young prince “ Protector-General
of Antung” — the title borne by the Tang governors of
Kao-li since the conquest — thus terminating direct control
over the kingdom.*°

‘The once proud, though petty, kingdoms of Kao-li and
Pai-chi were, however, destined to disappear from the pe-
ninsula; for their old enemy, the kingdom of Hsin-lo,
which had fought them when they were at their height of
power, could not be expected to abstain from taking advan-
tage of them now that they were in this plight. During a
short civil disturbance in China occasioned after the death
of Kao-tsung by the usurpation of the imperial throne by his
widow, Pai-chi was practically absorbed by Hsin-lo. Later,
during another civil disturbance in China, known in history
as the An-Shih Rebellion, which closed the reign of Hsuan-
tsung (713-755), southern Kao-li was also absorbed by
Hsin-lo.*' In the civil disturbance after the death of Kao-
tsung, a kingdom was set up by a Manchurian tribe in
the upper Sungari, which was then included in the northern
confines of Kao-li. This kingdom was later known as Po-
hai, after the title “ Prince of Po-hai ” conferred upon its
king by the Tang dynasty. During the An-Shih Rebellion,
when Hsin-lo absorbed the southern half of Kao-li, Po-hai
absorbed the northern.** Thus Pai-chi and Kao-li both
disappeared from history.

The fate of the kingdom of Wo was equally eventful.
The titles conferred upon the king of Wo by the Southern
Dynasties given above indicate that the interests of this
kingdom at that time were not confined to the islands.
When the kingdoms of Kao-li, Pai-chi, and Wo made their

40 Ibid., 220/15.
41 Ibid., 220/15, 19, 22.
42 Ibid., 219/14 et seq.
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appearance, the eastern coast of southern Korea was still in
an unorganized state. While Kao-li was much occupied
in the north, and while Pai-chi was comparatively small
and weak, Wo did not fail to take upon herself the pleasant
task of dominating that southeastern section of the penin-
sula. This aggression did not pass unnoticed. A native
kingdom known as Hsin-lo made its appearance there, drove
out the Wos and ended this almost legendary Japanese over-
seas activity.*

Before Wo finally withdrew to live for the next thirteen
centuries, except a decade or two, a peaceful life in the
islands as a respectable member of the Far Eastern world,
she was to appear yet again to test with the rest of the petty
kingdoms the power of the Tang dynasty. This conflict
took place during the Tang campaigns against Pai-chi when
Wo sent assistance to the peninsula kingdom. Her part,
however, was not sufficient to tip the balance in favor of
Pai-chi, for her second and larger detachment of forces,
consisting of 27,000 men and 400 vessels, was met by a
Tang fleet before landing and completely annihilated.**
With this failure Wo immediately set about to prepare for
a worse fate. ‘The Tang commander of the expeditionary
forces, however, not only did not follow up his success but
even sent Wo a mission of good will. This resulted in Wo’s
sending periodical missions of homage to the Tang court
until the decline of that dynasty.** It was during that
dynasty that Wo first adopted the present name of Jih-pen,
or Japan as it appears in the Anglicized form.

48 Pien yi tien, 28/2 L, 8 1., 9, 11.
* Tang shu, 108/2 l.; 220/18 L
45 [bid., 220/26 et seq.
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Sec. 3. Remerging of Manchuria into China

Down to the Barbarian Rebellion there was no such di-
vision of functions between the civil and the military as in
later ages. Under such circumstances local governors were
primarily trained administrators and secondarily successful
soldiers, if they must be also soldiers at all; for even in
border provinces where a governor had the duty of warding
off invasion and even of inflicting punishment upon the
border tribes for offenses not great enough to demand na-
tional attention, that duty would yet be small in comparison
with the duties of administering justice for the people, of
preventing drought and flood or remedying their effects, of
providing facilities for education, of collecting national
revenues, and of maintaining post-roads. This system had
the result, that on the one hand there was not such prejudice
against professional soldiers as in later ages, and on the
other, the military elements in the country did not constitute
a menace to the state.

A new condition of things, however, was brought about
in consequence of the Barbarian Rebellion. The barbarians
who came to establish dynasties in the Yellow River basin
after the Rebellion found themselves not only unable to
rule the country owing to the lack of experience but also
compelled to maintain an army to insure safety among an
alien people. Under such circumstances they instinctively
delegated civil administration to the Chinese who were
better versed in the art of government and retained for
themselves military administration. This operated first to
divorce the military function from the civil, and then,
naturally enough, to assure the domination of the former
over the latter.

In later ages the military, though never again united with
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the civil function as in the early ages, was always held sub-
ordinate to the latter. The Tang dynasty, having followed
close on the heels of the barbarian dynasties, had no earlier
experience to profit by, and therefore was to suffer through
the consequences of the change. Although it did not place
the civil below the military, for the necessity of so doing
had disappeared with the end of the barbarian dynasties, it
never hesitated to treat the two as mutually independent.
Thus in the country military governors were in control of
the armies of the nation side by side with civil governors
who attended to judicial, economic and educational matters,
and on the border where the Han dynasty would have only
maintained civil prefects who were also soldiers, the Tang
dynasty stationed military defence commissioners with large
armies under their command.*® At the beginning of the
dynasty when the central government was itself in control
of large armies and the emperors and ministers of state
were often themselves great soldiers the system not only
worked well but even made the dynasty one of the most
glorious in military achievement in the history both of
China and of the world. But when peace brought about
general disarmament and converted soldier emperors and
ministers into civil administrators pure and simple, local
military authorities began to absorb civil functions and make
themselves more or less independent of the central govern-
ment. Thus in the latter part of the Tang dynasty a sys-
tem of military feudalism came into existence in China and
the vigorous control exercised by the early Tang dynasty
over the nomads was gradually slackened; and when the
dynasty came to an cnd, China fell into a number of petty
states and the nomads again became uncontrollable.*” After

48 Fang yu chik yao, 5/31 et seq.
47 Tang shu, 210/1~3.
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the lapse of half a century known in history as the Five
Dynasties (907-959), the Sung dynasty (960—1126) was
established and the nation was again unified; but the no-
madic situation had been so developed as to pass beyond
remedy.

The effect of the fall of the Tang dynasty upon the
nomads was both immediate and tremendous. In 911, only
four years after the fall of that dynasty, the descendants
of the Hsien-pie nomads that lived on the Cherim prairie
and were known as the Chitans ** had shown signs of rest-
lessness. By 924 they had conquered their cousins in the
Jehol hills in the south, the Manchurian tribes in the north,
the Tu-chueh nomads in the west, and the kingdom of
Po-hai in the east.*” In 923 they seized the two prefectures
on both sides of what is now Shanhaikuan — remnants of
the ancient prefectures of Yu-pei-ping and Liao-hsi.** In
936 they occupied the Pei-ho basin.®* In 946 they even
marched upon the Yellow River basin and proclaimed
the establishment of a dynasty known as the Liao to suc-
ceed the Tang dynasty.®> This, however, they failed to
maintain.

The Sung dynasty, after the unification of the nation,
was not only unable to end the Chitan power but was even
unable to recover the Pei-ho basin, and so the entering
wedge of the nomads upon the nation was not removed.*®
But as by that time the vigor of the Chitans had already

48 Ibid., 219/1, 7—9.

4 Liao shik, 1/4y 935 2/4-7.

80 Ibid., 2/33 Wu tai shik, 72/11; Fang yu chik yao, 6/31.

51 Liao shih, 3/9-11; 4/2.

52 Ibid., 4/13-15.

58 Sung shik, 4/8 et seq.; s/2-43 7/6; 11/3—4; 15/11. For
similar attempts of the petty dynasties preceding the Sung dynasty
see Liao shih, 6/4—5; Wu tai shih, 73/4.



Historical Background 23

declined, no disaster immediately fell upon China. In the
twelfth century, however, a new nomadic tide arose, when
the Manchurian tribe of the Amur river, known as the
Nuchen,’* revolted against the Chitans and succeeded in
displacing them. In face of this new tide of nomadism
with the dyke washed away by the previous tide, the Sung
dynasty had no alternative but to abandon the Yellow
River basin and retire to the Yangtze valley — known in
history henceforth as the Southern Sung dynasty (1127-
1279) — and the Nuchens thereupon founded a barbarian
dynasty in northern China known as the Chin.”® But the
end was not yet, for nomadism, unless checked, recurs.
Another century passed and the Mongols,*® cousins of the
Chitans, did not fail to follow the footsteps of the Chitans
and the Nuchens before them. They revolted against the
Nuchens and replaced them much in the same manner as
the Nuchens had done with respect to the Chitans.®” Be-
fore this third tide of nomadism with now only one-half
of the resources of the nation at its disposal the Southern
Sung dynasty could not but forfeit its existence. This took
place a quarter of a century after the Nuchens had suc-
cumbed. Upon the ruins of the Chin and Sung dynasties
the Mongols established the Yuan dynasty (1280-1367),
the first barbarian dynasty that ever ruled over the whole
of China.*®

The conquest of southern China by the Mongols removed
an incompetent dynasty and gave the people an opportunity

54 For the tribes of Manchuria before the rise of the Nuchens
see Tang shu, 219/2~6, 8—9, 12-13.

88 Chin shih, 2/6-8, 12, 20—213 3/8; 4/8.

5 For the origin of the Mongols see Tang shu, 219/10-11;
Chiu tang shu, 199 ii/15 L—17.

57 Yuan shik, 1/14.

88 Ibid., 1/15-17; 2/2-3.
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to attack the nomadic problem themselves. On the other
hand, the Mongols were not as ready to lose their identity
in the Chinese people as the Tobas and the Nuchens had
been, although they were equally ready to be assimilated in
ideas. Consequently, the culmination of nomadic ascen-
dency turned out to be its end. In 1531, just about half a
century after the death of Kablai Khan (1264—94) the
founder of the Yuan dynasty, the Yangtze valley revolted,
and fifteen years afterwards the Ming dynasty (1368
1644 ) was established,* and the Mongols were driven back
to their desert home ®® and made to submit to Chinese con-
trol even as the equally proud Hsiung-nu and Tu-chueh
nomads before them.®*

The sage Laocius has it that blessing and disaster like
chums are often found together. If during the nomadic
ascendency China found her territory bit by bit taken away
from her, when the process was over she found herself in
possession of one-half of the northeast which she had long
lost. Had the Chitans and the Nuchens confined themselves
to Manchuria as the Kao-ku-li did with respect to the
Korean peninsula they might have developed a kingdom
separate from China even as Kao-li. But from the very
beginning they were not bent so much upon the establish-
ment of a separate kingdom as upon the establishment of a
dynasty in succession to the Tang dynasty, as in the case of
the Chitans, or to displace the Sung dynasty, as in the case
of the Nuchens. The result was as natural as it was con-
tradictory, that the twilight zone of nomadism and civiliza-
tion and southern Manchuria, with all the possibilities that
came with their acquisition, were restored to China.

5 Ming shik, 2/1.
80 Ibid., 2/2~3, 5; 327/1; Fang yu shik yao, 9/10.
81 See infra, sec. s.
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The kingdom of the Chitans was divided into five
“ provinces ”, the Pei-ho basin constituting two, the Jehol
hills, the Liao basin, and the Cherim prairie one each.?
The Nuchens added the upper Sungari basin as a fourth to
the three established by the Chitans in the extra-mural
country.®® The Yuan dynasty gave the Cherim prairie back
to the desert tribes, converted the upper Sungari basin into
a special territory, established one prefecture on the hills
and four in the Liao basin, and constituted the entire region
into one of the eleven provinces into which the China of
the Yuan dynasty was divided:** The Ming dynasty re-
stored autonomy to the tribes of the upper Sungari, con-
verted the hills and the Liao basin into two units, divided
by the Liao river, of a military zone along the northern
frontier, and constituted the unit west of the Liao, known
as Ta-ling, part of Chihli and the unit east of the Liao,
known as Liao-tung, part of Shantung — Chihli and Shan-
tung being two of the fourteen provinces into which the
China of the Ming dynasty was divided.®®

Sec. 4. China and the Kingdoms
(1) Korea

About the time the Chitans conquered the kingdom of
Po-hai, Hsin-lo, the co-heir of the terrtory of Kao-li, also
fell into its constituent parts with two new kingdoms set
up in the territories of the old kingdoms of Kao-li and
Pai-chi and bearing the old names. The problem of the
peninsula, however, proved simple of solution. Under the

92 Liao shik, 38/2; 39/1-3; 40/1-2.

93 Chin shik, 24/1-18.

8% Yuan shik, 59/1—6; Pien yi tien, 21/555 Sheng ching tung
chik, 1o/2~3.

88 Ming shih, 37/2 et seq; 41/10-15.
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leadership of one Wang Kien, Kao-li absorbed Hsin-lo,
conquered Pai-chi and unified the peninsula (936).%

As early as 923, i.e., thirteen years before the unification
of the peninsula, Kao-li had taken upon herself the duty of
Hsin-lo in paying homage to the Chinese court, then rep-
resented by one of the petty dynasties that followed after
the Tang dynasty in quick succession.’” But in 995 when
the Sung dynasty was not able to protect her from the
Chitans she was compelled to transfer her allegiance to the
latter.®® ‘This transfer of allegiance, however, was only
temporary, for with the merging of the kingdom of the
Chitans into China, when the Nuchens conquered it to-
gether with northern China, Kao-li’s allegiance reverted
to China.

Five centuries had elapsed since the Tang dynasty en-
forced China’s suzerain claims in the peninsula. During
this half of a millennium the peninsula was left much to
itself either because its right to separate existence was recog-
nized as during the powerful Tang dynasty, or because no-
body was strong enough to question it as during the time
of the Chitans and Nuchens. A new condition of things
now came into existence with the rise of the Mongols, who
were more powerful than the Chitans and the Nuchens and
less considerate than the Tang dynasty. When the Mon-
gols first appeared, they made periodical raids ®® upon Kao-li
as upon northern China. When Kablai Khan became a
Chinese monarch the Mongols ceased their raids and laid
suzerain claims upon her instead.” The change, how-

8 Pien yi tien, 28/54-55;5 16/34-37.
87 Wu tai shik, 74/11-12.

88 Lizo shik, 13/4; 115/2—4.

8 Yuan shik, 208/1-4.

0 Ibid., 258/4; 208/14.
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ever, was only in form and not in kind, for the suzerainty
exercised by the Mongols differed fundamentally from what
was exercised by former dynasties. On one occasion a
king was deposed, and two of his ministers publicly flogged
by the imperial government.”™ On another a minister was
summoned to the imperial court for punishment.”* On still
another a king not only was deposed, but also exiled to the
south coast of China,” i.., sent from one end of the
empire to the other. And these were but single instances
of the exercise of that suzerain power. It is probably more
correct to describe the China of the time as the * protector ”
than as the suzerain. In fact in 1321 a provincial govern-
ment was established in the kingdom to rule, in theory, side
by side with the king but in practice, in his place.™ In the
latter circumstances Kao-li really differed from the prov-
inces only in the respect that she still had a king. Indeed,
in 1323 the abolition of the kingship which had evidently
become superfluous was discussed, but this measure was
abandoned when a Chinese minister of state differed from
his Mongol colleagues and advised to the contrary. Aside
from the question of the competency or incompetency of
the house of the Wangs, he based his opinion against an-
nexation upon the ground that the race, language, and cul-
ture of the peninsula kingdom were sufficiently different
from those of China to justify a separate national exist-
ence.”™

If the barbarian kingdom of Kao-li was considered as
distinct enough to exist separate from China after the de-
velopment of only two centuries, how mucl more would the
native kingdom of Kao-li be so considered after the de-

" Ibid., 20/1. ™ Yuan shik, 63/26.
"2 Ibid., 21/9. 8 Ibid., 178/11.
™8 Pien yi tien, 22/15-16.
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velopment of another six centuries? It is true that during
the Sui and the early Tang dynasties the peninsula, being
virtually cut off from China, could not serve as a coloniz-
ing ground. But it is equally true that during the Yuan
dynasty and early Ming the peninsula, like southern China
of the time, had sufficient population of its own to provide
for. The attempt of the Yuan dynasty therefore would
undoubtedly not have been followed up, even if it had been
consummated. When Hung-wu-ti (1368-1398) the first
Ming emperor came to power, instead of maintaining the
provincial government established by the Yuan dynasty in
Kao-li, he merely announced to the latter the fact of his
ascension to the Chinese throne. The act of Hung-wu-ti
reminds one of that of Wen-ti of the Sui dynasty. But
the native kingdom of Kao-li, which had become wise
through a period of difficulty, differed greatly from the
barbarian kingdom of Kao-li which was arrogant because
of her unchallenged position of two centuries. The result
of Hung-wu-ti’s announcement was, therefore, not war,as
on the previous occasion, but the inauguration of a new
period of harmonious relation between the suzerain and the
vassal lasting to our own time —a duration of half a
millennium. On receiving the announcement, the king of
Kao-li applied to the Ming dynasty for investiture. This
was accordingly granted.”® In order to give a further token
of good will the emperor, having learned from the envoys
of Kao-li that the king devoted himself to religion to the
neglect of government, sent him a present of books consist-
ing of the Six Classics, the Four Books and Tung chien —
the last a political history of China showing causes of suc-
cess and failure in government — together with a personal
letter,”” which, both for itself and for its prophetic indica-
16 Ming shih, 320/1. 77 Ibid., 320/1-2.
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tion of the trend of subscquent history, may be justifiably
reproduced here. ‘The emperor, himself an ex-Buddhist
monk, had the following to say:

The rulers of old paid special attention to the defence of
the country, to the means of subsistence of the people, and
to the maintenance of a proper place as the centre of gov-
ernment. We have learnt that, on the contrary, your high-
ness has sheltered your people with no wall, abandoned the
land of Po-hai as waste, and housed even the person of your
highness in mean huts. We can hardly consider this ad-
visable. ‘The important functions of government are the
vicarial and the military. If one devote himself to the
offering of prayers to Buddha instead, let him acquaint
himself with the fate of Wu-ti of the Liang dynasty. The
kingdom of your highness is adjacent to the Nuchens on
the north and to the Wo tribe on the south. May your
highness neglect not vigilance.

‘The house of the Wangs, however, was destined to va-
cate its place for others to enjoy the peace of half a mil-
lennium, for the successor of the king, an adopted son, was
less competent a person and soon brought an end to the
Wang line. This came about thus:

The fertile basin of the river Yalu formed originally a
part of the kingdom of Po-hai.™ When the Chitans con-
quered that kingdom, the kingdom of Kao-li, which had
just been set up by Wang Kien, seized the opportunity and
pushed her boundary north to that river. The Chitans,
however, considered that region too vital to their interests,
and in spite of best friendly relations did not hesi-
tate to push her back from that place as soon as they could
afford to do so (1010-1020)."™ In the thirteenth century,

8 Liao shik, 115/1. ™ Ibid., 115/3.
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after the lapse of about two hundred and fifty years Kao-li,
availing herself of the fall of the Chin dynasty in China,
again pushed to the Yalu.®® This time her success was final,
for although during the Yuan dynasty she was again pushed
back, she was after the lapse of two decades given the pos-
session of the territory she so much coveted.®* Kao-li,
however, did not remain contented. When the Yuan dy-
nasty fell, she even advanced beyond the river and occupied
the right bank of the upper course. In 1387, when the
question came up, the Ming court ruled that since the Yalu
had been the boundary between China and Kao-li in the
Yuan dynasty, it should remain so. By this decision the
new king refused to abide. This, of course, meant war
with the suzerain, and therefore led to dissension in the
court of the kingdom itself. The general who was sent to
garrison the territory in defiance of the imperial ruling, re-
volted and replaced the Wangs. In 1392, the new ruler,
whose name was Li Cheng-kuei, applied to the imperial
government for recognition as well as a new designation
for his kingdom. In consideration of the cause that led to
the change of ruling house the imperial government readily
accorded him recognition and conferred upon his kingdom
the name of the ancient colony Chao-hsien.®? As to the
name of Kao-li which has so long been associated with the
nation, it is natural that it could not be easily forgotten,
In fact, outside of official communications, that nation up
to the present is equally known as Chao-hsien and Kao-li,
and in the West it is even known almost exclusively by the
latter, which in its Latinized form is written as Corea or
Korea.

R0 Chin shih, 2/12.
81 Sheng ching tung chih, 10/2-3.
82 Ming shikh, 320/4—6.
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With the establishment of the kingdom of Chao-hsien,
or Chosen as the Japanese write it, the good will of the
Ming court found response. Throughout the Ming dynasty
Chao-hsien never failed in her duty towards the suzerain.
On the other hand, the favor of the Ming dynasty to Chao-
hsien was an object of envy among the vassal states.®® And
this good relationship was not confined to form and senti-
ment. When Chao-hsien was overrun by the Japanese in
the end of the sixteenth century the Ming dynasty readily
came to her rescue. When the Ming dynasty fought
against the rising Manchus at the beginning of the seven-
teenth century Chao-hsien hastened to send aid. Indeed,
it was in days of trial that the strong tie between the
suzerain and the vassal was best demonstrated. Before the
Manchus entered China, Chao-hsien was twice overrun by
them and finally (1636) compelled to transfer her alle-
giance to them even as Kao-li had had to do with respect
to the Chitans during the Sung dynasty; and yet during
the struggle between the Ming dynasty and the Manchus
that followed, Chao-hsien avoided every duty that would
require her to go against her former suzerain.** The Tsing
dynasty (1644—1911) made no departure from the policy
of the Ming dynasty towards Chao-hsien *** and the happy
relation established between China and that vassal kingdom
by the founder of the Ming dynasty was continued until
it was terminated by the Japanese War of 1894—9s.

(2) Japan

Towards Japan the policy of the Yuan dynasty was no
less vigorous. Ever since the decline of the Tang dynasty

83 Pien yi tien, 23/51.

8¢ Sheng wu chi, 6/18 et seq.

848 For details of Sino-Korean relations during the Tsing
dynasty see Hui tien,bks. 502~514.
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Japan had ceased to send missions of homage to the Chinese
court either as represented by the Sung dynasty or the
Chin.®** In 1266 as soon as Kablai Khan felt that he had
sufficient hold upon Korea he summoned Japan to renew
the mission by the following letter: *

His Mongol majesty the emperor to his highness the king
of Japan:

As even the rulers of the petty states of old, whose terri-
tories were limited, felt it their duty to promote friendship
and good will, what is to be said of us, whose ancestors had
the mandate of heaven to rule over the universe and the
respect and love of the multitudes of distant and strange
lands! On our ascension to the throne we took pity upon
the innocent people of Kao-li, who had long suffered from
arrows and spears, and ordered the cessation of fighting and
the restoration of territory and banners. The king of Kao-
li and his ministers were so deeply moved that they came in
person to do us homage with such gladness of heart as ex-
isted in children towards their father, though their relation
to us was but that of servant and master. This, we pre-
sume, is known to your highness and the ministers. Kao-li
is now our eastern vassal. Why has not Japan, who is just
next to her and has had official relation with the Middle
Kingdom since the beginning of her national existence, sent
us a single mission to show her good will? In order that
the kingdom of your highness might realize the significance
of this, we now send envoys with this letter to empty our
heart. We hope that friendly communication will be
henceforth opened and intimate relationship established.
‘The sages regard what is within the four seas as one family.
If this is so, there must not be discord. Should it be neces-
sary to resort to force, it would be entirely against our
wish. We hope your highness will give this matter due
consideration.

85 Pien yi tien, 33/25. 88 Yuan shik, 208/20.
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Japan, however, declined this and other overtures,®” and
in 1273 Kablai Khan, after he had taken the Quelpart is-
land, sent his victorious fleet of 390 vessels and 15,000
men to intimidate her.** This did not produce the desired
effect. Instead, it made the Japanese desperate, and they
murdered the envoys subsequently sent them. In 1281 the
Khan, therefore, decided upon an expedition consisting of
100,000 men from China and a smaller force from Korea.
On the arrival of the two forces a junction was formed
without any interference, but when they advanced from
that point they were struck by a typhoon, which destroyed
the entire flcet from China and the greater part of the fleet
from the peninsula.®* In 1283 the Khan planned anothér
expedition, but he was then opposed in the country. Be-
sides, his attention was soon diverted to Annam,*® and Japan
was spared.

When Hung-wu-ti established the Ming dynasty he re-
versed the policy of the Yuan dynasty towards Japan as he
did its policy towards Korea, and to Japan as to Korea
he merely sent a messenger to announce his ascension to the
throne. In this case the response did not come immediately,
as Japan had, since the middle part of the Yuan dynasty
(1355), split into two and was then engaged in civil war.
On the other hand, the Ming dynasty abstained from going
to the extreme. Unlike the Yuan dynasty, it brought no
force to bear upon her. Hung-wu-ti’s good will, however,
proved much wiser than the military force of Kablai
Khan. In 1402, shortly after the Ashikagas unified Japan,
Yoshimitsu, the greatest of that house, despatched his first

87 Ibid., 208/20~22.

88 Ibid., 208/18-19.

89 Ibid., 208/23; Pien yi tien, 21/44~45.
9 Yuan shik, 208/24.
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mission of homage to the Chinese court. In 1408 his son
reported Yoshimitsu’s death to the Ming dynasty and was
accordingly invested as “ King of Japan ”. And this vol-
untary admission of Chinese suzerainty continued for sev-
eral generations.”

China’s relations with Japan, however, were destined to
be less smooth than with Korea. In the latter part of the
Ming dynasty two dictators in turn ruled Japan. The last
of the two, Iyeyasu, was a statesman. He utilized his mili-
tary power to found the Tokugawa house which lasted until
1867 when it gave place to the Empire. The first dictator,
Hideyoshi, was a mere soldier. Typical of a man of his
type, he found no better way to dispose of his troops than
to send them across the sea to plague his neighbors the
Koreans (1592), probably not without the vain hope that
some chance success might even bring him to China as in
the cases of the Nuchens and of the Mongols. Hideyoshi’s
host caught the poor peninsula kingdom unprepared and
overran it in a short time. But he was destined to achieve
nothing beyond creating a strong hatred which was to be
surpassed only by that created in the twentieth century.
First of all his fleet was swept from the sea by the Koreans,
just as the Koreans were swept from the land by his troops.
Then came the rescuing forces of the suzerain power, which
compelled the invaders to retreat from Pingyang as fast as
they had advanced from Fusan, and to sue for peace instead
of dictating it. Peace was granted, and the invaders were
permitted to retire to the coast for embarkation. But Hide-
yoshi could not admit his defeat. While making prepara-
tions to renew the campaign he on the one hand ordered
his troops to hold on to the coast and on the other opened
negotiations with the Ming court to gain time; and as soon

9 Ming shil, 322/5 l.; cf. Pien yi tien, 34/28.
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as he was ready, he broke off negotiations and ordered his
troops to take the field again (1596). But China and
Korea were ready for him, and he was held in check both
on land and at sea. While he was doomed to lose his dic-
tatorship at home by his defeat abroad, death mercifully
removed him (1597), and the Japanese withdrew to their
islands to live contentedly for another three centuries.®?
Hideyoshi’s diplomacy consisted in nothing more than
representing himself to the Ming court as if he was in need
of an investiture for replacing the Ashikagas. His craft-
iness left a bad impression upon the Ming court, and later
when the Tokugawas sought to revive official relationship
with both China and Korea, the Ming dynasty though giv-
ing permission to Korea to accept the overture, declined to
entertain it itself. From this policy the Tsing dynasty made
no departure until the seventies of the nineteenth century.

(3) Liuchin

South of the Japanese group there was another group of
islands known as the Liuchiuan, or, as often spelled, Loo-
chooan group. We have so far not spoken of this group,
for Chinese influence, having been checked in its march
towards that group from the north by the loss of the north-
eastern prefectures, did not manage to reach it until the
southern route by way of the Pescadores islands and For-
mosa was opened. Under Kublai Khan the first attempt
was made to bring the group into the empire, but his envoys
never reached their destination.®® When Hung-wu-ti de-
spatched a mission (1372) to announce the establishment
of the Ming dynasty to the Japanese and the other oceanic
peoples, the Liuchiuans readily tendered their allegiance.
Later, when the Liuchiuan king sent students to the national

92 [bid., 322/14~22. 98 Yuan shih, 210/13 1.
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academy at the Chinese capital, as the kings of Japan, Hsin-
lo, and Po-hai during the Tang dynasty, and of contempo-
raneous Chao-hsien had done, the emperor was so pleased
that to facilitate communication he undertook to promote
the migration of thirty-six families of sailors from Foo-
chow — the port of entry for the Liuchiuans as Ningpo
was for the Japanese.®* It was after the tendering of al-
legiance that the islanders first adopted the Chinese name
of Liuchiu for their nation. During the reign of Yung-
lo-ti the Liuchiuan king first applied te the Ming court for
a surname and was given that of “ Shang ”.%

As we have seen, the Japanese group at a later day also
tendered their allegiance to the Ming dynasty. But, while
the Japanese group broke off at the first sign of the decline
of that dynasty, the Liuchiuan group remained loyal to the
very end, weathering even the most trying period of Japan’s
short-lived ascendency. Some time after the Japanese
failed in their attempt on Korea, a Japanese feudal lord of
the Satsuma clan invaded Liuchiu, carried off her king
(1609), annexed five of his forty-two islands, and com-
pelled him to pay an annual tribute as ransom.’”® In spite
of the fact that the Ming dynasty was not able to send him
succor as it did in the case of Korea, the king did not let
his allegiance to the Ming dynasty suffer any change.
Under the Tsing dynasty his relations with China remained
the same.”

% Ming shih, 323/3 l.; Pien yi tiem, 100/13.

95 See memorandum submitted by Hsiang Te-hung, envoy of
Liuchiu, K., 5/6/24, Yi shu han kao, 9/23 l.; also Ming shih,

2 .
’ 3{: See the Hsiang memorandum above cited; also Ming shih,
323/10.

7 Pien yi tien, 100/35 et seq; see also Hui tien, bks. 502-514.
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Sec. 5. China and the Mongols and Manchus

We have seen that the nomadic ascendency consequent to
the fall of the Tang dynasty resulted in reopening the vast
extra-mural country, and that so far as the settled com-
munities, such as Korea and Japan, were concerned, China’s
policy, in spite of the attempts of the Mongols to modify
it, in the end remained the same as that adopted by the Tang
dynasty. To China’s policy toward the nomads we may
now turn.

From the Han dynasty, especially after the subjugation
of the Hsiung-nu, down to the Barbarian Rebellion the
nomads did not form a serious problem to China. The
nomads of northern Manchuria and Outer Mongolia were
yet insignificant politically. Those on the border, since they
had been repeatedly subdued by Chinese military power and
long subjected to Chinese cultural influence, were not dif-
ficult to manage. During the Han dynasty they were
merely placed under the nearest prefects like their settled
neighbors. During the Later Han dynasty and afterwards,
they were given chieftains of their own, who in turn were
subject to the supervision of Chinese ‘protectors”.

While the Barbarian Rebellion was going on, these bor-
der tribes were absorbed by the settlers. When the Tang
dynasty attacked the problem, it found in place of these
familiar nomads new tribes from the north and the west.
Consequently it had to change the methods of dealing with
them. As the desert nomads of the Cherim prairie and
Jehol hills and the Manchurian nomads tendered their
allegiance voluntarily, the Tang dynasty appointed their
chieftains hereditary governors just as the Later Han did
with respect to the tribes of southern Korea and the
Japanese islands, and placed these chieftains only nominally



38 China and Her Political Entity

under the nearest military governors acting as “ protectors ”.
As the Tu-chueh nomads had to be compelled by force to
tender their allegiance, the dynasty established four * pro-
tectors-general ’, one in Inner Mongolia, one in Outer
Mongolia, and two in what is now the province of Sinkiang,
to rule over them directly.

An important period of transition had intervened betwecn
the Tang and Ming dynasties as between the early dynastics
and the Tang. No fundamental change, however, was
produced in consequence of this later transition as had been
the case in the earlier transition; for when the Ming dynasty
came to grips with the nomadic problem, it too found that
the nomads east of the Great Khingan mountains were as
tractable as they had been during the Tang dynasty, while
those west of that range were as defiant. Consequently, in
the nomadic problem as in the relation with the settled com-
munities the Ming dynasty did not make any departure
from the policies adopted by the Tang dynasty.

The Ming dynasty, however, was not as powerful as the
Tang. Besides, the Mongols, the principal nomads it had
to deal with, were in possession of an imperial tradition —
a tradition of which the Tu-chueh nomads never dreamt
— and were at the same time more powerful than their
nomadic predecessors. Consequently, the same task which
was accomplished by the Tang dynasty in one generation,
was to take the Ming and the Tsing dynasties together
to complete.

After the Mongols were expelled from China they still
held out in Outer Mongolia, with occasional raids across
the Gobi desert. This led to campaigns which lasted for
two decades.”® In the end Mongol power was crushed, but
Hung-wu-ti, the founder of the Ming dynasty, did not

98 Ming shik, 327/2-5.
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proceed further, partly because of his old age, and partly
because of the need of reconstruction at home,

Under Yung-lo-ti (1403-1424) the Ming dynasty’s at-
tention was redirected to the extra-mural country. As in
the Tang dynasty no difficulty was found with the nomads
east of the Great Khingan mountains. At the invitation of
the Chinese court all chieftains tendered their allegiance
and hence were required only to appear periodically with
nominal tributes at the seat of government of the nearest
defence commissioner.” Again as in the Tang dynasty
the nomads west of the Great Khingan mountains were
defiant, and campaigns for their subjugation were launched.
The Mongols had in the meantime recovered from the
crushing blows of Hung-wu-ti, but Yung-lo-ti was able not
only to defeat them again but also to bring them this time
to admit Chinese suzerainty.'” However, before any fur-
ther steps could be taken to tighten control over them, the
soldier emperor Yung-lo-ti died, leaving no successor
equally endowed to carry on his work. Thus left free, the
Mongols did not fail to take advantage of the opportunity.
Shortly afterwards, when they were again sufficiently re-
covered, they began to make occasional raids across the Gobi
desert, and when the Ming showed signs of decline they
even moved southward ¢z masse and settled in the zone
outside the Great Wall, the Tatas (Mongols east of the
Altai mountains) east of the Alashan range,'® and the
Oelots (Mongols west of the Altai) west of the Alashan,'*
thus again depriving China of the control of the twilight

9 For the desert nomads of Cherim prairie sce #bid., 328/8.
For the Manchurian nomads see Fang yu chi yao, 9/22; Chi lin
tung chik, 12/1~2.

100 Ming shih, 327/5 1. et seq., Fang yu chi yao, 9/20-21.

1Y Ming shik, 327/8 et seq.; see also Fang yu chi yao 9/23=24.
102 Ming shikh, 328/ 1 et seq.;Sheng wu chi, 3/23 L, 26.
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zone of nomadism and civilization so necessary for her
security.

The days of the Mongols as a menace to China were,
however, over. After a few decades of pressure against the
Great Wall they settled down as the Hsiung-nu nomads of
the distant past had done.'®® But the Ming dynasty was
not destined to be free of nomadic cares. While it was
watching these Mongols with large armies, unable to forget
that they were once a great nomadic people, a tribe of the
border of Liaotung, later known as the Manchu, an insig-
nificant group '** of the generally tractable Manchurian
nomads, suddenly revolted (1618), occupied Liaotung as
far west as the Liao river (1621), and set up a kingdom
with Mukden as capital.*®

The rise of the Manchus has features which resemble the
rise of the Chitans, for both border nomads had long been
under Chinese influence, political and cultural, and in each
case the revolt resulted in the establishment of a barbarian
kingdom on Chinese soil. But the two differed in several
very important respects. First of all, while the rise of the
Chitans took place after the fall of the Tang dynasty when
China was for half a century disorganized, the rise of the
Manchus took place when China was under a unified gov-
ernment though in the decline of a dynasty. Again, while
the Chitans succeeded in founding their kingdom on the
Liao basin as well as on the Pei-ho basin, and thus were not
only secured from the Chinese but also in a position to keep
the latter eternally vigilant, the Manchus were to the very
end unable to go much further than the Liao river and thus
were forever exposed to attacks by the Ming forces. It was

198 Ming shih, 327/17 et seq.; 327/31-33.
104 Chiu pien kao, 2/15 et seq; Sheng wu chi, 1/3.
105 Sheng wu chi, 1/4-6, 18—26,
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therefore reasonable to expect that, although the Manchus
like the Chitans were able to deprive China of practically
all the territory beyond the Great Wall, they would not be
able to hold out like their nomadic predecessors but would
come to an end speedily. ‘The Manchus, however, had the
“ Mandate of Heaven ” as they later arrogated it to them-
selves. While the first of the Manchu chieftains had fallen
a direct victim to, and the second died broken-hearted in,
futile attempts to take the territory west of the Liao river,'®®
and while the Manchus had so far given up their hope
of any further advance as to make overtures to the
Ming dynasty with the hope of holding Liaotung under
some color of a Chinese suzerainty, the Ming dynasty itself
fell.

By the time of the Ming dynasty southern China was no
longer able to absorb the surplus of population of the Yellow
River basin, and yet the dynasty through its failure to exer-
cise effective control over the nomads deprived China of
the alternative ground of colonization in the extra-mural
country. Given these conditions without the modern means
of remedy, the Malthusian law of population did not fail
to work itself out. For some time rebellion had been rife
in the Yellow River basin. When troops were withdrawn
from the west to check the Manchus in the east, the southern
rebels entered Shensi and Shansi; and when they had thus
gained the vantage ground, they entered Chihli and sacked
Peking before troops from the frontier could be recalled
to check them. With a country as centralized as the China
of the Ming dynasty the fall of the national capital was
fatal, for it left the nation powerless to resist any nomadic
invasion. Under such circumstances the Manchus were not
only able to enter China but were also able to effect a

108 1bid., 1/18~26, 29 et seq.
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wholesale conquest, the second of its kind in Chinese
history.*%7

Nature is its own remedy. The very ease with which
the conquest was effected saved China from a period of di-
vision and political impotence such as was consequent to the
Barbarian Rebellion or the Nuchen descent upon the Yellow
River basin. Thus there was no break in government or
policy as a result of the change, and the Tsing dynasty
(1644-1911) which the Manchus established became a
real successor to the Ming. Indeed, when tranquillity was
restored in the country the Manchus turned their attention
northward and carried on what the Ming dynasty had not
yet completed.

By this time the Tatas both north and south of the Gobi
desert as well as the Oelots on the Chinese frontier were
already as tractable as their cousins east of the Great
Khingan mountains, but the Oelots of what is now Sinkiang
were still defiant. In the time of the emperor Kanghsi
(1662—1722) they even attempted to absorb the Tatas,
probably with the hope of welding the nomadic forces for
a revival of Mongol power. It is highly probable that had
the Manchu descent upon China ended similarly to the
Nuchen descent, the Oelot attempt might have led to some-
thing as serious as the Mongol conquest. But the Oelots
had now to oppose a unified China, and in so doing they
courted disaster. China not only expelled them from Outer
Mongolia but also followed them into their home west of
the Altai mountains, and in a series of campaigns spreading
over a period of eighty-three years (1677-1760) finally
subdued them. Thus the task of controlling the nomads
was completed.'®

After the establishment of the Tsing dynasty the Man-

107 Ibid., 1/43 et seq. 1°8 Ibid., 3/30-38, 59 L.—68; a/1-15.
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chus made Mukden the auxiliary capital of the dynasty as
Nanking was in the Ming. They furthermore gave the
territory of Liaotung the dignity now due it as the home
of the dynasty, by constituting it into a province known as
Shengking of equal rank with the eighteen intra-mural
provinces, with two prefectures known as Fengtien and
Chinchou, and nine Asiens under it.!°°

With regard to the Manchurian nomads the Tsing dy-
nasty made no departure from the Ming policy. It only
required the nomads to appear periodically with nominal
tributes at Mukden, the seat of the Military Governor of
Shengking, the nearest defence commissioner to them, and
left them otherwise much to themselves.!°

As to its policy towards the desert nomads, the Tsing
dynasty found its model in the acts of the Tang. These
nomads were organized into ‘banners” each under a
hereditary chieftain, and the “ banners” were grouped into
leagues each with a captain-gencral and a deputy captain-
general, who were elected subject to the approval of the
imperial government. The “ banners” and leagues were
then in turn placed under the imperial government or its
agents.'*  Thus those of Inner Mongolia were directly
under the Court of Colonial Affairs in Pcking, those of
Outer Mongolia under the Military Governor of Uliassutai,
those of Kukunor under the Imperial Commissioner at
Sining, and those in Sinkiang under the Military Governor
of Ili. In Inner Mongolia the Chahar Tatas'? and the
Tumet Tatas of Kueihuacheng '** lost their tribal govern-
ment through revolt and were placed under the direct con-
trol of the Deputy Military Governor of Chahar and the

199 Sheng ching tung chih, 10/ 4. 12 1bid., 3/6.
)

110 See ibid., 10/14 L~15. us rbid., 3/7.

1Y Sheng wu chiy, 3/2 L-3 b
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Military Governor of Suiyuan respectively. Besides these,
the Tatas there numbered forty-nine “banners,” grouped
into six leagues. In Outer Mongolia, as found in the reign
of Kienlung (1736—1795), there were eighty-two “ ban-
ners ” of Tatas, grouped into four leagues, and an addi-
tional number of “banners” of Ogtlots. Attached to
Outer Mongolia there was also another nomadic people
known as the Urianghai, of whom we have heretofore not
spoken. ‘These nomads, having been under the Mongols,
passed over to China with their overlords. They were or-
ganized into “squadrons” and placed either directly or
indirectly under the Military Governor of Uliassutai.'*®
About the O¢tlots of Alashan, the westernmost section of
Inner Mongolia, of Kukunor and of Sinkiang we shall not
trouble ourselves, as we shall have little occasion to speak
of them. Suffice it to say that the O¢lots of Sinkiang have
been in the process of being assimilated by the Chinese since
the organization of the province of Sinkiang in the eighties,
while those of Kukunor and Alashan are still enjoying their
nomadic life as before, subject only to supervision from the
nearest defence commissioner.

Sec. 6. China and the Russians

During the latter part of the period under discussion,
roughly beginning with the end of the Ming dynasty, a new
people, the Russians, began to make their appearance on the
outskirt of the great nomadic land of the Chinese world.
Whether this people will prove to be the Tu-chueh of the
next half a millennium just as the Mongols proved to be but
the reincarnation of the Hsiung-nu nomads, history has yet

114 1pid., 3/15-19.
118 Ibid., 3/20—21; Shuo fang pei cheng, 5/7.



Hiistorical Background 45

to reveal. For although the Russian attempt to control
Outer Mongolia in recent years suggests that they are striv-
ing consciously or unconsciously to succeed the Mongols as
a problem to China just as the Tu-chueh succeeded the
Hsiung-nu, yet the fact that they, except their vanguards
the Cossacks, are not nomads, will probably disqualify them
for the task. However this may be, their arrival had a
great historical significance both in itself and for China’s
policy towards the land of nomads.

Russia, like China, was conquered by the Mongols, but
she was at the same time both more unfortunate and more
fortunate than the latter. She was more unfortunate be-
cause while China bore the Mongol yoke only eighty-eight
years, she languished under it two hundred and forty-four
years (1236-1480), almost three times as long. She was
more fortunate for two reasons. In the first place, while
China’s chief debt to the Mongols was the completion of a
unification which she could have effected herself, Russia
owed to the Mongols the creation of a nation out of chaos.
In the second place, while China expelled the Mongols only
to find her task but partially completed, Russia at the close
of the Mongol rule found open to her not only the steppes
of southern Russia which gave access to western and central
Asia, but also the vast undeveloped region of northernmost
Asia from the Russian border to the Pacific Ocean.

As might be expected from the fact that there were no
powerful nomadic tribes in Siberia to oppose the Russian
advance, its progress was rapid. In 1582 the Russians first
crossed the Ural mountains; half a century later they had
already reached the Lake Baikal region, the land of the
Buriates (a branch of the Mongols) and the northern slope
of the Outer Khingan mountains **** beyond which China

1188 Known to the Russians as the Stanovoi.
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exercised authority. It was here that their advance brought
them into conflicts with both China and the Buriates.

Russian advance across the Outer Khingan mountains
into the vast Sungari system ''¢ took the same form as else-
where in Siberia, i.e., depredation. An English authority
in summarizing the Russian activities of the first nine years
(1643—52) in the Amur and lower Sungari rivers has the
following 7 to say:

The natives appear to have been exposed to all sorts of
extortion: tribute was levied to an unlimited extent, without
any commensurate good being conferred upon the natives.
No settlements of peasants or tillers of the soil were
founded; the resources of the country were soon exhausted
by perpetual foraging expeditions of Russian adventurers.
When the Russians first arrived on the Amur, the natives
cultivated fields and kept cattle. Ten years afterwards
these fields had become desert; and a country which for-
merly exported grain, could not even support its own re-
duced population.

The Manchurian nomads were not as helpless as their
cousins in Siberia, for behind them stood the Chinese gov-
ernment. In 1652, the latter government finally gave
orders to drive the Russians out of the country. The Rus-
sians, chiefly Cossacks, were nomads, but unlike those whom
China had dealt with before, they were in possession of

118 According to Russian usage the Sungari is a tributary of the
river Amur; but according to Chinese, and also to Manchu and
Nuchen usage the position is the reverse. In this treatise we shall
follow the Chinese and older usage. For the sake of clearness we
shall, however, designate the Chinese and Russian sections of the
Sungari as “upper” and ‘“lower” respectively when only the
sections are spoken of.

17 E. G. Ravenstein, The Russians on the Amur, (London,

1861), p. 25.
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firearms. Besides, they had the experience of half a cen-
tury’s exploration. Wherever they went they entrenched
themselves behind barricades. Such tactics were excellent
in a country where the besiegers had no advantage over the
besicged in the matter of provisions to offset the advantage
of security. Consequently, the Chinese authorities were at
first unable to make any headway with the Russians. But
they were soon able to profit by experience. Instead of
taking the trouble of seecking the Russians out and at the
same time running the risk of being repulsed or compelled
to raise a siege through lack of provisions, they took up a
few strategical points along the rivers, intercepted them
here and there, and with comparative ease cleared the Amur
and lower Sungari. By 1660 there were no more Russians
in these parts.''®

Russian advance upon the Lake Baikal region turned out
in their favor. The Buriates were stronger nomads, the
kind of people the Russians consistently avoided in their
early expansion across the continent and were only com-
pelled to attack, it is said, on account of the necessity of
maintaining communication between the Yenisei and the
Lena rivers at the upper waters. But the Buriates, being
separated from China by Mongolia over which Chinese
control was then not yet fully reéstablished, did not have
the advantage of Chinese protection. Consequently the
Russians were able to occupy that region.

The occupation of the Lake Baikal region was signifi-
cant, not so much because that region was traditionally a
part of the Chinese world, but because it gave the most
convenient access to the Sungari valleys. In their descent
upon the Amur and the lower Sungari the Russians had

118 Ping lo fang luek, A 5/1; cf. Ravenstein, op. cit., pp. 21,
29, 32-33. .
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hitherto to ascend the long rivers Aldan and Olekma from
Yakutsk, but now with the possession of the Lake Baikal
region they could simply cross the Outer Khingan moun-
tains at will. When they reached that point their activities
in the Sungari system were just at their height. So they
crossed the easy mountain passes eastward, descended the
Shilka, and founded (1654) Nertchinsk as a base for the
exploration of the rivers lower down.'*®

As we have seen, Russian activities on the Amur and
lower Sungari rivers were shortly afterwards brought to an
end by Chinese authorities. But as the Chinese government
was yet occupied with affairs in southern China which came
to a head in the rebellion of 1673-80, no attempt was
made to follow up the success and Nertchinsk was left as
it stood.

For not expelling the Russians from the Shilka river as
from the rest of the Sungari system the Chinese government
was probably not to be blamed, in view of China’s internal
situation. Nevertheless it was a mistake. In 1670, only a
decade after their expulsion, the Russians returned, this time
with great earnestness of purpose, for in place of pillaging
they now encouraged permanent settlement, and further-
more founded Albazin to serve as an advanced base.!**

No sooner had the Russians entered the Amur again than
the Chinese government despatched a note of protest to
Nertchinsk. In the meantime the rebellion we spoke of
above broke out (1673), and nothing was done as a result.
But the Chinese government did not cease in its attempts to
induce the Russians to withdraw peacefully, of which the
chief instance was the emperor Kanghsi’s protest to the

119 Vladimir, Russia on the Pacific and the Siberian Railway

(London, 1899), pp. 78, 127-9; Ravenstein, op. cit., pp. 34~37.
120 [bid., 38-39. .



Historical Background 49

Russian envoy, Nicolas Spafarik, who came to Peking in
1675,'* evidently as a result of the note despatched to
Nertchinsk.’*®  And as conditions remained unchanged
after the rebellion was quelled, China resorted to force.

In the fifties the Russians were devoted to pillaging and
the campaigns against them could very well be entrusted to
local authorities. In the eighties the Russians carried on a
plan of colonization and built Albazin as headquarters.
Consequently, the central government had to take the mat-
ter into its own hands. In 1682 a high military authority
was despatched to make a detailed study. On the strength
of his report that 2,000 troops would be enough to under-
take the task, 1,500 troops were despatched to the mouth of
the Zeya and at the same time two lines of communication,
one by water and the other by land, were established.!*?
When the preparations were completed, order was given for
the opening of the campaign. In 1684, therefore, the
lower Sungari was cleared of the Russians.** Next year
the troops at the mouth of the Zeya, which had been in the
meantime brought up to the recommended strength, ad-
vanced upon Albazin *** and within two days compelled the
Russian stronghold to capitulate. The Russian prisoners
were, however, not detained, but were, as a sign of good
will, allowed to return with their belongings including
arms.'*® ¥ Good will which worked well for Russian

121 Ping lo fang lueh, A s/1 1.; A 7/1 1.

122 Ravenstein, op. cit., p. 39.

128 Chi lin wai chi, 3/4 L.; Ping lo fang lueh, A 5/1-2, 4—s,
Ae/s L.

124 Ravenstein, op. cit., p. 46; Ping lo fang lueh, A 6/1.

128 Jbid., A 6/2; A 6/3 L

128 Ibid., A 6/4 l.; Ravenstein, op. cit., p. 48.

127 Of the two English works consulted, which are based upon
Russian authorities, Ravenstein gives the number of Chinese troops
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prisoners at Albazin, however, had no deterring effect upon
Russian officials at Nertchinsk, for shortly afterwards the

engaged in the two-day siege of Albazin as 18,000 men (p. 47)
and Vladimir as 15,000 (p. 135). As far as we can ascertain from
Chinese official records the strength of the besicgers was never
greater than 2,000 as recommended by the officer sent to study con-
ditions in preparation for the campaign. The number sent to
Aigun in 1683 in consequence of the recommendation was 1,500.
It was later reénforced by goo armed with cane shields and long
sabres from the province of Fukien where that kind of troops was
extensively employed. When the campaign was about to open, 500
more were despatched north to Aigun from Mukden to take over
garrison duties. Beyond these figures we cannot find any more.
Indeed, on the contrary, we come across incidents that tend to
prove that the strength of 2,000 men was never exceeded. Before
the reénforcement was sent, the commander at Aigun applied for
1,000 additional troops armed with firearms. This was turned
down by the government on the ground that his 1,500 men were
already well equipped with the instruments he specified. Again,
shortly after order was given for the 400 troops from Fukien re-
ferred to above it was reported that the expenses involved in trans-
portation were too great, and it was therefore decided to send for
only a commander and the equipments in order that the contingent
could be made up and trained for service in Peking instead. If
the Chinese forces before Albazin could be augmented at all, such
could only have come from the sailors and transporting hands. But
these, too, were limited in number. According to the records the
entire force engaged in maintaining water communication between
Kirin and Aigun was 150 sailors and 1,050 transporting hands.
These, of course, could not be all present at the siege. Even grant-
ing the improbable, the entire number of Chinese before Albazin
could only be about one-fifth of Vladimir’s figure, the smaller of
the two cited. The campaign against Albazin was difficult because
it was conducted in a distant land, not because the Russians were
formidable. Once communication between Kirin and Aigun was
established, it took only two days to compel the Russian stronghold
to capitulate. If this fact is recognized it is hardly worth while
to exaggerate.
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same set of prisoners were reénforced and ordered to
resume their post at Albazin.!*®

The return of the Russians convinced the Chinese gov-
ernment that they were not a gang of irresponsible adven-
turers. Consequently, while it ordered local authorities to
invest Albazin,'® it also sought to communicate with the
Russian government through a Dutch mission which was
then in Peking.'*® The last campaign against the Russians
had not, however, been entirely futile, for it demonstrated
to the Russian government the determination of China to
check Russia’s expansion into the Sungari valleys and the
unwisdom of persisting in a course which might eventu-
ally lead to the loss to Russia of eastern Siberia. In 1685,
the year following the clearing of the lower Sungari of
Russians, it had appointed a special envoy, Fedor Alexevitch
Golovin, to effect a settlement with China. Golovin was
preceded by a messenger bearing a letter from the Russian
government to the Chinese. This letter expressed surprise
at the warlike measures of China after Spafarik’s mission
of amity; acknowledged the receipt of a message from
China — probably one of the notes of warning China de-
spatched to the Russians before the commencement of the
last campaign; announced the appointment of a special
envoy to delimitate the common boundary; and finally re-
quested that pending the arrival of the envoy China should

In the case of artillery force of the Chinese before Albazin,
while Ravenstein gives it, on the authority of Witsen, as fifteen
guns, Vladimir speaks, upon that of Miiller, even of 150 pieces of
field artillery and forty to fifty siege guns! (See note, Ravenstein,
pP. 47.)

128 Ravenstein, op. cit., pp. 49—50.

120 Ping lo fang lueh, A 7/1.

180 Ibid., A 7/1 L.
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raise the siege of Albazin and make known her complaints
more fully.®* The messenger arrived in Peking in 1686,
a couple of months after a message to the Russian govern-
ment was sent through the Dutch mission and about half a
year after Albazin was invested. The Chinese government
accordingly ordered the raising of the siege *** and gave the
details of its complaints in a letter to be taken back by the
messenger.'*?

Golovin was provided with an escort of three regiments,
of which one, 1,500 strong, was composed of regular
militia from Moscow and two were raised later on his way
in Siberia. He left Moscow in 1686, reached Selinginsk
the next year, and in the latter place notified the Chinese
government of his arrival.'® The Chinese government
accordingly appointed So-e-tu, 2 member of the Grand Sec-
retariate, and several other high officials as plenipotentiary
to meet him. Before their departure from Peking the
Chinese envoys submitted the following memorial **® to the
emperor Kanghsi at his request as to the terms on which
they proposed to come to agreement with the Russian
plenipotentiary:

Nestchinsk is originally the pasturage of our Mao Min-
gan tribe. Albazin is the old home of Pei-li-erh, our
Daurian chieftain. The territories occupied by the Rus-
sians are neither theirs, nor a “ neutral ” country. The
Amur has a strategical importance which must not be over-
looked. If they descend it, they can reach the Sungari. If
they ascend the Sungari in the south, they can reach the

181 For text of message see ibid., A 7/2.
132 1bid., A 7/2; Ravenstein, op. cit., p. 52.
133 For text of letter see Braddley, ii, 425.
134 Ravenstein, op. cit., p. 56.

1385 Ping lo fang luek, A 8/1.
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Nonni and the Ku-erh-han, Kirin, and Ninguta, and the
land of the Sibos, the Khorchins, the Solons, and the Dau-
rians. If they descend the Sungari towards the mouth, they
can reach the sea. Into the Amur flow the Amgun, the
Bureya, and the Zeya. Along these rivers live our people
the Orochons, the Gilyaks, the Birars as well as the Ho-
chen and the Fei-ya-ko. If we do not recover the entire
region, our frontier people will never have peace. Nert-
chinsk, Albazin, and all rivers and rivulets flowing into the
Amur being ours, it is our opinion that none should be
abandoned to the Russians. The deserters, the three officers,
Gantimur and others, and the several that went over later,
too, must be extradited. If they can concede these, we
shall give up their deserters, expatriate the prisoners, draw
the boundary and enter into commercial relations; other-
wise, we shall return and make no peace with them at all.

The memorial was sanctioned by the emperor, and the
mission left Peking for Selenginsk by way of Outer Mon-
golia with a guard of 800 troops. While it was on its way
news of the Oelot invasion of Outer Mongolia which be-
gan a struggle of eighty-three years between China and that
nomadic people, recached Peking, and in order to prevent
the mission from falling into the hands of the invaders, it
was recalled by express messengers, and the Russian mission
notified of the incident. Finally Nertchinsk was agreed
upon by both parties as the place to meet instead of
Selenginsk.

The Oelot invasion of Outer Mongolia, however, had
a greater consequence than the mere interruption of the
settlement with Russia, With Outer Mongolia in the
hands of a hostile party it was no longer possible for China
to meet the Russians outside the disputed territory without
risking the safety of her mission. Then, should peaceful
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settlement prove hopeless, it would be impossible for her to
deal with them in any effective way now that they were
well protected on their flank. And yet a settlement with
them had to be made, not only because there was no time to
wait, in view of the war with the Oelot — the kind of war
which was always lasting, but also because there was the
danger of the Russians’ throwing in their lot with the hos-
tile nomads. Therefore, when the Chinese mission prayed
for fresh confirmation of the old instructions on the eve of
its second departure from Peking, the Grand Secretariate
transmitted to it the following edict: **¢

It is his majesty’s opinion that if you insist upon having
Nertchinsk and leave it not to the Russians, then their trad-
ing missions will have no shelter and their communication
with us prove difficult. At the opening of the conference
you ought still to hold to the line covering Nertchinsk.
But if they pray for Nertchinsk, you may have the Argun
river as the boundary,

The same changed circumstances which influenced the
Chinese government to moderate its terms also led it to
take precautionary measures to prevent the Russians from
taking undue advantage of them. Besides slightly increas-
ing the body-guards of the mission, order was issued to the
commander of troops at Aigun to proceed to Nertchinsk
with 1,500 troops.

The historic conference of 1689 was finally held. In
eight days **" the first treaty '*®* between China and a
Western power was drawn up, signed and exchanged. The
boundary as desired by the Chinese government was secured.

188 [3id, A 8/1 L.
137 Ibid., A 8/2; Ravenstein, op. cit., pp. 60—61.
138 For text see Tiao yo, Kang, 1/10.
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Beginning with the Argun river it ran northward to the
Amur river; thence further northward by the Kerbechi
river, a small stream nearby, to the Outer Khingan moun-
tains, and thence eastward along the crest to the sea. As
the Outer Khingan mountains did not end at the coast but
turned northward after reaching the coast, it was provided,
in the absence of precise geographical information, that the
territory between the Ud river and the Outer Khingan
mountains after it turned northward — territory through
which the eastern end of the boundary line was to run —
was to remain “ neutral ” until further determination.!*®
Besides settling the boundary question the treaty also pro-
vided that both countries were not to let hunters wander
across the frontier *° or to give asylum to fugitives,'*! but
only to permit persons furnished with passports to trade.'?
The text on the last point, for the reason that it has formed
a subject of misrepresentation, may be conveniently given
here from the Chinese text:

Since peace has been permanently established between the
two countries, henceforth travellers coming and going shall
be permitted to trade if they are provided with passports.!4®

In the next spring boundary stones with the terms of the
treaty inscribed on them in Chinese, Manchu, Russian,
Latin, and Mongol were by order of the Chinese govern-
ment set up, one on the Argun river, another on the
Kerbechi river, and another on the point where the bound-
ary line left the crest of the Outer Khingan mountains for
the sea.’** The boundary that ran between the Ud river
and the Outer Khingan mountains was never determined,

189 Arts, i & ii. 142 Art. vi.
140 Art, iv. 143 Cf. text in Ravenstein, op. cit., p. 63.
141 Art, vii. 44 Shuo fang pei cheng, 8/6 1.
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but in the treaty of Kiakta (1727),'*® which deliminated
the Mongolian-Siberian boundary, it was expressly provided
that both parties were barred from the occupation of the
territory through which the first mentioned line was to
pass.'*®  Shortly after the conclusion of the treaty of
Nertchinsk China recovered Outer Mongolia from the
Qelots, and as Russian merchants gathered at Kiakta, Nert-
chinsk never became the trade centre as contemplated.

As might be expected, the Russian attempts did not end
without leaving some effect upon China’s relation with the
land of Manchurian nomads. In 1653, the year after
China gave order to drive the Russians out of the country,
a special defence commissioner, known later as the Military
Governor of Kirin, was stationed at Ninguta. In 1676,
shortly after the Russians renewed their activities, that de-
fence commissioner was moved to Kirin, which being on
the point of the main course of the Sungari nearest to the
Liao river, was more strategically located. In 1683, in
preparation for campaigns that led to the Nertchinsk Con-
ference, another defence commissioner known as the Mili-
tary Governor of Heilungkiang was stationed at Aigun on
the junction of the Zeya and Amur rivers. After the con-
clusion of the treaty of Nertchinsk the defence commis-
sioner at Aigun was moved to Tsitsihar (1699), but not
only Aigun and Ninguta were retained as seats of deputy
defence commissioners, but Mergen (1685), Petuna
(1692), Sansin (1728), and A-li-chu-ko, a little way
south of what is now Harbin (1756), were one after
another also added for similar purposes.’*’

In spite of the extension of control over their land

145 For text see Tiao yo, Yung, 2/5.
146 Art. vii.
147 See Sheng ching tung chih, 10/14-15.
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China’s policy towards the Manchurian nomads remained
much the same as before. Only they were now required
to appear at Kirin and Tsitsihar instead of at Mukden.
According to the rules which they followed in the next
century and a half, i.e., during the period the Russians
settled down as respectable neighbors, the tribes inhabiting
the country round the junction of the Amur and Sungari
rivers were to appear at Ninguta annually, and those in-
habiting the lower Sungari, including the Gilyaks at the
mouth of the river, triennially, both between the fourth
and the sixth moon of the year. Those inhabiting the
Amur were to appear at Tsitsthar annually in the fifth
moon. As to the Gilyaks on the island of Sakhalin and the
Orochons and Birars of the mountains north of the Amur
river, they were met by tribute collectors sent respectively
from Kirin and Heilungkiang annually at the sixth moon
instead of being required themselves to appear in the latter
cities,'*®
148 Siyo fang pei cheng, 1/7; 2/7.
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DECLINE OF THE TSING DYNASTY
Sec. 1. 4 New Manchu Policy

NEVER were conditions as favorable for Chinese colo-
nization of the extra-mural country as at the beginning of
the Tsing dynasty, for not only was the Yellow River basin
able to yield a surplus population, but China was in the
closest of control of the nomads, as we have seen, as a re-
sult of the work of two dynasties. Given these conditions,
Chinese colonists steadily pushed beyond the Great Wall
and the Palisade into the land of nomads, and shortly after
the Nertchinsk Conference the government found it neces-
sary to constitute Jehol (1723) and Pingchuan (1729) of
the Jehol hills, Kalgan (1724), Dolan Nor (1732), and
Tushihkao (1735) of the Chahar steppes parts of the prov-
ince of Chihli,* and Kirin, Petuna, and Ninguta (1726)
parts of the prefecture of Fengtien.?

There is no doubt that had the Manchus been more far-
sighted, they would not have stopped at founding garrison
cities in strategical points along the rivers of the Sungari
system but would have gone a step further and utilized the
natural tendency of Chinese colonization to develop the
country and thus cut Russian ambition at the bottom. Un-
fortunately, they were not only unable to do so but were
soon even to check the very tendency.

L Chi fu tung chih, 16/2 L., 55 Hui tien, 152/ 2.
Sheng ching tung chik, 10/10.
58
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Under the emperor Kanghsi (1662—1722) not only were
all anti-dynastic activities in China stamped out, but China’s
rule was also reéstablished in Outer Mongolia, Alashan,®
Kukunor,* Tibet,’ and a part of what is now Sinkiang.
In these circumstances it was difficult for the average
Manchu to remember that being originally a border nomadic
people they were really more Chinese than nomads, or to
recognize that having established themselves in China their
interests were identical with those of the nation. Kanghsi,
being born in time of difficulty and brought up among
statesmen, was not likely to be swept off his feet. But
Yungcheng, his successor, who was born in time of success
and brought up among scholars on the one hand and lawless
elements on the other, did not have the same firmness of
character, and with his accession a change in Manchu poli-
cies took place. Just a year after he took over the control
of the empire, Yungcheng had the following ® to say in
reply to a memorial from the defence commissioner of
Kirin praying for a temple of Confucius and a number of
schools:

Arts and military skill both require training and neither
is more important than the other. In the world few are
qualified for both. We Manchus who lived in the land of
the Chinese are apt to deviate daily from our original mode
of life. Fortunately, the men at Ula and Ninguta do not
have to undergo the same change. If we now promote arts,
the slightly brighter youngsters will devote their attention
to books to the neglect of military skill. Even if they
should be industrious, they could hardly compete with the
Kiang-nan Chinese. Why should they give up what they
are gifted for and compel themselves to learn what they

3 Sheng wu chi, 3/55 L. 5 Ibid., s5/8.
4 Ibid., 3/35 1. 8 Chi lin tung chily 1/17.
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can never acquire? We Manchus are devoted to the su-
periors, single-mindedly sincere, filial to parents, not cov-
etous of wealth, not open to shameful and mean acts even
in extreme poverty and direst need. We Manchus excelled
in all these. The aim of education is only to know these
and put them into practice. We rather act without educa-
tion than fail to act with it. . . . Let our edict be pub-
lished with the contents of the memorial to the people of
Ula and Ninguta that they may know our wishes. Let also
the Military Governor of Heilungkiang be acquainted with
the same that he may be able to codperate. Let them all
keep to the Manchu mode of life with earnestness and
without hesitation! .

Yungcheng failed to achieve the same success as Kanghsi,
but he was able to consolidate China’s rule newly re-
established in Kukunor,” Tibet,® and Quter Mongolia.” At
his death he was succeeded by Kienlung (1736-1795). It
seems that there was no greater necd at this juncture than
to have a person who could strike out independently, if not
back to the sanity of Kanghsi, at least out of the reaction
of Yungcheng. Unfortunately, Kienlung was not the man,
for he not only had been spoiled by others’ success like his
predecessor but was to be further spoiled by his own. Dur-
ing his reign the Oelot nomads were finally subdued
(1757), and with this followed the reé&stablishment of
China’s control over the Tarim basin (1758-60), the ac-
quisition of the allegiance of the Burut, the Kozak, and
some khanates of Central Asia. Indeed just about one-half
of his reign had expired when the Tsing dynasty had
reached the height of its power, which later acquisitions
relating to Nepal, Burma, Siam, and Annam did not ma-

T Sheng awu chi, 3/55-59; 3/26, 58.
8 Ibid., 5/17 et seq. ® Ibid., 3/59 1.-66.



Decline of the Tsing Dynasty 61

terially increase. In these circumstances it was even more
difficult for Kienlung than for Yungcheng to remain
steady. Indeed, if Yungcheng had only attempted to pre-
vent the Manchu assimilation by the Chinese, Kienlung was
to go the length, as we shall presently see, of creating a
Manchu entity in the body politic of China.

Shengking being one of the nineteen provinces of China,
was ruled like the rest. During the ninety-two years before
the ascension of Kienlung there were altogether 52 metro-
politan prefects of Fengtien, who were ex officio governors
of the province, and 292 lesser officials from the assistant
of the metropolitan prefect down to the magistrates of the
hsiens.  Of the 52 metropolitan prefects 34 were Chinese,
17 were Chinese ““bannermen”, i.e., members and de-
scendants of the Chinese contingents that assisted in the
establishment of the Tsing dynasty, and one was Manchu.
Of the 292 lesser officials 247 were Chinese, 28 were
Chinese “bannermen ”, and 18 were Manchus.?® This
preponderating Chinese influence in the government of the
province was the centre of Kienlung’s attack. As soon as
he came to the throne he placed Kirin, Ninguta, and Petuna
— cities beyond the Palisade, that had lately been made
parts of the prefecture of Fengtien — under the military
governor of Kirin,”* who by law was a Manchu. Then,
when the Oclot War was over he immediately set about to
take the rest of Shengking out of the hands of the Chinese.
In 1751 he laid it down as a rule that none except Manchus
were eligible for magistracy in the province.’* In 1762

10 For the foregoing figures sce Sheng ching tung chik, 20/19
et seq.

11 Jbid., 10/11; Hui tien, 1093/1; Hsu Hsi, The Eastern Three
Provinces (in Chinese) (Shanghai, 1915), pp. 62, 68.

12 Hui tien, 1093/1.
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he made the metropolitan prefect of Fengtien, the ex .
officio governor of the province, a subordinate of the mili-
tary governor of Shengking, who like his colleagues of
Kirin was by law a Manchu. In taking the last step
Kienlung was, however, not well advised, for it was soon
revealed that Manchu military men were not yet fit to be
civil administrators, and in 1765 he had to order that the
post of the metropolitan prefect be held concurrently by
one of the vice-presidents of the Metropolitan Boards of
Mukden instead. But evidently he was not yet fully satis-
fied with the last steps, for in 1789 he further ordered that
the choice of the vice-president to act concurrently as the
metropolitan prefect be limited to the Manchu members
of that vice-presidential group.’* With the foregoing
measures Kienlung, so to speak, snatched Shengking from
the Chinese and gave it to the Manchus. After this
Shengking ceased to rank with the intra-mural provinces,
and came to be associated with Kirin and Heilungkiang as
a group. ‘This latter group has been known in China as
the “ Eastern Three Provinces ” (Tungsansheng) and in
the West as “ Manchuria ”.

Two more measures were, however, yet to be taken be-
fore Kienlung could rest in peace. One was the exclusion
of Chinese from the land of the Manchurian nomads.
There is no doubt that if he could, he would have moved
all Chinese into the intra-mural country or elsewhere. But
failing to have an opportunity to do so, he was determined
to see that at least Kirin and Heilungkiang would be free
from the Chinese. In 1776, therefore, he issued the fol-
lowing edict * for Kirin and by inference for Heilung-
kiang:

Shengking and Kirin are the home of the dynasty. To

18 Ibid., 32/1. 4 Chi lin tung chih, 1/34.
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permit immigrants to settle down there would greatly affect
the Manchu mode of life. In Shengking, which is adja-
cent to Shantung and Chihli, immigrants have, during years
of peace, gradually gathered. It is not possible to order
them to leave without at the same time depriving them of
their means of subsistence, and thus we have established civil
governments to accommodate them. As to Kirin, which is
not adjacent to Chinese territory, they ought not to be al-
lowed to stay there. Report has it that new settlements have
gradually been formed in it. Let Fu Sen be commissioned
to investigate and settle the matter, and orders be given out
that immigrants are forever prohibited from entrance.

The other measure was the creation of a link to connect
Shengking, the home of the dynasty, with Chihli, the seat
of government. Ever since the occupation of the Jehol
hills by the desert nomads in the Ming dynasty, China had
been suffering from a double evil: the isolation of the Liao
basin and the exposure of the national capital. This Kien-
lung now remedied by encouraging Chinese colonization in
the Jehol hills, despite his effort to check this movement in
the country outside the Palisade. In 1778 when the time
was ripe he organized the Jehol region into a prefccture
known as Chengtch with six Asiens under it.'®

Sec. 2. Colonization of the Extra-Palisade Country

The shortsighted policies of Yungcheng and Kienlung
with regard to the Manchus and Manchuria were, however,
but instances of a general change of the Manchus’ attitude
towards the sacred trust which they held under the “ Man-
date of Heaven . Into the details which mean the history
of the Tsing dynasty itself, we do not need to enter. Suf-
fice it to say that, as a result of this change which culminated

18 Chi fu tung chik, 16/2 1., 55 Cheng te fu chih, 3/31 I.
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in the subjugation of the Oelots in the middle part of the
reign of Kienlung, the Tsing dynasty declined.

As early as a score of years before the close of the sixty-
year reign of Kienlung, anti-dynastic agitations, which had
subsided as a result of the enlightcned rule of Kanghsi,
broke out again.’® Finally, in 1796, the year Kienlung
abdicated in favor of his son Chiaching (1796-1800), the
Pai-lien Rebellion " broke out, lasted eight years, devas-
tated the northwestern quarter of intra-mural China, took
the joy out of Kienlung’s last three years of life, which he
planned to spend happily in nominal retirement, and sent
him to the grave with great anxiety for the future of the
Manchu dynasty.

‘The reactionary policy of the Manchus, of course, was
but one phase of a general degeneration of that people,
which again we have to leave to the specialist to treat. For
our purposes we shall merely observe that with the death
of Kienlung the Manchu dynasty was left without any
capable ruler. After the death of Kienlung, Chiaching re-
versed several of his predecessor’s policies under the pressure
of circumstances,'® and finally brought the Pai-lien Rebel-
lion to a close. On the other hand, as soon as immediate
danger was over, he followed up his early wise policy with
no constructive measures. In other words, he ended where
he started, and the decline of the dynasty was allowed to
continue indefinitely. The nomads had long been subdued
and the anti-dynastic agitation had again subsided. Under
such circumstances in an ordinary time incapables like the
successor of Kienlung were probably just as good as any,
for if they were not able to carry on constructive work,

18 Skeng wu chi, 8/6o.
17 Ibid., 9/1.
18 Ibid., 9/34 et seq. 10/41 et seq.
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they were at least unable to drag the nation further down.
Unfortunately, the century that followed the death of
Kienlung was destined to be an extraordinary time in
the history of China and the Far East. The day of trial
came in the reign of Taokuang (1821-1850), when the
Opium War (1840) broke out between Great Britain and
China.

By the middle of the nineteenth century European ex-
pansion had reached such a stage that, if it had not made
its influence felt in the Far East in 1840, it would have
made it felt at some other date not far remote. In view of
this situation, it was probably right for China not to pro-
long the war with Great Britain. But the right thing done
by the wrong person resulted as disastrously as would have
the wrong thing done by the right person. As soon as the
war broke out, Taokuang hastily repudiated the act of his
agent, Lin Tse-hsu, in spite of the fact that what Lin had
done to the British was in line with what Yungcheng and
Kienlung had done to the Russians on three occasions.!®
When the British ignored the apology, or what amounted
to an apology, and carried on the war for an extension of
trade privileges, he vacillated between war and peace as if
China were entirely in the wrong. When peace was de-
cided upon, he blindly appointed as plenipotentiaries men
like Kiying, who were unable even to distinguish between
issues or to understand the significance of their acts, and
whose claims to high trust were no more than that they
were Manchus. Finally, when peace was purchased on the
humiliating terms of the payment of an indemnity, the
cession of Hong Kong, and the granting of extra-territorial
jurisdiction, he neither repudiated it, nor took measures to
provide against the future, but meekly swallowed all and

19 For these instances sce Shuo fang pei cheng, 37/1-11.
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let things drift as before. This, of course, could not but
have serious consequences. Inasmuch as it discredited the
dynasty, it brought about the Taiping Rebellion of the
fifties and sixties, which lasted twice as long and devastated
an area thrice as great as did the Pai-lien Rebellion before.
Inasmuch as it discredited the nation, it invited foreign
aggression, through which China has suffered until this day.
At last Taokuang’s acts turned the decline of the dynasty
into a problem of the nation.

Returning to the question of Manchuria, where we left
off, the new policy with reference to that section of coun-
try, in view of its shortsighted nature, did not work
smoothly in every respect. It was difficult to expect the
Manchus of Kirin and Heilungkiang to be willing to re-
main beyond the pale of civilization as decreed by Yung-
cheng, while their compatriots in Peking and other parts of
China were fast being assimilated by the Chinese. Thus,
during the three reigns following that of Kienlung the
Manchus of Kirin once and again agitated for schools and
had to be each time reminded of the edict of Yungcheng.*
It was no less impossible, too, to expect the Manchus to be
able to take over the civil administration of the entire prov-
ince of Shengking as planned by Kienlung, since they had
not learnt the art of government. Shortly after the death
of Kienlung, therefore, it was found necessary to reopen
the civil service of Shengking to Chinese, with the excep-
tion of four Asiens on the Mongolian border, where the
problem of administration was simple.** Consequently,
from the very beginning, only two aspects of the new
policy merited consideration. These were the exclusion

20 Edicts, Kien, 24/9/jen shen, Tao, 2/6/hsin wei, Tao, 13/12/
ping chen, cki lin tung chik, 1/28, 3/5 L., 3/24.

21 Hui tien, 1093/2 L.



Decline of the Tsing Dynasty 67

of Chinese from the extra-Palisade country and the
reservation of higher control of Shengking for the
Manchus.

The policy of the Manchu dynasty did not kill the natu-
ral tendency of the Chinese to migrate northward. Never-
theless it had at first the effect of heading that tendency
off into a channel of less resistance, the Cherim prairie.
This prairie forms a part of the zone that lies between the
Gobi desert and the arable country to the south and east.
But, as it borders upon the Sungari valleys which were in-
habited by comparatively weak tribes, it had not only never
passed out of the hands of the desert nomads, as had the
rest of that zone, but had served throughout history as a
base for the Tung-hu nomads and their various descend-
ants, as had Outer Mongolia for the Hsiung-nu nomads
and the Mongols. Conditions had changed since Chinese
colonists invaded the Sungari valleys. If things had been
allowed to run their course, the prairie might have remained
free from Chinese colonization for yet some period of
time. On top of the invasion of the Sungari valleys by
Chinese colonists, however, came the Manchu policy to
reserve that region for the Manchus. Consequently the
Cherim prairie became a colonizing ground for the Chinese
before it would normally have been. As soon as Chinese
colonists were barred from Kirin they entered what are
now Changtu and Changchun on the edge of the prairie,
as well as the section known as Hsinmin, which, though
inside the Palisade, was not yet colonized because of the
fact that it was occupied by the desert nomads in the Ming
dynasty.

The fact that the Cherim prairie formed geographically
an integral part of Manchuria was evident to the Court.
The colonization of the section of what is now Hsinmin,
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occurring within the Palisade, of course, called forth no
intervention. But when the colonization of sections out-
side the Palisade was reported, investigation was ordered.
According to the report of 1799 concerning what is now
Changchun, the land cultivated there had amounted by
that year to 265,648 mou, and the population to 3,330
families. However, as these colonies were there neither
in violation of the wishes of the desert nomads, nor in
violation of the law of Kienlung, the Court, which was
then fully engaged by the Pai-lien Rebellion, readily ac-
cepted the accomplished fact and started to regularize the
situation by including the colonized sections of the land of
the desert nomads as parts of the province of Kirin, add-
ing the injunction that “ not one more settler > should be
permitted to come there again.*?

A tendency as strong as the Chinese migration towards
the northwest could not, however, be checked by mere in-
junction. In 1812, when just a little more than a decade
had elapsed, it was reported that alone in the section of
what is now Changchun 7,000 additional colonists had in
the meantime arrived, and that the entire settlement al-
ready formed there had an area of 80 miles by 60.* In
the face of such a situation the Court could do no better
than to acquiesce.?* ?°

The Cherim prairie is fertile on the edge that borders
upon the rivers Liao, Sungari, and Nonni and sandy from
the centre westward. Having colonized the sections on

22 Edict, Chia, 5/7/mou tzu, Chi lin tung chik, 2/8.

23 Edict, Chia, 15/11/ jen tzu, ibid., 2/8; see also Hsu, 10/43 I.

24 See edicts of Tao, 5, Chi lin tung chik, 3/18~23.

25 For further information concerning the colonization of the
southern section of the Cherim prairie, see Hsu, 10/41 1.; Hui tien,
1913/2=3. Cf. Hsu Hsi, 0p. cit., p. 38 et seq.
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the rivers Liao and Sungari, Chinese immigrants instinc-
tively turned away from the centre into the forbidden
land of Kirin, which was separated from the prairie by no
stronger obstacles than the letter of the law and a flimsy
willow palisade. By this time, however, if the violation
of the law was more obvious, the Court had also become
more conscious of its impotence. Although it was not
willing to repeal the law which embodied the  holy will »
of the “sacred ancestors ”, it was not prepared to enforce
the exclusion in order to incur fresh expressions of resent-
ment from a resentful people. It resorted eventually to
the counteracting measure of colonizing Kirin with Man-
chus from Peking, which was by that time congested with
a surplus population of that people.

The plan as decided upon was to send 3,000 Manchu
families at the rate of 300 a year, beginning with 1824.
In order to make the way smooth for these high class set-
tlers orders were given that 1,000 local Manchus be chosen
to reclaim the land before their arrival,®® and that dwell-
ings be also erected for them.”” The Manchus of the
metropolis, however, were not at all attracted by their an-
cestral home, where the government used to send their un-
teachable relatives to get permeated with the “ unsoiled
mode of life” which Yungcheng, being sick of the life
of his own court, and probably also of himself, so often
longed for and was so anxious to preserve. In the first
year, therefore, only 53 out of the quota of 300 families
were reported as having enrolled. Finally, after five years’
experiment the original number of 3,000 was reduced to
1,000, with more land allotted to each and with permission
to employ farm hands to cultivate the land: in other words,

26 Edict, Chia, 19/11/ kuei chou, ibid., 2/15.
27 Edict, Tao, 1/1/ mou wu, ibid., 3/1.
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with the additional inducement that they would become
landlords instead of farmers.?®

The Manchu attempt to colonize the Sungari valleys
with Manchus was no more successful than was their policy
of excluding Chinese from these lands. In the case under
discussion there were yet several hundred families en-
listed. In another case, which was tried in the seventies
in Heilungkiang, it is said that, of the small number of
thirteen families which enlisted, ten families returned to
Peking in less than a year and the remaining three, which
could not return because of poverty, pitifully begged au-
thorities to send them home, as exiles in this region were
accustomed to do when amnesty was granted them.”® The
luxurious life of the metropolis was too attractive a hotbed
of degeneration for the common people no less than for
the ruling class. By resorting to the immigration of the
metropolitan Manchus for maintaining the mistaken notion
of Kienlung, the Court merely declared bankruptcy on its
Manchurian policy.

The tendency of Chinese migration into Manchuria,
however, was soon to grow so strong that, even if the
counter measures of the Manchus could have been carried
out, they would, nevertheless, have proved to be of no
avail. By the sixties the already strong natural tendency
to migrate in this direction was reinforced by the aid of
steam navigation, in consequence of the opening of New-
chwang as a treaty port. On the other hand, the already
weakened Manchu government was further reduced in

8 Edicts, Tao, 3/12/ ting ssu, Tao, 4/2/ chi yu, Tao,
5/10/ keng shen, Tao, 9/31 kuei mao, Tao, 11/12 mou hsu, Tao,
23/12/ chia chen, Tao, 24/3/ chia hsu, ibid., 3/8 I, 11, 17
1., 28, 31, 40 L, 42.

20 Lung chiang shu luck, 4/6 1.
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vitality by the Taiping Rebellion. By the early seventies,
when the Rebellion was over, not only were the districts
around the cities in Shengking and Kirin, as well as the
southern section of the Cherim prairie, more thickly popu-
lated, but the virgin districts, such as the extra-Palisade
Shengking on the right bank of the Yalu river, and the
districts around what is now Hailung, and such as the
Sungari basin around what is now Harbin both in Kirin
and in Heilungkiang, were also colonized.

In these circumstances, the Manchus could no longer
merely acquiesce, and they threw open the extra-Palisade
Shengking and Kirin and divided them into administrative
units like the intra-Palisade country. In consequence they
added in Manchuria three more prefectures — Changtu
for the province of Shengking, and Changchun, and Kirin
for the province of Kirin; and twenty-one lesser units
down to the Asien — eight in eastern Shengking up to the
Yalu river, five in the northern section of the Cherim
prairie, and eight along the Kirin side of the upper
Sungari.®*

By this time, one-half of Manchuria had been lost to
the Russians for more than ten years,*’ and not only could
Manchuria no longer serve as a home for the dynasty, but
it was also exposed to the danger of further Russian absorp-
tion. If not in the interest of the nation, the Manchus
should have reversed the entire policy for the sake of the
dynasty itself. And yet, beyond recognizing the accom-
plished fact of the colonization of extra-Palisade Sheng-
king and of Kirin, they went no further. Indeed, instead

80 Memorials by Chung-hou, K., 2/1/- and 2/3/-, Kuang hsu
cheng yao, 2/1, 24; memorial by Chi-yuan, K., 4/7/-, ibid., 4/22;
memorial by Ming-an, K., 8/4/-, ibid., 8/8 L.

31 Infra, sec. 3.
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of reversing their policy, they even added a few fatal fin-
ishing touches to it. First of all, while throwing open
Kirin, they still maintained exclusion for Heilungkiang.®?
Next, instead of adding a civil governor for the civil ad-
ministration of Kirin, they entrusted the civil administra-
tion to the military governor of that province. Thirdly,
they again made the metropolitan prefect of Fengtien, the
ex officio governor of Shengking, a subordinate to the
military governor of Shengking. Finally, they raised the
latter to the position of a senior to his colleagues at Kirin
and Tsitsihar by giving him the rank of a viceroy.** If
the reservation of Heilungkiang was but a continuation of
the old discredited policy, the entrusting of civil administra-
tion to military governors was an aggravation of a proven
mistake,

In the meantime, Chinese migration into Manchuria
continued steadily. By the end of the century the north-
ern section of the Cherim prairie, the left bank of the
Tumen, eastern Kirin, as well as the left bank of the Sun-
gari in the province of Heilungkiang, where the official
bar was not yet let down — or, in other words, all coloniz-
able territory except the outlying districts along the Amur
and the Ussuri, and west of the Great Khingan mountains
— was colonized, and the entire population of Manchuria
amounted to 14,000,000, of which eighty per cent were
Chinese.** *°

82 Cf, Lung chiang shu lueh, 4/8; see also memorial, K., 13,
ibid., 4/9 1.

38 Edict, K, 1, Hui tien, 1913/2 L; 23/1 L

8¢ For a good account of Manchuria at the close of the 19th
century, see “Notes on Manchuria? by Col. Brown, enclosed in
no. 3, China, No. r (1899) (British Parliamentary Papers), p. 34.

85 For further development, see infra, chap. v, sec. 5.
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Sec. 3. Russian Descent upon Manchuria

(1) The Lower Sungari and Trans-Amur Regions.
After the check they had received on the Amur and the

lower Sungari rivers in the seventeenth century, the Rus-
sians had practically forgotten the Sungari valleys. The
British success in the Opium War instantly quickened their
memory. Shortly after the war numerous accounts of
early Russian adventures on those rivers began to appear
in Russian papers, including several government organs,*
and in 1848, Nicolas Muraviev was appointed governor of
Eastern Siberia, evidently for the purpose of reviving Rus-
sian activities on those rivers.

We have had occasion to speak of the strategical impor-
tance of the Shilka river to the entire Sungari system. In
the present period of Russian activities, that river, as we
shall see, proved to be the source of trouble as it had in
the past. With, however, a military post at Aigun, and
boundary stones on the Kerbechi and Argun rivers in-
scribed with five languages, including the Russians’ own,
and inspected annually in their presence, the Russians did
not feel free to descend from the Shilka as soon as they
started. Accordingly they first followed the coast down to
the mouth of the lower Sungari and the Gulf of Tartary,*”
places which, being far removed from Russian territory,
were left much in the state in which they had been a cen-
tury and a half before.

There were not lacking men in Russia who were not
yet ready to depart from the century-old tradition of peace

8¢ E. G. Ravenstein, The Russians on the Amur (London, 1861),
p. 114.

87 Vladimir, Russia on the Pacific and the Siberian Railway
(London, 1899), pp. 185—92.
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with China, and when the occupation of the lower Sun-
gari was reported, they severely criticized it. But the ex-
pansionists had the advantage of having Nicholas I on their
side and they, therefore, won the day, finally inducing the
Russian foreign office to resort to the pretext of boundary
delimitation with the view of acquiring a legal title by
peaceful methods for territories adversely occupied.®®

It is not known whether the note to the Chinese govern-
ment, asking for boundary delimitation, took as a point of
departure the provision of the treaties of Nertchinsk and
Kiakta relating to the territory between the Outer Khingan
mountains and the Ud river, or whether it was merely
made with the simple pretext of retracing the old boundary
to avoid possible misunderstanding, as relations on the fron-
tier had grown much closer and more complicated after
the lapse of a century and a half. Whatever the method
might be, the Chinese government, being yet unaware of
Russian designs, appointed commissioners and despatched
them to Urga to await the arrival of their Russian col-
leagues.*

The Russian commissioners, however, never came. By
this time (1853) the Taiping leaders had set up a govern-
ment at Nanking and despatched expeditions in two direc-
tions to converge upon Peking. This not only paralyzed
China for any active opposition to Russian advance, but
also emptied Heilungkiang and Kirin of garrisons for serv-
ice in intra-mural China and opened the way for that very
advance. Of this the Russian expansionists were fully
aware. Worse still, while conditions were so tempting in
the East, the Crimean War broke out in the West. If
hitherto the expansionists had been checked by the saner
elements, they now could do almost anything by virtue of

88 Ibid., p. 185. 39 Ibid., p. 200.
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the war-power. In these circumstances they merely ignored
the arrangement already made between the Russian gov-
ernment and the Chinese. Indeed, they even felt that
they did not need to confine their activities to the coast any
longer, and on May 18, 1854 (O. S.), wilfully violated
the treaty of Nertchinsk by a solemn entrance into the
Amur river from the Shilka with an expeditionary force
destined for the mouth of the lower Sungari.*

In descending the Amur river in violation of treaty
stipulations Muraviev, of course, did not fail to go through
the procedure of a nominal notification to the Chinese gov-
ernment. ‘The latter, though still quite in the dark as to
Russia’s designs, could not but be alarmed by the new
development, and accordingly ordered the commissioners,
who were still waiting at Urga, to proceed down the Amur
and lower Sungari, in company with local commissioners
from Kirin and Heilungkiang to meet Muraviev.*

On September g, 1855 (O. S.) the Chinese commis-
sioners arrived at Mariinsk where Muraviev had his head-
quarters. 'To their surprise the latter, instead of delimiting
the boundary with them, proposed that China recognize
Russia’s title to the lower Sungari river, and furthermore
permit her to establish a chain of settlements along the
Amur river, to insure uninterrupted communication.*? The
Chinese commissioners declared that the proposal was be-
yond their power to entertain, and when the Chinese gov-
ernment was informed of it, a protest was immediately
sent to Russia.*®

40 Chi lin tung chih, 55/6; Vladimir, op. cit., pp. 207—9.

41 Edicts of Hsten, 4 & 5, Chi lin tung chik, 55/6-1.

42 Edict, Hsien, 5/10/ping wu, ibid., 55/7 l.; Vladimir, op.
cit.,, pp. 241~42.

48 Edict, Hsien, 5/11/ keng shen, C/i lin tung chih, s5/8 1.
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The general ignorance of the geography of northeastern
Asia on the part pf the Anglo-French naval forces in op-
eration in the East, coupled with the probably certain fore-
sight of Muraviev in his defence measures, freed Eastern
Siberia from any war misfortunes. This, by comparison
with the general failure of the Russians in the Crimean
War, made Muraviev a hero. It was therefore natural
that his act would be speedily ratified, rather than criti-
cized. The Russian government, instead of replying to
the Chinese protest, created out of the territory already oc-
cupied the province of Primorskaya (1856),** and at the
same time renewed its activities to acquire from China a
legal title to it.

In the meantime events in China took a new turn.
Hitherto she had been only engaged by the Taiping Rebel-
lion. At this moment she had also drifted into war with
Great Britain and France. Russia was not slow to avail
herself of the opportunity. When Great Britain and
France despatched special commissioners and troops to
China in 1856, Russia also appointed an envoy, Count
Euthyme Putiatin, to proceed to the East.

Putiatin traveled overland, had a conference with Mura-
viev, and proceeded to the mouth of the Peiho, where he
requested admission to Peking to settle with the Chinese
government, he declared, the boundary question.*” Upon
receipt of his request the Chinese government appointed
Yi-shan, military governor of Heilungkiang, as plenipo-
tentiary, and as it saw no good reason to settle the boundary
question in the capital, designated Aigun as the place of
conference, and requested the Russian envoy to repair
there.** Putiatin, however, had another object in view:

44 Vladimir, op. cit., p. 251. 45 Ibid., p. 252.
46 Edict, Hsien, 7/7 kuei ssu, Chi lin tung chih, 55/9.
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to secure whatever advantages the British and French might
acquire. Accordingly, he declined, upon the pretext that
he needed more instructions,*” and traveled south to watch
events.* The Russian government therefore appointed
Muraviev to act on the Manchurian question, and on re-
ceiving the latter’s communication, the Chinese govern-
ment ordered Yi-shan to take up the matter with him in-
stead (1858).*" Yi-shan proceeded to Aigun, sent agents
to meet Muraviev, who was then on his annual trip down
the Amur river, and invited the Russian to meet him at
that place.

The conference at Aigun was held on May 11, 1858
(O. S.), about the same time negotiations were being car-
ried on by China with Great Britain and France at Tien-
tsin. If in the latter place China was constrained to make
all concessions demanded of her, in Aigun it was not likely
that she could do better. In his memorial submitted after
the conference, Yi-shan had the following to say:

. « . All edicts I have received have enjoined upon me
not to incite hostilities. During these years of activities on
the river the Russians have constructed dwellings, stationed
troops, and accumulated provisions and ammunition in
abundance. They have now further declared that in the
summer they will despatch more men and officers to guard,
they say, the English. Their heart is indeed unfathomable.
On the other hand, the tide of rebellion inland has not
subsided, and the men of Kirin and Heilungkiang have not
returned from service. Evidently it is not practical to
appeal to arms. . . .*°

47 Edict, Hsien, 7/8/ hsin hai, ibid., 55/ 10.

48 Henri Cordier, L’expedition de chine de 1857-358 (Paris,
1905), p. 169.

4 Edict, Hsien, 8/3/ chia wu, Chi lin tung chih, ss/11 L;
Tiao yo, Hsien, 2/5 1. 80 Chi lin tung chik, 55/12.
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Yi-shan was prepared to grant the Russians the right to
settle on the left bank of the Amur; but he made no head-
way with Muraviev, who insisted upon an outright cession.
Finally, with a small concession on the part of the latter
regarding the Manchu villages on the left bank of the
Amur at the mouth of the Zeya, the treaty of Aigun was
signed on the 16th (O. S.). The part dealing with the
boundary runs as follows:

The left bank of the river Hei-lung [Amur] and the
river Sung-hua [Sungari] from the river Argun to the sea
mouth of the river Sung-hua shall be the territory of the
Russian Empire; as to the right bank, that following the
stream to the river Ussuri shall be the territory of the Ta
Tsing Empire, and that from the river Ussuri to the sea —
as if it lies between clearly defined boundaries of the two
countries— shall be under the joint control of the Ta
Tsing and Russian Empires. The navigation of the rivers
Hei-lung, Sung-hua, and Ussuri shall hereafter be reserved
to the vessels of the Ta Tsing and Russian Empires and no
vessels of other nationalities shall be permitted upon them.
The Manchu inhabitants who settled on the left bank of
the river Hei-lung, south of the river Zeya to the village
of Hormoldzin, shall be permitted to reside in their villages
in perpetuity and be under the control of the Manchu au-
thorities; and the Russians shall remain on terms of peace
with them and desist from molesting them.*

(2) The Trans-Ussuri Country

The treaty of Aigun, however, was not the end of Rus-
sian encroachment, for the same conditions that compelled
China to agree to the cession of the left bank of the Amur
and the lower Sungari seemed also to have made the Rus-

51 A translation from Chinese text in Tizo yo, Hsien, 2/13; cf.
French text in Cordier, op. cit., 417.
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sians more insatiable. When Putiatin communicated with
the Chinese government on the question after he repaired
to the south, he had already suggested that the boundary
should follow the Amur down to the Ussuri, and then
“up the latter and thence to the sea by some river that
rose near its source ’ * —a suggestion entirely different
from the proposal made by Muraviev at Mariinsk. Now
that the left bank of the Amur and the lower Sungari had
been acquired, Muraviev felt no more need of confining
himself to what had been gained, and he thereupon
launched upon the absorption of the territory further south.
Under color of the treaty of Aigun he first despatched
men to survey the interior,” and in the next year (1869)
himself made an extensive cruise on the coast, occupying
on his way the harbor of Vladivostok and Possiet Bay.*
While Muraviev carried out the actual absorption of ter-
ritory on the spot, Putiatin, who had followed the British
and the French from the south to the north, again raised
the question of right with the Chinese government. He
now spoke of the Ussuri and Suifen rivers, instead of the
Ussuri and some such river as rose near the source of the
Ussuri.®  The Chinese government referred the matter
to local authorities for report, and having been informed
that what was mentioned by Putiatin had no relation to
the treaty of Aigun,® it instructed these authorities to

52 Putiatin to Chinese Government, Hsien, 8/1/25, Tiao yo,
Hsien, 2/3; edict, Hsien, 8/2/ kuei chou, Cki lin tung chik,
s5/10 L.

% Memorial by Yi-shan, Hsien, 8/7/ chia hsu, ibid., 55/16.

5 Vladimir, op. cit., 262—3.

8 Memorial by Tan Ting-hsiang, Hsien, 8/3/29, and edict of
even date, Tigo yo, Hsien, 2/62 and 7 l.; Chi lin tung chih, s5/12.

8 Memorial by Yi-shan, Hsien, 8/12/20, and edict of even
date, Tiao yo, Hsien, 2/10 L.; Chi lin tung chik, 55/16 1.
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proceed to the delimitation only when the Russians desisted
from making unreasonable demands.®

There are writers who are in the habit of accusing the
Chinese government of procrastination whenever it refuses
to let China’s rights be encroached upon, and here as else-
where they join in a chorus of condemnation. It is there-
fore pertinent to ask whether China had ceded the trans-
Ussuri country by the treaty of Aigun. To this we must
reply in the negative. The treaty speaks of the bank of
the Amur and of the lower Sungari, but nowhere of the
bank of the Ussuri. If the name of this latter river ap-
pears in that document, it appears only as a point on the
bank of the lower Sungari, or, in other words, only as a
landmark. The territory that is left by the treaty for
further delimitation can therefore only mean the right
bank of the Sungari, from the mouth of the Ussuri down-
ward. It is true that Putiatin in his communication to the
Chinese government referred to above had spoken of the
Ussuri as a part of the boundary, but this, like the rest of
his pretensions, was never entertained by the Chinese gov-
ernment.®® It is also true that Muraviev broached the
question in a similar way to Yi-shan at Aigun, but there
the proposal was peremptorily rejected.”®* Indeed, by
neither the terms of the treaty nor the attending facts can
we come to the conclusion that the trans-Ussuri country
was ever ceded. '

The Chinese government readily ratified the treaty of
Aigun as it was drawn, by an edict issued to the military
governors of Heilungkiang and Kirin,*® and consented to

87 Edict, Hsien, 8/12/21, Tiao yo, Hsien, 3/3 L.

58 Edict, Hsien, 8/2/8, ibid., 2/4; Chi lin tung chil, s5/11.
59 See memorial of Yi-shan above cited.

80 Edict, Hsien, 8/5/ mou yin, Chi lin tung chih, s5/15.
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the cession of the left bank of the Amur and of the lower
Sungari, but was determined not to give way on the ques-
tion of the trans-Ussuri country. On the occasion of
Muraviev’s party proceeding independently to the survey
of the interior, it made direct representation to the Rus-
sian government.” Pending the reply from that govern-
ment, it also ordered local authorities to use all pacific
means to bar the Russians from entering their respective
jurisdictions, removed Yi-shan from office and sent the
military deputy governor of Aigun in cangue to the Ussuri,
and instructed the new military governor of Heilungkiang
to make clear to Muraviev China’s stand on the treaty and
to take military measures to provide against emergencies.®

Circumstances, however, favored the Russians. In 1859
General Nicolas Ignatiev came to Peking to exchange the
ratifications ® of the treaty ® which Putiatin succeeded in
concluding with China in the wake of the Anglo-French
forces in the previous year. While he was still there, the
British and French, who came on a similar mission, started
to hack their way to Peking instead of following the
route indicated to them.

When Putiatin was with the Anglo-French forces in
Hong Kong in 1858, he advised the allies to leave Canton
and menace Peking by occupying Tientsin.®® But later,
when he was in Tientsin, he offered to supply the Chinese
government with arms and ammunition to resist the aggres-
sion.”” The same policy Ignatiev now followed. On June

8t Edict, Hsien, 8/12/21, Tiao yo, Hsien, 3/3 1.

82 Edicts, Hsien, 9/5/ yi yu and 9/8/ chi hai, Chi lin tung
chih, 55/22, 24.

93 For text see Tiao yo, Hsien, 2/14.

84 For text see ibid., 3/15. 85 Cordier, 0p. cit., 179.

86 Memorial by Tang Ting-hsiang, Hsien, 8/3/29 and edicts
of even date and of 8/3/25, Tiao yo, Hsien, 2/6, 7 L, 3/8 I
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15, 1860, Ignatiev traveled to Shanghai and counscled
energetic action and a blow at Taku. Later, he joined
the French at Chefoo and proceeded with them to the mouth
of the Peiho,* thus, as he said, demonstrating the solidarity
of the great maritime powers.® After he had returned to
Peking he of course did not fail also to demonstrate similar
solidarity of the great continental powers by offering arms
and ammunition to China.®® When Pecking was finally
in the hands of the Anglo-French forces, Ignatiev came
forward for the cession of the trans-Ussuri country, and
a number of other concessions.” In these circumstances
Prince Kung, then head of the government at Pcking, sub-
mitted a memorial in favor of the cession. In the memo-
rial he had the following to say:

England and France have come at the instigation of that
country [Russia]. As long as she plays the part of the
devil . . . there is no hope of English evacuation [of
Peking]. This deeply exercises our thoughts.™

The Throne consented, and the “ honest broker ” obtained
his fee.” 7

" Henri Cordier, L'expedition de chine de 1860 (Paris, 1906),
pp. 184, 230, 244.

98 Ibid., 186.

8% Edict to Sengkolintsin & Hengfu, March 27, 1860, China
(1859~1860), 119; see also H. B. Morse, T/he International Rela-
tions of the Chinese Empire (London, 1910), vol. i, p. 613.

70 Memorial by Prince Kung, Hsien, 10/9/20, Tiao yo, Hsien,
7/2.

L See also Ignatiev to Baron Gros, Peking, Oct. 16-18, 1860,
Henri Cordier, Histoire des relations de la chine avec les puissances
occidentales 1860—1900 (Paris, 1901), vol. i, p. 94.

" Edict, Hsien, 10/9/ yi ssu, Chi lin tung chi, 55/25 L.

8 The supposed ability of Ignatiev in dealing with the Chinese
as demonstrated in the cession of the trans-Ussuri country led to his
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In the treaty of Peking™ (November 14, 1860) thus
concluded, the boundary between China and Russia was to
follow the Ussuri south and then its tributary, the river
Songatcha, to the lake Khanka. From that point it was to
cut the lake in the direction of the river “ Pai-leng”.
From the mouth of the  Pai-leng ” it was then to follow
the crest of the mountains to the mouth of the river Houpi-
tou, and thence the crest of the mountains between the
river Hung-chun and the sea to a point on the river Tumen
not more than twenty /i (seven miles) from its mouth.”
The treaty has also the following provision:

What has been said above refers to uninhabited territory.
Russia engages not to occupy territory inhabited by Chinese
subjects or occupied by them for fishing and hunting pur-
poses, but to permit them to fish and hunt as before.

After the signing of the treaty an investigation was
ordered by the military governor of Kirin on the location
of Chinese subjects in the ceded territory and a copy for-
warded to the Tsungli Yamen.™

As to the delimitation of the boundary between the lake
Khanka and the Tumen, the treaty also fixed a special date.
In due course of time the commissioners of both countries
proceeded to the spot. The question immediately arose as
to what was the river ““ Pai-leng > referred to in the treaty.
The Russian commissioners insisted upon the river Mu-
leng, a tributary of the Ussuri far inland, but later receded
from their position. Finally the two parties agreed upon

appointment as Russian minister to Turkey in 1864, where he stayed
until his mischiefs culminated in the Russo-Turkish War of 1877,
and he himself fell into disfavor and was retired for the rest of
his life. 7 For text see T'iao yo, Hsien, 7/8.

7 Art. i. 78 For text sec ibid., 11/15.
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a rivulet known as the Tu-erh-pi-la as a compromise.”
The delimitation then proceeded swiftly and on June 28,
1861, maps and records of the delimitation were signed and
exchanged on the spot as supplements to the treaty.”® After
this a tablet carved with the terms of the treaty relating to
the boundary was set up by the Chinese commissioner.™
Later the military governor of Kirin was ordered to pro-
ceed with local Russian authorities to erect boundary
stakes.®®

In 1886 the attention of the Chinese government was
called by local authorities to the fact that the Russians had
in several places pushed beyond the boundary. An investi-
gation revealed that several of the stakes had disappeared.
At the suggestion of the Chinese government commissiéners
were sent by both countries to the frontier to determine
upon the line as drawn before. They met on May 25,
1886, and found that among other questions they could not
agree upon the point where the boundary was to meet the
Tumen, for while the Chinese commission pointed to a
place twenty /i from the sea, the Russian commission
pointed to another place forty /i from the sea, but twenty
li from where the sand bank of the river began. They,
however, made the compromise of taking a point midway
between the two points, i.e., thirty /i from the sea but ten
li from the sand bank, and an agreement was drawn up
and signed between them as a supplement to the records
of 1861.%* 2

77 For relevant documents see bid., 11/2-10.

78 For records see #bid., 11/12,

™ For text sce ibid., 11/14.

80 Memorial, Hsien, 11/9/11, ibid., 11/10.

81 For text see ibid., 7/17 L

82 For various accounts relating to the delimitation of 1886 see
Chi lin tung chih, 55/37—54.
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Both the treaty of Aigun and the treaty of Peking
touched also upon the question of trade privileges. In
Article II of the former treaty, it was provided that “in
order to promote good relationship the subjects of the two
countries inhabiting the Ussuri, the Hei-lung and the Sung-
hua rivers shall be allowed to trade among themselves, and
authorities on both banks shall reciprocally extend them
protection ”. In Article IV of the latter, it was also pro-
vided that on the new common frontier “the subjects of
the two countries shall be allowed to trade at will and be
exempted from taxation ”, and that “ frontier authorities
shall assist the traders and supervise their trade ”.

The treaty of Peking contained provisions concerning
trade privileges also of Mongolia and Sinkiang. By Article
V the Russians could trade in Urga and Kalgan, on the
main trade route to Peking from Transbakalia, in addition
to Kiakta, and appoint a consul to Urga. By Articles VI
and VIII, Kashgar in Sinkiang was open to trade “as an
experiment”, as Ili and Tarbagatai had been in 1851,%*®
and Russia was given the privilege of stationing a consul
there, as in the latter places.

Russian trade privileges in Mongolia and Sinkiang were
later extended by the treaty of St. Petersburg of Febru-
ary 24, 1881,% as a compensation for the restoration of
the Ili district. In that treaty Russians were permitted to
trade in Mongolia and Sinkiang free of taxation until
“ when, trade having become prosperous, the two countries
shall agree upon the rates of duties and terminate the ex-
emption ”.* Furthermore, Russia was given the privilege
of stationing consuls at Suchow, the Shanhaikuan of the
western end of the Great Wall, and at Turfan.*

828 See treaty of 1li, 1851, Tiso yo, Hsien, 1/19.

88 Tiao yo, K., 5/15. 84 Article xii. 85 Article x.



86 China and Her Political Entity

Sec. 4. Reappearance of Japan

The impact of the West, which brought about rebellion
in China, had similar effects upon Japan. On account of
the simple insular life and the limited island territories,
Japan, however, emerged from her difficulties not only
with comparative ease, but also with positive advantage.
The year 1858 witnessed the fall of the Tokugawa house,
and the establishment of a new régime known as the
Restoration.

The condition in which the Japan of the Restoration
found herself in respect to China was similar to that in
the end of the sixteenth century. But with the lesson of
the upstart Hideyoshi’s utter failure before her, Japan was
cautious. By the time Japan was free from her domestic
troubles Great Britain and Russia were well entrenched in
the Far East and France had started to secure a foothold;
and the universal rule of China in that region of the world
had again fallen into abeyance. We have heretofore seen
how the petty kingdom of Wo took advantage of the im-
potence of China during the period following the Bar-
barian Rebellion to meddle with the affairs of southern
Korea, and how she was first checked by the reaction she
created there and then compelled to withdraw to the islands
by the appearance of the all-powerful Tang dynasty. To
that distant period the condition of the Far East in the
latter half of the nineteenth century was similar. To leave
one’s own home in order to establish a dynasty at the centre
of -power and influence is the work of the nomads. For
settled folks it is more congenial to stay where they are
and enslave their neighbors. Rather than pursue a sure
failure as did Hideyoshi, Japan of the Restoration em-
ployed the same energy generated by a successful civil
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strife to play high politics after the example of the petty
kingdom of Wo.

In 1862 and 1864, shortly after Japan entered into
treaty relations with Western powers, she twice sought to
appoint a consul to reside at Shanghai. The Chinese gov-
ernment was not willing to depart from the practice of
non-intercourse with the Japanese, which had been adopted
from the time of the Hideyoshi invasion, and declined the
approach on both occasions.

In 1870, shortly after the Restoration, Japan again ap-
proached China, this time not only in regard to the
appointment of a consul, but also for a treaty of friendship
and amity. On the former occasion, Japan merely asked
for the resumption of official relations which had been
broken off since the end of the Ming dynasty; now she
asked for recognition as an equal. In other words: if
Japan’s former approach involved only the change of a
temporary measure, the present called for the modification
of an established system. Thus it would be natural if the
Chinese government declined the approach as before. The
year 1870 was, however, more opportune. The Taiping
Rebellion had terminated several years before, and Chinese
statesmen like Tseng Kuo-fang and Li Hung-chang, men
who were able to recognize the change of circumstances,
had been released from war service to be civil administra-
tors. If these men were not in control of national destiny,
they at least were in a position to influence the decisions
of those who were. Through their advice, therefore, the
Court signified its readiness to entertain the Japanese ap-
proach.®® The next year, when the Japanese returned
with proper commission for the purpose of concluding a

8 Memorials by Tsungli Yamen, Tung, 9/9/24, 10/7/29,
9/10/18, Tiao yo, Tung, 20/2, 10 L., 4.
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treaty, Li Hung-chang, viceroy of Chihli, was appointed
to treat with them, and on September 13th a treaty of
friendship and amity of eighteen articles, with thirty-one
trade regulations appended to it, was signed at Tientsin
between Li and Date Muneki, the Japanese plenipoten-
tiary.®’

The Japanese treaty of 1871 is important, not only for
its bearing upon subsequent Sino-Japanese relations, but
also as an example of how far China would be willing to
go in entering into treaty relations under normal condi-
tions. One of the features of the treaty was the recipro-
cal granting of extra-territorial jurisdiction.®®  Supple-
mentary to this were the provisions that foreign residence
was to give no protection to native servants,®® that foreign
subjects were not to wear arms,” and that foreign mob vio-
lence was to be dealt with according to local law.** An-
other feature was the mutual confinement of trade to the
treaty ports.”” Still another feature, negative in this in-
stance, was the omission of the most-favored-nation clause
which was present in all treaties concluded between China
and foreign powers previous to that time. Of the less
important provisions that merited notice are those which
prohibited war vessels from entering ports not declared
open by the treaty, nor “rivers, lakes, and streams of the
interior ”,*® and another which stipulated that consuls were
not to engage in trade, nor to act for a non-treaty power,
and were to be subject to the withdrawal of exequatur in
case of improper conduct.”* At the head of the treaty, in
Article I, there was the following declaration:

87 Ibid., Tung, 20/21, 26. 91 Art. xiii.
88 Art. viii. 92 Regs. xiv and xv.
89 Art. x. 98 Art. xiv.

20 Art. xi. 94 Art, xvi.
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Henceforth China and Japan shall cultivate amicable
relationship with doubled effort to last as long as heaven
and earth; and even the nations and territories belonging
to each shall receive courteous treatment from the other
and not the slightest of molestation, to the end that they
may enjoy peace and security forever.®®

The reéstablishment of friendly relationship between
the two countries proved, however, to be merely the begin-
ning of trouble, notwithstanding the declaration that these
relationships were “ to last as long as heaven and earth ”
and to apply equally to “ nations and territories belonging
to each ”.

Ostensibly to congratulate China on the assumption of
government by the emperor Tungchih, Japan sent Soyesima
Tanewomi, her foreign minister, as special ambassador to
China.  Soryesima exchanged the ratifications of the
treaty of 1871 in Tientsin with Li Hung-chang, and
then proceeded to Peking.’” While there awaiting the
audience granted to the diplomatic representatives, includ-
ing himself, he sent Yanagiwara Sakimitsu, a member of
his suite, to the Tsungli Yamen on an informal visit. In
his conversation there Yanagiwara said that a number of
Liuchiuan sailors had been murdered by the aborigines of
Formosa and that the Japanese government contemplated
making an investigation. The member of the Yamen who
received him replied that the aborigines had hitherto been
left much to themselves on account of the fact that they
had their own peculiar mode of life, but China would look

95 Art, i, a translation; cf. current text in Customs, ii, 1236.

9 For reports on the negotiation of the treaty see memorials,
Tung, 10/7/6, 10/7/15, Tiao yo, Tung, 20/5, 9 I

97 Memorial, Tung, 12/4/7, Tiao yo, Tung, 20/19; cf.
memorial, Tung, 11/6/1, ibid., 20/13.
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into the matter this time. Yanagiwara rejoined that he
meant only to impart some information and not to request
an investigation.”® With this Soyesima deemed that he
had done his part, for nothing was again mentioned either
in conversation or in note to either the T'sungli Yamen or
Li Hung-chang,” and in 1874 Japan sent an expedition
to Formosa, consisting of 3,000 men and an equal number
of transport hands, with two generals in command, assisted
by three foreign military and naval advisers.

Some time before Soyesima’s mission, when report came
to China of Japan’s intention to intervene in the name of
the Liuchiuan sailors, the Chinese government had ordered
the viceroy of Fukien and Chekiang under whose jurisdic-
tion Formosa was, to make a thorough investigation and
to take appropriate measures concerning it.'°® This must
have been known to Soyesima before Yanagiwara ever ap-
peared at the Yamen. Besides, when Yanagiwara broached
the subject he was plainly informed that China would look
into the matter. Therefore, when Japan nevertheless per-
sisted in despatching an expedition, China could not but
regard it as an act of aggression, and accordingly protested
on the one hand, and on the other despatched a high official
with troops to the scene.

Japan was evidently not devoid of a sane element in her
government, and when China’s position was made known

98 See memorandum of a conversation with the American min-
ister, Tung, 13/9/10, Yi shu han kao, 2/52 l.; also memo. on con-
versation with Yanagiwara, enclosed in despatch to Yamen, 13/6/11,
ibid., 2/36.

9 Soyesima mentioned nothing to the viceroy either before or
after he went to Peking. The statement in Herald, July 26, 1873,
cited in Morse, op. cit., ii, 271, seems incorrect. See despatch to

Yamen, 12/4/7, Yi shu han kao, 1/43.
100 To Yamen, 12/4/7, ibid., 1/43, see p. 46 especially.
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this element gained ground. Consequently, after having
made sure of China’s temper, Japan commissioned Qkubo
Toshimitsu to China to effect a settlement. The Chinese
government was not at all bent upon extreme measures.
Besides, it seemed to have been over-conscious of the un-
prepared state of coastal defence and at the same time
unbelievably credulous of Okubo’s plea of Japan’s domes-
tic difficulties.’® So, with the mediation of the British
minister at Peking an agreement composing the differences
was signed on October 31, 1874.'> The agreement in
part reads as follows:

Article I. — The present proceedings having been under-
taken by the Government of Japan for the humane object
of affording security to its own subjects, the Government
of China will not therefore impute blame to it.

Article II. — The Government of China will give a
certain sum to compensate the families of the shipwrecked
Japanese who were murdered [in Formosa]. The roads
made and buildings erected by the Japanese on the ground,
the Government of China is prepared to retain for its own
use and it agrees to make a further payment on this ac-
count. The details of the engagements on these points will
be elsewhere stated.

The sum was later fixed at 100,000 taels for the fami-
lies of the murdered and at 400,000 taels as expenses oc-
casioned by the construction of roads and erection of build-
ings. In another article both parties agreed to drop the
matter forever and China engaged to take steps for due
control of the savage tribes.

101 Memorial by Yamen, Tiao yo, Tung, 21/5.

102 1bid,, 21/7; Wade to Derby, Nov. 16, 1874, China No. 2
(1875).
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