THE EARLY SYAM IN BURMA'S HISTORY
by
G. H. Luce

1

Not long ago, I was asked to give an opinion about a pro-
posal to write the higstory of the Shang. The proposal came from a
Shan scholar for whom I have great respect, and who was ag well-
fitted as any Shan I know to do the work, He planned to
assemble copies of all the Shan State Chronicles extant; to
glean all references to the Shan States in Burmese Chronicles; and
finally to collect source materials in English. - Such, in brief,
was the plan. I had to point out that it omitted what, for the
older periods at least, were the most important sources of all:
the original Old Thai inscriptions of the north, the number of
which, if thoge from REast Burma, North Siam and IT.aos, are
included, may well exceed a hundred;! and the dated contem-
porary records in Chinese, from  the 13th century onwards.
I do not know if these sources have been adequately tapped in
Siam. ~ They certainly have mot in Burma. And gince the
earlier period, say 1250 to 1450 A.D., is the time of the mags.
movements of the Dai%? southward from Western Yinnan,
radiating all over Turther India and beyond, the subject  is
one, I think, that concerns Siam no legs than Burma, I am
a poor scholar of Thai; so I shall confine myself here to Chinese
and Burmese gsonrces. The Chinese ones are mainly the dynastic
histories of the Mongols in China ( the Yian-shih), and the hig-
tory-of the earlier half of the Ming dynasty (the Ming-shih).
The short, well-dated entriés in the Court annals ( pdn<chi) of
these histories can often be amplified by  ‘reference to the
sections . on: geography (#-li.chih), to the biographies of
individuals (lieh-chuan ), and dceounts of foreign countries.
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My enquiry here hag been prepared during a rather shorg
period of time, and I have certainly failed to collect all the
references., But I have got on to cards about 150 dated entries
in the Y<ian-shih relating to the history of Dai peoples, and
perhaps 200 under the early Ming. Here, at least, is a usefnl
chronological frame into which a more complete story of the
old ingeriptions and the later chronicles may be fitted.

2

_ But first, & word about names. The word Syam, accord-
ing to Profesgor Coedds,® frst appears in. Cham inscriptions
of -the 1lth -century; then in IChmer, on - the has.reliefs of
Angkor Vat in the 12th. Syam, Syam (written with a ‘short
vowel, and final m or Anusvara), oceurs over twenty times in
the ingceriptions of Pagan, the earliest heing dated 1120 A.D.,4
one of the earliest in Burmese. = The wourd occcurs usunally in
tho lists of pagoda-slaves, male and female; it ig ravely pre-
fixed to the name, when it should really mean a Shan; it ig
generally suffixed, when it may mean merely that the person
had a falr complexion, like a Shan. One Syam was a Sambyan,d
an 0ld Mon title for & high government official. - One of the
Syc&m glaves was a Woman-dancerﬁ one .4 patﬁern-weaver,7 one
& turnerd  These names are recorded at Pagan, and there is
nothing else to show where the slaves came from. But there
ig a place, Khanti, often mentjoned in Pagan inscriptions?
which ig donbtless dervived from Shan Kham-tr, “golden place.”
The name probably implies that the inhabitants <vere largely
Shan, .. Khant? was sn important place; with canal-irrigation

and. rice flelds, in ‘the Six Kharuin” (Minbu district), on the.

wegt bank of the Irrawaddy about 80 miles helow Pagan. The
ather Shan Khamltis of the Uppev Chindwin, P'u.t'ao, ete., are
only mentioned at a later date,10
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The Chinese name for the northern or northwestern
Shans, variously written and pronounced, was Pai-i. 1 find it
first in the Yélan-shih under the date 1278, with characters mea-
ning “White Clothes”;'! next under the that 1287, with the char-
acters “White Barbarians.”12 Of the twenty-odd mentions of Pag-i
I have found in Yiuan texts, about half are written “White
Clothes” and half, “White Barbarians,” In 1397. early in the
Ming dynasty, the author of the first consicderable monograph
on the northern Shans, the Pai-i-chuan,'3 employs yet a third
variant, ‘“‘the Hundred Barbarians”. Other variants occur. in
modern books. The application of the term in Yuan texts is
usually (not always) confined to a small area of the Sino-
Burman border, mostly hetween the Irrawaddy and the Salween.
To the northeast, in 1325, there were Pai-i who raided Yin-lung
chou,'% just east of the Salween and west of Ta-li fu. To the
southwest were the Pai-i of Méng Nai #en,)® who in 1285
stopped, near Tagaung, the peace misgion gent Ly the King of
Burma. The term was not generally - applied to Dai peoples
sonth of the Shan States of Burma. ’

3

. On - January: Tth, 125316 "Khubilai Khan captured Ta-li,
the capital of old Nan-chao. The city fell with surprising ease,
partly becauge of the suddenness of the attack (which wasg quite
unprovoked), partly becanse the members of the ruling Tuan family
were weakened by their struggle with their Kao ministers. But
the conquest of the kingdom was not so easy. Khubilai's general,
Uriyangqatai,” was a master of the art: of ‘war.  He had
fought, with his father, the great Subotai, from Korea in the
eagh to Poland and Germany in the west, . Yet: it took him four
years of continual fighting before, in 1257, he conld report the
pacification . of Yunnan. Afterwards, he conquered Tongking in
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one campaign; and within two years he had fought his way
northeagt, through the rear of the Sung, by the way through
Kuangsi, Kueichon and Hunan, to rejoin hig magter in Hup-eh,
on the south bank of the Yangtzﬁ. “prom the time of entering
the enemy’s frontier,” says his biography, “he had fought time
after time over a thousand 74, and had never bheen defeated.
Thirtéen battles, great and small, he had fought, and killed over
400,000 of the Sung troops, and taken prisoner, great and gmall,
three of their generals.” Barly in 1261, he died, not Jong after
Khubilai had ascended the throne of China ag the Bmperor
Shih Tsu.

Professor Coedds, to whom all of ug students of Southeast
Agian history owe an inestimable debt, has argued that Dai
penetration of the south was an old and gradual process, not a
gudden influx due to the Mongol conquest of Yinnan.l8  He
points, with due reservation it is true, to the alleged founding
of Mogaung in 1215, Mong Mai (in the S. Shan States) in
1223, and the Ahom conquest of Agsam in 1229, 8o far as
Burma and Aggam are concerned, I feel that these early dates,
based on late tradition, should be regarded with sugpicion. In
the 13th century, after the final conquest of Tagaung (Takon)
and the Kadu (Kaenin) in 1228 A.D.,19 right down to the Mongol
conquest, the power and prestige of Pagan were at their highest
in the north. Kaungzin (Koncan) i mentioned in inseriptions
in 1245, and probably in 1237. It was then ruled by the Maha-
saman minister, Manoraja, uncle of the king, exerciging wide
powers, it seemsg, in Upper Burma.?0 Kaungzin was a few
miles south of modern Bhamo,on the east bank of the Irrawaddy.
Perhaps at ‘Bhamo itself, guarding the junction of the Ta-p’ing
River and the Irrawaddy, was the old fortress (mruiw) of Nga-
hsaung-chan (Na Chon, Khyam ), first mentioned in 1196 among
the northern boundaries of the kingdom of Narapatisithu' (Cansi
II.2L So far as Upper Burma was concerned, this.wag not a
likely. time for. big movements or concentrations of Shans;
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nor, apart from late Chronicles and the Ahom Buranji, is there
any record of them.

After Khubilai’s conguest of Ta-1i in 1253, the Kao
minigters (who had murdered Khubilai’'s envoys) were executed
by the Mongols. The Tuan ruling family retained its title,
maharaja. One of the family, Hsin-chu-jih,2? roge high in the
Mongol service, and played an important part on the Burma
frontier. He died in 1282, “having ruled Ta-li for altogether 23
years,” from about 1259 onwards. TUriyanggatai drove east,
leaving this frontier comparatively quiet. No wonder, then, that
the Pai-i, who did not move south, tended o clugter here.

4

The ancient dwellers in these parts, southwest of
Ta.li, were known to the Chinese, from the T’ang dynasty
onwards, as the “CGold Teeth.”’23 Fan Ob’o, author of the Man~—
shu24 (863 A.D.), describes them thus : “... miscellaneons
tribes of Yung-ch’ang and K'ai-nan. The Gold Teeth barba-
riang use carved plates of gold to cover their front teeth. When
they have business and go out to interview people, they wuse
these as an adornment. When they eat, they remove them.”
There is little doubt but that thege Gold Teeth were
the original, Austric-speaking peoples, Palaung-RiangLawa,,
who once, before the arrival of Tibeto-Burman speakers
and Shans, covered the whole north of Burma. When the
proto-Burmans, on their way to Kyaukse, crossed We.ste‘rﬁ
Yinnan and the Northern Shan States in the 8th and early 9th
centuries, they occupied, as the Man-shu?3 shows, much of the
T'4ng.yiueh/Yung-ch’ang area, between the ‘Nmai Hka and
the Mekong. At this time the easternmost of these Austric
gpeakers, the Lawa, must have been pushed east towards their
present centres, the hills east of the Salween. 'When the
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Burmans passed on into the plains of Burma, a vacuumn was left,
into which the Pai-i tended steadily to drift. The Mongol
conguest of Yunnan must have greatly increaged the pressure.
But the term “Gold Teeth” continued to be used for the whole
area, including Lawa, now mostly to the east beyond the
Salween, and Pai-i, magsing on the Burma border hetween the

Salween and the Irrawaddy.

The posgition is shown clearly in the geographical section
of the Yuan-shih: 26 “Comfortership of Gold Teeth and other places.
Their land is south Wést of Ta-li. The Lan-tg’ang chiang
(the Mekong) bounds it to the eagt. It joins on to the land of
Mien (Burma) on the west. The native southern barbarians
comprise altogether eight kinds, namely, the Gold Teeth, the
Pai-i, the P'0,27 the O-ch’ang,28 the P'ia0,29 the Hsieh,30 the
Ch'u-lo3! and  the Pi-su..82 In the time of the Tuan
family the Pai-i and other southern barbarians gradually
returned to their former land. Thereafter the Gold Teeth and other
sonthern harbarians slowly began to flonrigh. In the 4th year
of Hsien Tsung'of the Yuan dynasty (1254 A.D.), the paci-
fication of Ta-li fook place, and then an expedition was made
against the Pai-i and other southern barbarians. At the
beginning of the chung-t'ung period (1260-3 A.D.), the various
chieftains of the Gold Teeth and Pai-i each gent their gons or
younger brothers to Court with tribute. In the 2nd year (1261
A.D.) there was set up a Comfortership (an-fu-ssf) to control
them.33 In the 8th year of chih~yiian ( 1271 A.D.), the Gold
Teeth and the Pai-1 were divided to form the Comforters
(an-fu-shik) of two Roads, the eastern and the western.34 In
the 12th year (1275 A.D.), the Western Road wasb changed  into
Chien-ning Road, and the Bastern Road into Ohéxi-k"ang
Road.3% In the 15th year (1278 A.D.) the an-fu W&S‘V changed
into hstian-fu, and the office of the tsung-kuan ( Governor) of
the Six Roads was set up. In the 23rd year (1286 A.D.), the
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hstian~fu-ssi of the two Roads was abolished, and both were placed
under the hsiéan-fu-ssit of Ta-li, Gold Teeth and other places.”

There follows a. detajled account of the Six Roads:
Jou-yiran Road,36 “gouth of Yung-ch’ang,” was mnearest to
Ta-li and furthest to the northeast, It was largely inhabited
by Po.  Perhaps it lay south along the main road from Yung-
ch’ang to T’éng-yueh. South of it was Chén-k'ang Road, the ori-
ginal “ Bastern Road,” between the Mekong and the Salween.
It wag inhabited by the “Black P0";37 but the main inhabitants
of the hillier parts, I imagine, then as now were Lawa.
Chén-kK'ang is shown on Davies’ map of Yinnan,38 Mang-shih
Road,39 “gouth of Jou-yiian and west of the Sa.lween, i also
ghown on the map, W. NW. of Chén-k’ang, between the Salween
and the Upper Shweli. OlLén-hsi Road40 wus “ due west of Jou.
yilan, parted from it by Lu-ch’nan.”  Tts headquarters was
Kan.8, modern Kan-ai, southwest of T'éng-yiieh. Tt contfune(l
ag Huber has shown the rivers A-ho (the Ta-p’ing ), and A-hsi
(the Nam Ti), its southern tributary from Nan-tien, Lu ~ch’wan
Road‘“ he says, corresponds to the b'ﬂween valley, and Ping-
mien Road?? to that of the Shweli. Ping-mien coufalned “the
four farms of To-pi” and ‘“Little Sha-mo-lung”, which Hube-‘r
rightly places in Mong Hum State, along the northein affluent
of the Shweli, south of Nan-tien and Kan«ai.  As for Lu-ech’unan,
he has reagon, but I do not think he is right, in placing it in
the Salween valley (see his p. 669, n. 3). The text itself places
it “ east of Mang-shih.”  But the whole snbsequent history of
Lu-chuan,8 constantly linked with Pling-mien; and of sueh
paramount importance under the early Ming, pointg to the Uppex
Shweli ar Mao valley, not the Salween.4t Here was the capital
of “the Maw Shans,” S8lan, on the Burma horder 18 miles east
of Nam Hkam. The description in the Yiian:shih suggests a long
valley, with ‘head,’ ‘middle,’ and ‘tail.* It is likely enough
that its headquarters, during it long struggle with the Ming,
wag moved for safety from the upper end to the lower.
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Tt is stated that Chén-hsi ( Kan-ai), Lu-ch’uan and Pings
mien were all peopled by Pai.i; Nan-shan,45 northwest of
Chén-hgi, by Pai-i and O-ch’ang. It is not stated who the
inhabitants of Mang-shih were. East of these were the P'o or
Po-i, which name may be a variant of Pai-i, and who are
doubtless the Gold Teeth. Since Gold Teeth (nearest to China)
wag used ag a name for the whole, we need to remember that
it may really mean the Pai-i, especially when it refers to those
who live on the Burma border.

5

The Pai-i hated, no doubt, their Mongol masters, who had
ejected them from their ancestral homes; but unable at first to
fight back, they were quick to make uwge of them to conquer
perhaps a safer country farther south. The Mongol creed was
gimple: There is one Sun in Heaven, one Emperor on Tarth.
The Bmperor Shih Tsu (Khubilai) had get his heart on
conquering Southeast Asia. It wag not difficult for the Pai-i
to induce the Yinnan government, in 1271, to send an envoy,
Ki‘tai‘-toyin,"G t0 the Pagan Court, demanding submission. Shih
Tsu sent him again, in 1273, with an imperial letter threatening
invasion.4? 1In 1275, Ho T'ien-chio, the old Comforter of Chien-
uing Road, made hig report showing the Pai-i intrigues behind
these missions.®® He had gathered information from A.-kuo,49
“Ohief of the Gold Teeth™: ‘‘The reason why Kitai-toyin was
gent to Mien, was because of my father, A-pi.50 In the 9th
year of chih-yitan, 3rd month ( Mar. 3lst-Apr. 28th, 1272 ), the
king of Mien, hating my father, A-pi, led an army of several
myriads to invade our“land, captured my- father; A-pi, and
departed. There was nothing for it but to offer a heavy ransom
to Mien, and go secure his releage, TFrom that time onward I
have regarded the people of Mien-chung ( Central Burma) ag a
mere pack of .dogs.” Ho T'ien-chio adds, *‘ At present Mien has
gent A-’ﬁi-pa51 and others, nine in all, to gpy out the movements
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of his people. The present head of the Pai-i is a relation of
A-kuo, and neighbour t0 Mien.. He hag stated that there are
three routes to enter Mien: one by Tien-pn-ma,®? one by
P’iao-tien, and one by the borders of A-kuo's land., All meet
at Chiang-t’on city of Mien. Movreover, a relative of A-kuo,
A-t'i-fan,93 is in Burma, holding five #ien (native districts ),
each of over a myriad housecholds; he desires to submit to Ohina.
A-kuo wants first to call A-t’i-fan and those of the Gold Teeth
who have mnot yet’ yielded, and malke them lead the way.”

Alveady, on January 24th, 1271,54 “the chieftains of three
tl ibes of Gold Teeth and P'iao kingdom, A-ni Fu-lo-ting and A=ni
Chao, came and submitted, and offered 3 tame eleqhants and 19
horges.”. They were probably near the Ta-p'ing road to Burma.
A - kuo, another “‘chief of the Gold Teeth” and certainly on one of
the fhree rountes (Huber was probably right in taking it to be the
ordinary caravan route that ran along the south bank of the Nam
Ti and Ta - p'ing), was related to the “head of the Pai-i, neigh-
bour to Burmd”; also to A-t’i-fan, ruler of five native districts
within Burma itself. Tt is pretty clear that they were all Shans,
sfrung out along a line leading from T'éng-yueh into Burma,
some of them very likely along the edge of the hills eagt of
the Irrawaddy.

In the 11th month of the 12th year (November 19th-
December 18th, 1276) Yinnan reports: *“We have sent pergons. to
digcover news of the ambagsadors;. but. the P’u rebels blocked
the:way.  But now the P’'u have mostly submitted and the: road
ig already open.. The person we gent, A-~ho, governor of
Kan-8.(Kan-ai) of Gold Teeth, has found out that the:ambassadors
all reached Mien safely. »85

Wloever the P'uS6 ba.rbauama may have been (one
modern Chinege scholar, at least; regards ‘them ag Pai-i), they
must have heen near Nan-tien; for early in 1277, Hu-tn
(Qudu ?), Hsin-chii-jiki, and T’o-lo-t'o-hai “were ordered by the
Emperor toc hastigse the. yet unsubdued tribes of Téng-yilel,
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the P'u, P’iao, A-ch’ang and Gold Teeth west of Yung-ch’ang,
and to gtation themselves at Nan - tien”.57 Whether or not Huber
was right in regarding A-ho, the Gold Teeth governor of Kan-ai,
as identical with A-kuo, it is probable that he too was a Shan.

“In the 14th year, 3rd month58 (April Hth—May 4th,
1277), the people of Mien, bearing a grudge against A-ho for
his submission (to China), attacked his land and sought to set
up stockades between T'éng-yiieh and Yung-ch’ang. ... They
were altogether about forty or fifty thousand men, cight
hundred elephants, and ten thousand horses.’ Hu-tu, Hsin-
¢hi-jih and T’o-lo-t’0-hai, called 10 the reseue from Nan-tien,
arrived with barely seven hundred men. After two days
of ighting, “over 30 1i”, capture of 17 stockades, and “pursuit
north as far as a narrow mountain mouth’, and finally as far
as Kan-ai, only one soldier on the Mongol gide was killed by a
captured elephant, not by the Burmang. The Burmese dead
filled three big ditches, and many prigonerg were cdptured.
“Those who escaped, were intercepted and killed by A-ho and
the A-ch’ang; so that those who got back were not many.”’

Huber points out that Nan-tien,3? aceording to the
Ta-ming-i-tung-chih  before its occupation by the Mongols,
was called Nan-sung or Nang-sung; and the pasgs leading thence
towards T'éng.ytieh is still, he says, called. Nang-sung kuan,
1.6, frontier-gate of Nang-sung. And he proceeds to identify
Nang-sung-kuan with Nyga-chong-khyam, the fortress (mruiw)
where the fatal battle was fought which Burmans, from. that
day to this, have always regarded as a national disaster.
Phonetically, the identification ig imposgible. The
mountain-mouth” to which the pur

“narrow
suit led, was in the direction
. The battle, whose description
shows internal signs of gross exaggeration, was, as admitted
elsewhere in Huber's text (p.664'), merely a fr
And we know, from a contemporar

of Kan-ai, not of Téng-yiich.

ontier incident.
y inscription at Pagan,so
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that Na@ Chon Khyam mruiw was still held by the Burmans ip
1278, a year after thig incident.

0

What s chiefly striking about the raid is not its failure
but the reckless daring of the Burmans in attempting it. They
ghould have known, from Uriy\angqatai’s campaigns, what a
terrible enemy they were bound to provoke. The Mongols were
not glow to react. ‘‘In the 10th month6l ( Oct. 28th~Nov. 26th,
1277), Yinnan province semt NASir ed-Din,82 Comforter and
Commander-in.Chief of the various Roads of Yiinnan, at the
head of over 3,840 ( Huber-3,800) men, consisting of Mongols,
Tg'nan,83 P’o and Mo-go, to invade Mien. He reached Chiang-
t'on Shén-jou (?),64 where the chieftain Hgi-an had set up his
gtockade, and obtained the submission of over 300 stockades,b9
including Mu-nai, Mu-yao, Meng T’ieh, Mu-chu, Mu-t'n, Mo-yu;
the submission, also, of the native officials Pu-chd of Ch’u-la
with four. thousand households; Ai Ti of Méng Mo with a
thousand households; of Mo-nai, Méng K’uang and Li (v.1. Hei )=
ta-pa-la with twenty thougand households; of the nat:ive official
of Méng Mang #en (native district), Fu-lu-pao, with ten
thousand hougeholds; and of Mu (v.1. S8hui )-tu-tan-t'u with 200
households. On account of the hot weather the army was
withdrawn.” The official report apparently reached the capi'-
tal only on July 27th, 127966 stating that Nafir ed-Dinm, “at
the head of the Ta.li army, had reached Gold Teeth, P'u,
P'iao, Clh'u-la, and within the frontier of Mien kingdom. He
had summoned 300 stockades to surrender, including Mang,
Mu Chu, Mu T'u, etc., and registered 110, 200 households. The
Emperor ordered the fixing of taxes and land-rents and setting
up ‘of post-stages and garrison troops.  When the army returned,
they offered twelve tame eléphants to the Emperor.”” :
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Nadiv od-Din rcached Chiang-t'ou, or perhaps rather
(if the emendation suggested in note 64 is accepted) Na Chon
Khyam just above it, mear Bhamo. It does not seem likely
that he took it. The other mames are not easy to identify.
Much of this old Shan region has been overrun by Palaungs
and Xaching. The first name, Mu Nai, may be a variant for
Méng Nai or Mang Nai, the old name for the north of. Mong
Mit StateS7 The five (unnamed) #ien or native districts in
Burma ruled by A-ti-fan, who, two years earlier, wished to
gubmit to the Mongoly, may well be ineluded in the list. Méng
Mo may possibly be the Man Mo 68 of the later Ming dynasty,
01d Bhamo { Myothit) on the north bank of the Ta-p'ing, 18
miles northeast of modern Bhamo at the foot of the mountains.
There ig still a Mo-yu village below Bhamo, near Kaungtodn,
and a Mo.yu stream nearby, which flows into the Irrawaddy.69
But, these are only guesses,

7

Ono remembers that all this region east of the Irrawad dy,
Mong Mit, the Lower Shweli and Bhamo, had been Shan rather
than Burmese for several centuries. “Southwards from the
Ti Shui (Irrawaddy ) ferry,” said the Maen-shu’® (863 A.D.),
“one reaches the Ch'i-hsien Mountaing. West of the mountains
there is Shén-lung %o (river) stockade.” Somewhere in the
ﬁeighbo’urhood, “on the Mo-ling Mountains, Nan-chao hag
specially built a city, and stations its most trusted servants
there, to control the Five Regions...and the Ten Tribes
('of Northern Burma)." Looking west one obhgerves that ““the
whole area is malarions.  The land is ag flat-as a whetstone.
In winter grasses and trees do notwither. The sun gets ‘at
the level of the grasses.” It is difficult %o place this Nan-chao
fortress morth of Mong Mit, . The proto-Burmans in the game
century, escaping from the Nan.chao yoke, appear 40 have
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given this region. a wide berth, and crogsed the Northern Shan
States diagonally to Kyaunkse, via Hsipaw and Lawksawk.
Anirnddha, after the middle of the 11th century, made an
expedition to Gandhalaraj (Nan-chao); he left his autograph
Buddhist plagques at Tagaung,’! and also at Nwatdld, a deserted
village?2 some 15 miles sontheast of Katha, in the far north
of Mong Mit, It seems probable that he held off for a while
thig grave Nan-chao threat to the kingdom of the Burmans.
But there is no evidence of Pagan penetration much to the
eagt of the river. Pagan architecture, with its pointed,
radiating arch, ig still vigible in the Southern Shan States
from Lawksawk southwards, Tt has been traced also. .at
Lamphun and Chieng Mai; and the links betwesen the Mons of
Burma and those of Haripufijaya mugt have been cloge through-
out most of the Pagan period. But the Pagan Arch has not
been reported north of the Nam Tu. ‘

8

For his small army NAfir ed-Din had had to rely mostly
on Yunnanese levies, But both he and the Emperor realized
that more troops were needed to effect the conquest of Burma,
They were not available till the autumn of 1283. On September
22nd of thatvyearm the army, the size of which we do not know,
marched from Yunnan Fu. On November 7th7% it reached
Nan-tien. Here it divided into three parts. T’ai-pu proceeded
at once by the longer route via Lo-pi tfen (Mong Hum ).75 On
November 22nd, Ya.gan-tegin76 left by the A-hgi (Nam Ti) and
A-ho (Ta-p’ing ) route, through Chén-hsi (Kan-yai) with orders
to build 200 boats 8o as to command the river at Chiang-t’ou.
The Commander-in-Chief, Prince Singqidar,’’ followed the
P'iao-tien voute north of the Ta-p’'ing. On December 178 they
joined hands with T’ai-pu. On December 3rd,”® proceeding by
different routes, they fought (I imagine — it i8 not mentioned in
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the Chinese ) the fatal battle of Na Chon Khyam, On December
9t180 “ they captured Chiang-t'ou city, killing over 10,000 men
in the fighting.”” They ‘“took prisoner 10,000 of its keenest
soldiers.” 'The first report, sent with a map to the Emperor,
arrived on February 5Hth, 128481 Tt says that they had sent
envoys to deliver a summons to the king of Mien, but there was
no veply; algo that ** Chien-tu, formerly controlled by Mien, had
wanted to submit (to China).” Its king had now submitted.
“Taj-kung city of the Chien-tu8? is Mien’s nest and hole. The
rebelg relied on it to resist our army. We sent Buddhist monks
'to warn them of the conseguences, good or evil, of their actions;
but they were murdered. - So we have advanced both by water
and land, and attacked T'ai-kung city and captured it. Twelve
walled towns of the Chien-tu, Gold Teeth, etc., have all submited.
General Ho-tai ( Qadui?) and the wan-hu Pu-tu-man (Butman?)
have heen ordered to take 5,000 troops and garrison them,”

The floodgates now were opened, and the Shans descended,
westwards, perhaps, rather than southwards, and soon covered
both banks of the river. The old Kadu ( Kantii) or Thet (Sak)
kingdom, with its eastern capital, Tagaung (7'akon), had once
extended west as far as the valley of'Manipur;83 but the coming
of the Ching from the north had split it in the Chindwin, and
wars with the Burmans ¢of Pagan had broken it from the south.
Itg ruin was goon to be completed by the Shan torrent which
gwept westwards, driving the Chins from their old homes in'the
Chindwin valley (¥ Hole of the Ching” ) back into the western
hills." *

Pagan (Pukari) had not yet fallen, but its king had fled
gouth to the Dglﬁa, earning his new name, Tarulcplz’y,s“ the king
who *fled from ‘the Turks.” The Pagan Burmans called their
invaders Tm"uk, presumably beeause ( apart from local levies)
Turkic tribes foimed the majority in the Mongol armies.85 The
Pagan Burmans did not yield too eagily. On May 10th, 128486
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we read: ‘“‘Qudug Tamiur’s army for the invasion of Mien
encountered the rebels and was routed.” Reinforcements had
to be sent. On August 13th87 Yinnan reports: “ At Téng-yieh,
Yung-ch’ang :and Lo-pi-tan, the people's minds are wavering.”
A year later, Angust 26th, 1285,8% Yinnan reports: “This year
we have not yet had time to invade Mien. We beg leave to reap
the autumn grain, and then first chastige Lo-pei e and other
tribes.” On October 5th%9 it adds: “The two walled cities,
Yung-ch'ang and T’8ng-chung, lie between Mien kingdom and
Gold Teeth.  The wallg are broken down and cannot be defended
against an enemy.  The Bmperor gave orders that they should
be repaired.” On November 26th¥0 the expedition to Lo.pi-tan
wasg cancelled becauge of revolts in northeagtern Yinnan.

9

In this year, 1285, King Tarukpliy, stopping in the
hunters’ jungle “at Lhafikle west of Prome (Pra#i),” decided to
submit, in order to avert a new invasion. The peace miggion he
sent is recorded both in Chinese’! and in an Old Burmese
inscription now at the Pagan Museum.92 There are some discrep-
ancies which cannot be digcussed here because our subject is Shan
history rather than Burmese. The Burmese version makes the
leader a Buddhist monk, Syan Disapramuk, called in at-the
request of the ministers Anantapica? and Mahapuiw to act a8
secretary and spokesman. In the Ohinége, the leader is the
galt-mines minister, ‘A-pi-lz’-hsiang ‘ (clearly, Anantapiéa’ﬁ),
accompanied by Mang-chil’ pu-suan.9® In the 11lth month
( November 28th —December 26th, 1285 ) they reached Tagaung,
where they were “stopped by the chieftain of the Pai-i of Méng
Nai tien, Tai-sai.”¥®  Credentials had first to be obtained from
King Tarukpliy and passports from ‘Ni.gu, native official :of
P'iao-tien,”9% who informed the hséian-wei-ssit of Ta-H, and the
hsitaw-fu-sstt of Chén-<hsi, Pling.mien and Lu-ch’uan96i The
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Chief Comforter of Ta.li, who wag about to lead’ a Mongol arm¥y
to Chiang-t’ou, arranged a meeting en route at P'iao-tien, where
negotiations took place with A-pi-li-hsiang, Syad Disdpamuk,
after spending Lent at Yacha#i(Yunnan Fu),97 procesded to Taytn8
(Peking ), which he reached at the end of the year (1286-7),
He found that the Bmperor had already sent a semi.military
‘expedition to Burma’ ( chéng-mien ), consisting of 20,000 soldiers
and 70 monasteries of Buddhist monks. The latter, perhaps
Tibetan Mahayanists. were extremely reluctant to go. Khubilai
had. also sent, on July 18th, 1286, as imperial envoy, - the
Comforter of Chén-hsi, P’ing-mien and Lu-ch’uan, Ch’ieh-lieh,%”

“the Karait,”

Partly as a result, it seéms, of the peace migsion, this
chéng-mien was halted in Upper Burma, and appears to have
formed the basis of a new province of China, Chéng-mien Pro-
vince, extending from Kaungzin in the north to Nga Singu in
the south. Chéng-mien province lasted till April 4th, 1303,
when it was abolished.100 mMhe Emperor had ‘also decided to
create, further south in the plains, yet another province, Mien-
chung, in Central Burma., A member of the i)l-ilmcely family of
Kaoch’ang (Turfan), Hsieh-hstieh-ti-chinl0l  _ the Susuttaki of
the Burmese inscription — wag already named, on March 3ra,
1286, with other officials, as the State Minister of Mien-chung
Province. Perhaps the heat of Central Burma was too much
for them. Anyhow, on August 18th, 1290, “the Emperor aboli-
shed the provineial administration of 'Mien-chung.”lm On
October 3lst, 1291,103 Hgioh-hgiich-ti-chin was transforred
and made State Minister of the Central Government, o

In the:1st month of the %4th vear (January 15th-Feb-
ruary 13th, 1287), Cli’ieh-lieh reached Mang ' Nai tien,104
escorted by 500 men provided by

Chéng-mien province. News
arrived that King Tarukpliy

“had been seized amd: imprigoned
by his concubine’s son, Pussuegu-kuli, at the place Higi-li-ch’ieh-

ta-1a108  ($nf Ksetra, Old Prome). The latter had also put to
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death three sons of thé queen proper, and rebelled, together
with four chief ministers, Mu-lang-chou,106 ete.  A-nan-ta, 107
the official appointed by the Prince of Yunnan, and others also
were killed. In the 2nd month (February 14th-Maveh 15th)
Ch’ieh-lieh embarked on boats from Méng Nai #en, leaving
there the 500 men of his original escort. Yunnan Province
agked the Emperor’s leave to advance during the autumn and
punish (the rebels), but the request was refused. Yet goon
afterwards, the Prince of Yunnan,!08 together -with the other
princes, advanced and invaded as far as P’u.kanl09 ( Pagan),
losing over 7,000 men of his army. Mien began to be pacified;
and there wad fixed a yearly tribute of local products,’

Burmese Chronicles tell the tragic story of the death of
King Tarukpliy.”o He wag poisoned‘ at Prome, just as he was
starting npstream to return to his capital, by his son by a 1esse-1'
queen, the 171117e1' of Prome. The parricide, ruler of Prome, is
clearly the Pu-gu-su-ku-li of the Chinese. Swu-bu-lz is 01d
Burmese Sitkre, “headman.” Pu-su (with the character su a
diplograph-) should hide the name of Prome (Pran). A slight
change of character (see n.105) would give Pu-lien, about the
nearest "Chinese equivalent to Praj. ' “

10

* ' As soon as Khubilai completed his conquest of China,
he set about conguering  Southeast Asia. In Siam, as in
Burma, his i'egula.r method was to send a haughty embassy
which, using threats, demanded submission. His relations with
Siam were twofold: in the south, by sea with Hsienl1l  (Su-
khodaya and Lo-hull? (Lavo, Lopburi); in the north, by land
with Pg-pai-hei-fulld  (Chieng Mai) and Ohe-l{114 (Chieng
Rung and the Sip Song P’an-na). Almost all the ‘phssages’ in
the Yhn-shih velating to the southern contacts ' have been
collected and translated by Pelliot.115 The first contacts were
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with the south; but when Ho Tzii~-chihl1® in 1282 wag sent
on an embassy to Hsien, his ship was intercepted by the
Chams (then at war with Khubilai), and the ambassadors killed.
Contact with TLo-hu and the “Woman’s Kingdom™ began on
December 4th, 1289117 Tt sent interesting tribute again on
Novemher ILlth, 1291.118 Hsien made contact, through Can-
ton, on November 26th, 1292;119 the Fmperor sent his
orders there on June 4th, 1293.120 On July 5Hth, 1294 “Kan-
mu-ting of Pi-eh’a-pu-li city” (P’echaburi) sent envoys to offer
tribute;12!  and in the following month, on August 18th, the
Emperor ordered ‘“Kan-mu-ting, king of Hsien kingdom,” to
come to Court, or send hogtages.’?? Professor Coedés!?® iden-
tifies Kan-mu-ting with the Khmer royal title kamraten; and
he takes these passages to show that Rama Gamhen, king of
S11k110c1ai, then engaged in conquering the north of Malaya,
wag making hig temporary headquarters at P’echaburi, south
of Ratburi. In the following year (1295), we readl?4 that “the
people of Hgien and Ma-li-yti-érh had long been guarrelling
and fighting with each other. Now both submitted.” And the
new Emperor, Ch'éng Tsung, orderved Hsien: “Do.not injure
Ma-li-yu-érh. Do not trample on your promige.” Lo-hu is cited
here, as a recipient of favours, on January 23rd, 1297,125 and
again with Hsien on May 2nd of the same vear.126  On
February 2nd, 1299, Hsien, Mo-la-yu (another variant for
Malaya) and Lo-hu came to Court together, and the Crown
Prince of Hsien was specially honoured.}2?  Su-ku-t'ai (Sukho-
daya) is mentioned by name on June 15th of the same year,128
when sevepal peoples of the gouthern sea came with a tribute
of tigers, elephants and hoats made of sha-lo wood. . One of
these 1299 embassies of Hsien is described in the section on
Heen in the Yzian-shin. 129 Another embassy, from Tiao-chi-erh,
Chao-wa (Java), Hsien and Chan-pa (Champa?) arrived on July
Tth, 1300.130 Aqditional embassies from Hsien ave ‘recorded on
the dates of April 4th, 1314131 January 22nd, 1819182 and
February 6th, 1323.183 ‘
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11

In the north, Yunnan. had had contacts overland with
pre~Thai Siam and Camboja, from the 9th century, if not
earlier. Whetlier Nan-chao was Dai itgelf at the time, is open
to question. The evidence of the Man-shis (863 A.D.) suggests
that then it was largely Lolo or Tibeto-Burman in sgpeech.
The Dai preponderance, starting perhaps from the top layers
of society, may have been a ‘post-9th century  development.
Passages in the Man-shu that velate to the sonth, between
Tongking and Burma, are éhi,eﬂy the following:

(i) OW.6, £.3r". “From Tung-hai city,13¢ going south
for 14 day-stages., ome veaches Pu-t'ou.)35 FErom Pu-t'ou,
proceeding by hoat along the river for 35 days, one issues
from (.the region of) the southern Man. The barbarians do
not understand boatg: g0 they mostly take the T'ung-hai city
road and, at Ku.yung-pu.!36 enter Lin-hsi.yian of Chén-téng
chou.187  1f they take the Feng.chou road138 they proceed
gounthwest of Liang-shui river-valley as far as Lung hold9
(‘Dragon River’). Again to thé south it comnects with the
road to the Ch'ing-mu-hsiang?¥0 (‘Dark wood perfume’) moun-
taing. Due gouth, one reaches K’un-lun kingdom.”141

(ii Ch.6, £4v'-5r.— “Yin-shéng city.142 _ It is to the
south. of Pru.t'an,143 10 day-stages distant from Lung-wei
city.]44  To the southeast theve is T'ung-téng river-valley.“""
Due south it communicates with HHo-pn river-va].ley.”s
Apgain’ due south it communicates ' with Ch'iang:lang river
valley.147  But this borders the sea and is uninhabited land.
To tlie east one reaches Sung-chiang river-valléy.“s' To the
gouth one reaches Chiung-8 river-valley.}49 Again to the
south one reaches Iiin-chi river-valley.150 Again to the somth-
east -one reaches the 'I’a‘-yi’n—k’ua:lg151 (‘Great silver: mine’)
Again: to the south there: are:the Brahmans, Persiang, Javanese,
Borneans, K'un-lun52 (Mon-Khmers?), and various (other)
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peoples. In the places for outside intercourse and trade, there
is abundance of all sorts of precious things. Gold and musk
are regarded as the most precious commodities.

“The P'u-tzil, Oh’ang-tsungl®® (“Long Chignon’), etc.—
geveral tens of tribal Man.

“Again, K’ai-nan city!5% ig 11 day-stages south of
Lung-wei city. It adminigters the fu-fu’s city of Liu-chui-ho.155

“Again, Wei-yian ecity, Féng-i city and Li-jun city 157

Within these, there are salt wellg, over one hundred places.
Mang Nai, Tao-ping, Hei-ch'ih1®7 (‘Black Teeth') etc., ten
gorts of tribes, are all dependent. By land-route it is 10
day-stages distant from Yung.ch’ang, By water-route, descen-
ding to Mi-ch’én!®® kingdom, it is 30 day-stages. To the
south one reaches the southern gea. It iz 3 day-stages distant
from K'un-lun ‘kingdom. In between also it administers
Mu—chm-lo, Yu-m, Ti-ch’ mng-tzuwg and other clans, ﬁve gorts
of tribes.”

(iii). Ch.10, £.2v — K’un-lun kingdom. — Due - north,
Kun-lun kingdom is 81 day-stages from the Hgi-érh Ao of the
Man borders.'60  Products of the land are the dark wood
peri:'ume,161 sandalwood perfume, dark-red sandalwood perfume,
areca-nut trees, glazed ware, rock-crystal, bottle- gomds, unburnt
bnck, etc., various perfumes and hele, precious stones 1hmo-
ce1 os, ete.

“Once the Man rebels led an army with cavalry to
attack it, ~The (people of) Kun-lon kingdom left the road
open and let them advance. : Then they cut the road behind
the army and conmnected it with the river, letting the water
cover it. - Whether they. advanced or retreated, (the Man)
were helpless. Owver ten thousand died of hunger. Of those
who did not die, the K™an~lun severed the 11ght wrists and let,
them go home,” ST ‘
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(iv) Ch10, £.3v —“Nii-wang'62 kingdom (‘Where
Woman rules’ ). It is over 30 day-stages distant from Chén-nan
chich-tul8 on the Man border. The kingdom is 10 day-stages
distant from Huan-chow.1%% They regularly carry on trade
with the common people of Huan-chou. The Man vebels once
led 20,000 men to attack the kingdom. - They were shot down
by (the people of ) Niu-wang with poisoned arvows. Not one
in ten survived. The Man rebels then retreated.

“Water Chen-la kingdom and Land Chén-10165 kingdom.
These kingdoms are conterminous with Chén-nan of the Man.
The Man rebels once led an army of cavalry ag far as the sea-
shore., When they saw the green waves roaring and breaking,
they felt disappointed and: took their army and went back
home.”

I do not know if the above pasgages of the Man-shu have
already been studied by Siamese scholars; I have neither the
knowledge nor the library to do so adequately myself, The follow-
ing remarks are therefore merely preliminary and provisional:
I take the K'un-lun kingdom of extracts ii and iii to be the
0ld Mon kingdom of Haripudijaye (Lamphun). The common
mention of the dark ark aromatic wood (ching-mu-hsiang) suggests
that extract i may also refer to the same kingdom: if so, for
the ‘south’ of the itinerary, we must understand ‘southwest.’
The rough position of Yin-shéng/Wei-yian/K’ai-nan, 10-11 stages
south of T’éng-yieh/Yung-ch’ang/Ta-1i Lake, is fairly cleax.
Wei-yuan is still shown on the map  (lat. 238° 29°, long. 100° 55,
according to Playfair), east of the Mekong, about 150 miles
southeast of Yung-ch'ang, about 140 miles east of the Kunlong
Ferry on the Salween. “The water-route descending to Mi-ch’én
kingdoin;” say to Pegu, could only have been down-the Salween. If
Yin-ghéng was really south of T’éng-yieh, it may have been in
the Nam Ting valley, say, at Méng Ting, just eagt of the Salween.
The two chieh-tu citieg, Yin-shéng and IK’aj-nan, are likely to
have been far apart, the former perhaps guarding the area
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bhetween the Salween and the Mekong, the latter the area east
of the Mekong. If the K'un-lun kingdom iy really Hariphjoya
(and what else could it be?), the alleged distance (from K’ai-
nan ? Yin-shéng?), 3:stages, is a gross undervestimate; 30 stages,
like the distance to Mi-ch’én, would be much more likely, On
the other liand, the 81 stages alleged distance between the
kingdom and Ta-1i Lake, seems rvather too much; the: distance
(about 500 miles) is Tess than four times that between Wei-ydan
and Yung-ch'ang, 10 stages. But progress south of the frontier
may well have been a good deal slower than north of it.

THe itinerary given at the beginning of extract ii has
10 names that T can identify, not even K'un-lun kingdom. Did
it follow a line to the east of it? It seems to have struck the
Gulf of Siam at a blank spot and turned east, south, and south-
eagt, to reach a “‘ great silver mine”, south of which there wasg
clearly an international emporium. This, I imagine, wag near
the Great Lake of Camhodia or at the mouth of the Mekong.
Nan-chao’s invasion of the Chén-la kingdoms ( extract iv) may
have followed this route to the sea. No date is given, but a
likely time would have been around 800 A.D., when Cambodia,
split. fox the past century into Land Chén-la in the north and
Water Chén-la in the gouth, was in a state of anarchy, more ox
less. subjeet to the Sailendrag of Java, before Jayavrman I
(fl. 802-850) reunited and freed the kingdom and laid the founda-
tiong of the greailness of Angkor.les If: the itinerary: veally
crogged Siam,. are these names Thai? Or are they pre-Thai?

. Nu~wang kingdom,. of extract iv, 10 stages (presumably
west) from Ha-tinh, wag probably on the middle Mekong, north
ofr iand. Chén-la, possibly at the great bend east of Vieng Chan.
Coneeivably ( but there is a big gap in time ), it wag**the. Woman’s
Kingdom?” which: joined Lavo in gending an embassy to Khubilai
in 1289, Matriarchal regimes certainly existed, and still exist
among the older Augtric-speaking peoples of Southeast Asia.l67
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Extract 1 is the most obscure; hut excapt for the lagt
two gentences, it does not seem to concern us here. The general
sense, as I understand it,ig that many of the Man, not being
uged to hoats, would not, when they wished to go tothe Tongking
delta, take the eagy route from Ku-yung-pu (Man-hao) down the
Red River, but would diverge to the east, via Liang-shui-ch'nan
( Ch'dng-chiang), and thus reach the delta  overland, probably
by the Hagiang and Clear River RouteJ88 Or again, at
Ku.yungspn, they might have diverged south and gone -overland
towards K'un-lun kingdom (orkingdoms ? ).

- What provoked these southern expeditions of Nan-chao,
which geem to have been mostly failuves except on the Burma
gide? Nan-chao does not seem to have needed much provoking.
Tt was u highly militarized state.l6® TEvery year, as soon asthe
harvest wag in, compulsory military manoeuvres were held,
which seem to have passed easily into large-scale dacoity beyond
the frontiers, if only #for purposes of self-support. An excuse,
anyhow, was available in the fact that in 754170 4 prince of
Land Chén-la had joined Ho Li-kuang in his invasion of eastern
Nan-chao, in support of Li Mi's disagtrous campaign againgt
Ko-lo-fang, But perhaps the chaotic condition of Camboja at
the time wag a gufficient invitation. ’

12

Leaping four ceﬁfnri’es, from the T'ang to the Yuan, let
us next congider the Chinesge evidence on the regions south of
Yiinnan, as approached overland. We have already dealt (supra,
P- 129) with the “Six Roads” of Gold Teeth. On April 206th,
1290,171 two new Roads were added, perhaps to.the west of the
Six, Méng Lienl™ and Méng Lail’® Méng Lai Road was the
route by which, in 1301, the :defeated army of the 'Mo_ngols
withdrew to China from Nga 8ingu,174 in the north.of Man-
dalay district. Huber placer it in the Shweli valley, . east of
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Bhamo. Méng Lien was probably in the same neighbourhood:
if 80, the Shweli may have been the line of division, with the
Sinlumkaba hill-tracts of Bhamo on the north (Méng Lien ?),
and the Kodaung hill-tracts of Mong Mit on the south (Méng.-
Lai?). .

South of the gix western Roads, and including roughly the
Shan States of Burma today, was ‘‘the wooded country,” Mu-pang.
Mu-pang Roadl75ig barely mentioned in the incomplete geogra-
phical section of the Yéan-shih; the date of its creation ig given
ag 1289 in the Ming-shih. South of Chén-k'ang Road to the east,
along the Nam Ting valley, was Meng Ding Road,”6 also
barely mentioned in the fi-li-chih of the Yian-shih; the pén-chi
adds that on May 25th, 1294, “‘the Emperor appointed A-lu,
‘a‘n‘,oiﬁcial‘ of Gold Teeth -who had submitted, as governor
(tsung-kuaﬂ) of Méng Ting Road, wearing at the waist the
Tiger Tally.” »

The following allusious to the south (some not easy to
identify) I give seriatém, in chronological order;-- ‘

(i) May 17th, 1278177 _“Yupnan Province summoned
and subdued parts of Lin-an, Pai-1 (“White Clothes”) and- Ho-
1i—109 towns and stockades; parts of Wei-ch'u, Gold Tecth
and Lo-lo—towns and stockades, military and civil, 32,200; the
T'u-lao Man, Kao-chou and Yun-lien chou—19 townsg and stoc-
kades.”

(ii) August 3lst, 1290.178 _“The chieftaing of Shé-li
and. Pai-i (“White Clothes™) #ien of Yunnan, altogether 11 #ien
(native districts), submitted to China.”

(iii) October 11th, 1292.179 _ “Phe Emperor ordered
Pu-tun. Mang-wu-lu~-mi-shih to take an army and attack Pa-pai-
hsi-fu kingdom.” - . - oo Y

(iv) " January  1Ith, - 1293.180 _ “Yiinnan  Province
reported that the newly submitted Gold Teeth lay just along
the route of the ex‘peditbﬁiary force gent out by: Mang-wi-t"u-
8rh-mj-ghih, and’ that they <could supply fodder and grain.
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They recommended that the place be get up as Mu-lai Road.
The Central Government petitioned that it be set up as a depen=
dent fu, with Pu.po as darugaci (Mongol provincial governor)
and the native Ma-lieh employed as prefect. The Emperor set
up Mu-lai military and civil fu.”

(v) Janmary 30th, 1293.181 _“A.san.-nan Pu-pa, late
military and civil tsung-kuan and darugaect of Lu-ch'uan Road,
and Chao Shéng, ete., summoned the Gold Teeth native officialg
of Mu-hu-lu #ien, Hu.lu-ma-nan (and) A-la, to come and enter
the Presence and offer tribute of local products. A-ln gaid that
on the goutheasgt borders of his land, which had not vet sub-
mitted (to China), there were about 200,000 people longing for
civilization and anxious to submit. He requested the Emperor
to vouchsafe an imperial order commanding Pu-pa and Chao
Shéng to notify them. The Empervor approved.”

(vi) February 12th, 1293182 _ “The Emperor gave
orders to summon and notify the Lacquered Head and Gold
Teeth southern barbarians.”

(vii) December 15th, 1293.18% _“Owing to the in-
creage of population in Mu-to fien of Gold Teeth, the Emperor
get np a minor Road, fsung-kuan-fu, and granted the persons
who were chiefs there double~-pearl Tiger Tallies,”

(viii) Reign of Ol’éng Tsung.— November Tth, 1294184
—“The newly submitted chieftian of Méng Ai #en of Gold Teeth
gent his son to come to Court; whereupon hig land wag set up
as Méng Ail military and civil fsung-kuan-fu.”

(ix) December 29th, 1296.185_ “The Emperor set up the
military and eivil fsung-kuan-fu of Ch'é-li. The minister of
Yunnan Province gaid: ‘The land of Great Ch’4-11 interlocks,
dogtooth~-faghion, with Pa-pai-hsi-fu. At predent Hu Nien of
Great Cbh’.li has already submitted; but Little Oh’g-1i, on the
other hand, i8 occupying and blocking land facilities. ’'They are
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mostly killing and plundering each other. Hu Nien has gent his
&ounger brother, Hu Lan, to request us specially to set up another
office ( 88t ), to select a person well acquainted with the character
and conditions of the southern barbarians, and to summon them
to come and submit, and so cause their land to progress.”

(x) September 21gt, :1297.186_ “Pa.pai-hsi-fu rebelled
and raided Ch’é-1i. The Emperor sent Yeh-hgien-pu-hua ( Agan-
huga) to lead troops.to punish. them.”

) The above passages show the rapid southward advance of
the Mongols during the period that ended with the death of
Khubilai in 1294, and a bit beyond. Extract i, 1278, shows

them ‘ summoning and subduing’

on a maggive scale in northeast,
éOuthenst, and south central Yunnan. It is ihteresting to find
the termn Pai-i (“ White Clothes” ) used in a context of Southern
Yunnan: it was not then confined to the Burma border. Extract
ii, 1290, mentions eleven “Shé-li and Pai-i- (*“ White Clothes”)
native districts” submitting. I cannot place Shé-1i, unless itis
an early writing of Ch'é-1i (8ip Song P’an-na) with two unusnal
characters, Nor can I place Mu-hu-lu native district of Extract
v (1293), but the recurvence of hu-les in the nmames of the
distriet and of the chief, Hu-lu-ma-nan, forcibly reminds one of
the ‘ Hu-1lu kiugdom’lm of Manchu times, the land of the Wild
Wa (Ck’ia~-wa ), west of Chén-Kang. The ‘ Lacquered Heod and
Gold Teeth’ of Extract vi were also probably old Austrie.

spedking-tribes of the interior; they remind one of the ‘ Tattooed.

Fqce barbarians’,lgs mentioned, with the. Gold Teeth, in the
Mari-sh.

- Extractiii, October 11th,1292, introduces ug with a bang
0 Péfpa‘iuhsi-fu in North Siam, whose capital, Chieng Mali,
aceording to Professor Coedés, was only built in 1296, though
Mangray had chosen the site in 1292,189 If the usval ‘summoning’
had takei place previously, it ig not recorded (I think) in the

Yian-shth, Here I am hampered by not having at' my’ disposal
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the anonymous Chao-pu-tsung-14,190 “ General Record of Sum-
moning and Arresting” (12 foliog ),-which appears, together with
the text translated by Huber, in the History Section of the
Shou-shan-ko-ts'ung-shu of Ch'ien Hsi-tsu. All I find in my notes
ig that “it helps to fill in the picture of the Mongol wars with
the Dai of Ta-l1i, Gold Teeth, Ch’s-li and Pa-pai-hsgi-fu.”

Professor Coedés refers us!®! to a passage in his transla-
tion of the old Pali Chronicle of North Siam, the Jinaka-
lamalint of Ratandpafifia (1517), which says that in 649s./1287
A.D. ““the three friends, Mamraye (Mangray), Purchadana
(Ngam Muong, prince of Miiong Phayao on the upper Mé Ing),
and Rocaraja (PhraRuang, 7.e., Rima Gamheng, king of Sukhodai),
had a meeting in a propitious place (Jayasgghalthane), and
concluded a golemn pact of friendship, after which each returned
to his own country.”’!192 This was followed in 1292 by Mangm g
Conquest of Hariputijaya. The Thai at this moment were in
grave peril from the north; and it is easy to guess that the
three leaders’ main purpose was to clear the decks before the
coming battle, Rama Gamheng, it is true, inade contact with
Khubilai on November 206th, 1292; ;193 but this, per hap% wad
blmply to buy time while he qecured his conguests in the south.
Mangray, it seems, wasg the leadel in the resistance; and just as
the three Shan brothers in Burma had to dispoge of Pagan before
they conld face the Mongols with any hope of success, 80 Mangray
had first to dispose of Haripulijaya.

The first invasion of Pa- pai-hsi-fu (1292-5) was - led by
Mingu Turimish. 194 7f he was the same man as the leader of
the last invasion of Burma, eight years later (1300-1), he
pmbably obmmed some measure of success; otherwise, he Would
not have heen sent again. To protect his commmunications a 1)()bt
wWas ol)ened,'ve’émrly in'1293; at Mu-lai; “sontheast of Mong Lem
(Extract iv); and at the end of the year Mu-to Road was set
up near by, northeast of Kengtung State ( Extract-vii). A year
later; after Khubilai’s death, another post was set up at Méng
Ai, further north ( Bxtract viii).. There must, it seems, have:
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been an almost annual invasion. Under pressure of these
congtant attacks, ‘Great Ch'é-1i’ (Chieng Rung?), submitted ab
the end of 1296 (Bxtract ix); but ‘Little Ch’é.1i’, said to lie to
the east (across the Mekhong?), resisted. In September 1297,
Pa-pai-hsi-fu  invaded Ch’s-1i, and Asdn-buqa was sent to
punish them. He was of the Mongol-Kar#it family, Grand
Secretary of Yunnan, with the title ‘Senior Pillar of the
Realm,” etc.; the Yian-shik contains his biography, but there
is no mention in it of this campaign.

13

At thig point we may return awhile to happenings in
Burma. Burmese Chronieles relate how Xlawewa, ruler of
Tala9 (Twante), a senior son of Tarukpliy, resisted his
father's murderer, and after the latter’s death, returned as
king to Pagan. An inseription there!98 shows that he received
hig anointing (abhiseka) early in Lent, 1289 AD. On this
occagion, poor as he must have been, he gave « handsome
pregent of rice fields at Khants, the Shan settlement in Minbu
district, to the minister Jeyyasetthi. There is no mention of
the three SBhan brothers, the ultimate usurpers, being preseﬁt
at the. ceremony. But already, several months earlier, they
appear!® _ “the three great ministers, dsankhyd, Raiasanlram
and Sthasura”’ — making a dedication near Singaing ( Cactaruy ),
north of Kyaukse, ‘“‘after asking leave of the supreme lord,
Rhuy-nan-syan (Lord of the Golden Palace),” .., Klawewa,
If they were indeed absent from the adliseka, it looks like u
8light. ‘

The origin of the Shan brothers is obscure.l98 Perhaps
it was somewhere in the hills east of Kyaukss. During the
five years of interregnum, 1284 to 1289, ‘they had made them-
selves masters of a large part of Kyaukse, “the Eleven Kharuin,”
the old home and chief granary of the Burmans. When Klaw-
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ewa returned fo Pagan, he appears to have regained the loyalty
of tho other, smaller granary, “the Six Kharuin” of Minhu;
but Kyauksé stood aloof, if not hostile; and Pagan, without its
main gource of food and wealth, wag feeble. It does not seem
at all likely that the Kyaukse Shans (perhaps mnone too
numerous ) were an overflow from the north. The Paj-i or
Great Shans of the China border were mnon-Buddhist— ditihe
Syam, “Shan heretics’”, they are commonly called in later
ingeriptions; 199 whereas the Shan rulers of Kyauksd were every
bit as Buddhist ag the Burmansg., The northern Shans left no
insmiptioﬁs those of Kyauksé left dozens, all written in
Burmese, not Shan. ‘ ’

My. Hmvey gays that the brothers had heen bvought
up at King Tarukpliy’s Court, had taken wives there, and been
entrugted by the king with the rule of Kyauksé. I find no old
authority for this. Confugion in the late Burmese Chronicles
has been cauged by the fact that both Saw Nit, the last king of
Pagan, and Sihagura, youngest of the Shan brothers, styled
themselves Chan phla skhin, “Lord of the White Elephant”,200
The only certain evidence of intermarriage in the inscriptions
is that the eldest brother, Asankhyd, in 1299, was the husband
of Caw T, the granddaughter of Sumlula, chief queen of Taruk-
pliy’s tather, and that he joined her (Caw U)in o dedication to
the Shwezigon Swmlnla's temple at Minnanthn,201 In » brick
monastery west of at Pagun, there is a fragment of inscription
dated 1293,202  getup by Siri Asankhya, who, with his younger
brother‘s Ra,m and Sthasu, were generals and equals of the Pagan
king and who had defeated the T'aruk army. He, or they, shill
clalmed to rule from Na Ohon (T%w@ in the north, to Taluinsare
and Tawai (Tenasserim and Tavoy)in the south, from Majjhagiri
( the Fish Mountains, Arakan Yoma) in the west, to the Sanlwan
(Salween) in the east. There is nothing here, linking the.
Shan brothers with Pagan, that antedates the return of Klawe
cwa. No doubt Asankhays, and probably Rajasankram,203 for
long temporized 'with @ him, and sought to rule ‘the country
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through him, till his subservience to the Mongols drove many
of the Burmans into & ‘regigstance movement,’ in which SThasura,
the youhgest and strongest of tlie trio, early took the lead.

The Buddhist Shans of Kyauksd were in more or less
secret league with the Buddhigt Thal of Pa-pai-hsi- fﬁ, and
joined them, no less bravely and successfully, in their desperate
resistance to the Mongols. But first let us note the rather
inysterious evidence of their connections with Kyanksé. In 1300,
\Vhen the Mongol emperor ordered a mew expedition against.
Burma, it is said, “The vebelg are in league with Pa.pal-hsi-fu
kingdom. Their power is widely extended.”204 In 1298, Kuan-
chu-ssu-chia,205 an envoy sent by Yiiunan to open relations
with the Mons206 of Iower Burma, now in revolt against
Pagan, had provoked trouble by escorting, via Pagan, the Mon
leaders taking their tribute to China. These were arrested by
Klitwcw’ﬁ, though Kuan-chu-sst-chia wag allowed to proceed to
Tagaung.207 Soon afterwards, Klawcwad was dethroned by the
Shan brothers and held in captivity, with two of his sons, at Myin-
/,&mg, east of Kyemksé, while Tsoun’ Nlehzo8 (Saw Nit) was
placed on the Pagan throme. “When Kuaﬂ-uhu-ﬁ&fﬁ#chia 1'et11rnéd
to: Pagnn, Saw Nit told ‘him, among other reasons. for the
dethronement, that Klawews “had called into Burma an army
of our enemies of Pa-pai-hsi-fu kingdom, wlio robbed our king‘-'
dom of the cities of Kan-tang, San-tang, Chih-ma-la, Pan-lo,209
ete.” ‘I have no doubt but that these places were four (or more)
of the Eleven Kharuin of Kyaukse, Kan-tang is (Mran)
/cZzg,bnt-Lavfﬂ, Mylngondmng, the most ceiitral; the first Syllable
ig 'omitted to prevent confusion with Mﬁ"ancum (Myinzaing).
San- tan(y is Santon (Thindaung), in the northeas’o Chih-ma-la
i Plafmani (Pym;mana), south-central near Kumé., Pan-lo
is Panlay (Pmle) farthest south, All four extended mstwards
to the foot of the Sh.m Hills. '

\It is ha,ld to: believe that Klawewn, a  Pagan Burman,
could have agked, much less persuaded, the Chieng’ Mai Shans
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to help him to expel the Shans of Kyauksd. But it is not at all
improbable that the Shan brothers borrowed troops from Chieng
Mai, either to overawe the proud DBurmese avistocracy of
Kyauksé, or to meet the expected Mongol attack. And it is
possible that they tried to bluff Kuﬂp-chu-ssﬁ-chia into believing
that Klawewa had done it; it is possible, also, that Saw Nit
weakly lent hig word to the deception. There may be other
explanations, I am inclined to accept ag o fact that Chieng Mai
helped in the occupation of Kyauksd by the Buddhist - Shans.
In the autumn of 1299, in Ranun kharwin to the west of
Kyauksé, a dedication was made by the family of the “‘queen of
the king called Sériraja, who has conquered all his enemies.””?10
The king is mentioned nowhere else.2ll T guspecet he may have
been a member of the old Burmese . aristocracy who, atier
Klawewa's dethronement, made a stand again$t thé Shan  occu-
pation of Kyaukss, with some tempomry guecess on the west gide
of the river Panlaung.

The Mongols were the first to capture Pagan, in 128758.
Its ruin was completed by the Shans and the Mons. When

Klawewa, the headman of T'ala, moved back to Pagan in 1289,.

the Mons of the Delta took the opportunity to revols. Before

1293, Rajasadikram and hig follower Anrmtan“ya.pal;l ram?12 led
a campaign which recovered Tala for a while. 213 But by 1298
when Kuan-chu-gsli-chia was sent by Yinnan to open. relat;lons
with the Mon kingdom, and returned to China 1115 the Ii-:awaddy,
the Mons must have been masters of most of the Delta.’

At Pagan, the three Shan brothers, usually called sambyan,
the 0ld Mon title for a senior minister, are commonly mentioned
together in Pagan inscriptions, from 1289 to 1291,2!14 endorsing
Klawewd's -decisions. In 1292 Rajasankram alone appears.218
Early in 1293, as we have seen in Asankhayd's inscription st
Pagan,216 their policy begins to show itself. Thé three brothers
are the generals, but also the equals, of the Pagan klng, and ﬁhby
have defeated a Taruk army. ‘
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One obstacle to their plans was probably the prestige of
Tarukpliy’s grand old queen, the great Queen Saw of the Chron-
jcles. These say, “Queen Saw had no son nor daughter 3217
but this is in plain contradiction of her own ingeriptions in the
Sawhlawun temple, Minnanthu: “my two beloved soms” and
“my husband the king, father of my two beloved sons. 218 Qhe
and her favourite, perhups the elder som, Ra@jasu, were busy
making dedications in 1290.219 In the spring of 1291 he was
dead, and her heart was broken.?20 The other son was probably
Klacwa, who always takes precedence of the three Shan brothers
in her inscriptions.??! He (or his brother ) may be called “the
king’s son Dhanummarac” ;222 if so, it suggests the possibility
of his having been declardd Orown Prince. We hear no more of
Prince Klacwa till the autumn of 1293, when we find him married
to Puthuiw-ni Man 223 (the only female ma#, T think, in Old
Burmese, perhaps a courtesy title), ‘queen of Pahto-ni’, @ small
village in East Kyauksé, near Myinzaing. We do not know
exactly when Queen Saw died; but it wag well bofore 1300, when
her younger sister, who $ook her place as chief queen at Pagan,
seb up her first inscription at Pwazaw.224 T cannot but guspect
that the Shan brothers played some part in these events.

- The cat-and-mouse tactics of the Shan hrothers continued.
Barly in 1294,225 Singhasii, the youngest, was present at a Pagan
andience. At the turn of the year 1294/5,226 “iho sammpyan
Agaikhayd ” also attends. In 1295, SThasT is fivet styled Chan
phlu syan, “Lord of the White Elephant”, in a Kyaukss inscrip-
tion.227 Near the end of the following year, 1296, he gets up his
first inseription?28 gy Myinzaing with true royal protocol:
“The king called Sumhasira, tulfilled with virtue, might and
Splgndour "3 he has built a “ golden monastery east of Mrasicuin ”
(Myinzaing), at the foot of the hills east of Kyauksd town, and
('lt.adicates a lot of small pieces of land in the eastern half of the
district, and a large area in the hills behind Myinzaing.
Chinese texts, though baged sometimes on contradictory

reports, are our fullest informantg about the lagt days of Pagan,



THE EARLY $v4% IN BURMA'S HISTORY 155

The following seems to me to be the probable course of
events. Klawewid, well nigh desperate, one imagines,turning to
the only source from which effective help could be obtained,early
in 1297 sent an important embassy to Peking, headed by his
eldest son, Prince Singhapati.229 e promised to pay a yearly
tribute of 2,500 tacls of gilver, 1,000 pieces of silk, 20 tame
elephants and 10,000 piculs of grain.,230 On March 20th, 1297, in
an edict given at length in the 17?;%—0h75,2‘31 the Emperor granted
official appoint ment to Klawewi ag king of Mien with a silver
geal, and to Binghapati as Crown Prince with a Tiger Tally;
a Pearl Tiger Tally was also conferred on “Sa-pang-pa, younger
brother of the king of Mien,” and three on *‘the leader of the
chieftaing, A-san,” {.e., Asankhaya, including, no doubt, his two
brothers. “ Border generals of Yunnan, ete.,” the edict concludes,
“are not to raise armies without my anthority.”

According to Na-su-la’s report,232 Singhapati, on his
return, was accompanied by the minister Chino Hua-ti,233 ag
deputy of the Mongol Court. On their arrvival at Pagan, Klawewq
convoked a big assembly to hear the reading of the Emperor’s
edict. Rajasankram and SThasu absented themgelves. This was
probably the occasion when Ch’ich-lieh, late Chief Secretary of
Mien-chung province, “was made bearer of the imperial edict to
publish abroad the majesty and virtue ( of the Bmperor) at Mien,
The king of Mien bhowed down his forehead to the ground and
pronounced his thanks for the favour shown him. He gent his
son and heir, Singhapati, to Conrt with tribute. 7234

In the autumn of 1297, things still seem normal at Pagan.
“Sinkasit, sampyan in the royal presence,” recommends to the
king a largigh grant of land in Panan kharuin ( the centre of
Kyaukst ) to “ hig servant and Follower, dnantajayapakram.’?35
The trouble comes to a head, ag mentioned above, in March-April
1298,286 when Kuan-chu-ssu-chia and the Mon envoys try to
pass through Pagan. Klawowd's arrest of the latter gives the
two younger brotherg an excuge to revolt. There were other
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reasons algo. The A-pa237 tribe had rebelled, apparently, in the
north; perhaps they were northen Shans, west of the Irrawaddy,
on the border of Chéng-mien province. Klawewa asked the Mongols
for troops to deal with them. The rebels were indignant: *He
callg in an army from China to kill, plunder and enslave us.”
They fortified their town and mustered troops to 1etaliate.
Sihasu and Rijasankram made common cause with the rebels,
They ravaged the land of Mi-li-tu ( Mliyie, Myedu, in the north
of Shwebo district) and Pang-chia-lang.238 Asankhay# -was sent
to stop them, but failed, and was put under arresgt, The rehels
fortified themselves in the land of Pu-kan-yi-su-chi-lao-1,28% and
advanced by water and land to besiege Pagan. Na-gu-la leads a
sortie, but is captured. The monks of the capital persuade both
sides to stop fighting and swear oaths of 10ya,1ty,240 whereupon
prisoners on both sides are releaged. But in the 5thi month
(June 10th - July 9th, 1298), the three brothers return with a
large army, force an enirance into Pagan, arrest the king, his
eldest son Singhapati, and younger son ( sons ? ) Chao Chi-1i (and)
0}1&0 Pu,24l ana imprigon them all “for 11 months” in Myin-
zaing, “Ever since you submitted o China, they told Ilawcwd
“you have not ceased to load us with shames. 242

Such is the verdion given in Huber’s text, supported by
a wealth of detail. It places the dethronement of Klawecwi and
his removal to Myinzaing in June-July 1298. This date, how-
ever, clashesﬁwith a Myinzaing inscription243 dated six months
earlier, when “ the dethroned king” ( Nan kla mad ) “appeared
in full audience” in Myinzaing, -listening to a request geconded
by “the great minister Asarikhyd,” and pouring water of dedi-
cation. He still ‘ ‘

. retaing in captivity, it seems, his weligious
functions. It thiy ingeription ig trusted (I cannot question it),
one is led to believe that the arrest of the Mon embasgy at Pagan
was not by order of Klawewd, who - wag in captivity 100 miles
away, but by that of the brothers who afterwards bluffed Kuan-

c¢hu-ssu-chia into believing that he, not they, was responsible.
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On the Pagan throme they left a puppet-king, Tsou
Nieh?™ (Caw Nae, Saw Nit), “a bastard son of the king, 16 years
0l4,” telling him, it seems, to do his best to propitiate the
Mongols. In the 6th month (July 10th to August Tth, 1298); he
sent an envoy, A-chih-pu-ch'ieh.lan,245 o Tagaung to report
their version of what had happened, apologize to Kuan-chu-gsi-
chia, and invite him to come to Pagan for discussions, When he
arrived, Tsou Nieh put the blame on Klawewa, and said he was
preparing to send tribute to Peking by the hand of three high
officials.246 e also sent a letter %o the Yiinnan government,
praising Asankhayd, and giving the reasons Why:'the three
brothers (here named in full)247 have dethroned Klawewa and
placed Asankhaya on the throne, o

. To lend .colour to their protestations, it appears that the
three brothers allowed the captive Crown Prince, Singhapati, to
head one further embassy to Peking. On April 13th, 1299248
“the Crown Prince of Mien kingdom, Hsin-ho-pa-ti, submitted a
memorial and came to thank the Emperor, who bestowed clothing
on him and gent him back.” The account in the Sectibn ohllflien“g
ig fuller: “In the 3rd year (1299 A.D.), 3rd month, Mien again
gent its heir apparent to submit a memorial of thanks. He
himgelf reported that hig tribespeople were being Xkilled and
plundered by the Gold Teeth”, 4., the Shans, “and that this had
caused widespread poverty and want, and thus prevented him
from being able to pay the fribute-offering of gold and silks at
the appointed time, The Fmperor took pity on him, and ordered
him only every other year to offer elephants. Once more he
bestowed clothing on him, and sent him back.” Why did he not
blurt out the whole truth, and beg the Emperor (as his brother
did a few months later) to vindicate his father’s right and punish
the usurpers ¢ I i].nzlgine they had “gent gpies o accompany him,
and warned him that hig father’s life depended on his s'ecrecy
and. quick rétqrn to Myinzaing, And so their poor vietim: _dg}y
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told. his tale, and in a vain attempt to save his father, returned
to his captivity and death.

But the truth was now beginning to leak out. The
captive father and son having now served their purpose, on May
10th, 1299 (according to Na-su-la's veport),250 “Agankhayd
ordered his brother to kill the king and his two sons. K'ang-chi-

lung Ku-ma-la-ch'ieh-shih-pa,25! another son of the king, managed
to escape.,” Conflicting accounts of the murders now poured in,
which the murderers gsought in vain to counteract.

Man Lulan, “the young king” (Tsou Nieh), wag now with
great publicity anointed king of Pagan. In the summer of 1299,
“when the king appeared in full audience, in the glorious
Presence of the Future Buddha Siri Tribhavanidittryapavara-
dhammaraja Man Lwlan,”’ a request was made, and the chief
witnesses were “the great sampyan Asahkhayd, the sampyai
Rajasankram, the sampyan Sinkastd,” etc.252 After the death of
her sister, Tarukpliy’s queen. the youngest Phwa Caw, grand-
mother Saw, became the chief queen of Man Lulan. Horrified, one
imagines, at the happenings around her, she left Pagan and settled
in the little village of Pwazaw, still called after her, four miles
inland from the city. Here ghe and her daughter and nephew
found some comfort in a feverish burst of architectural activity,
the last masterwork of 0ld Pagan —the Hsgutaungbyi group
with their great brick monasteries,23 the Thitmati brick
monaste1'y,'254 the Adhittan ten‘lpl(-:,?55 and the lagt and almost
loveliest of the greater temples, the Thitsawadi,256

14

During the auntumn of 1299, if my views about King
Sirirdja ave correct ( supra, p. 153 ), the Shan Drothers must
have been busy crushing a Burmese rebellion in the west of
Kyauksé., Meanwhile, in the 8th month?57 ( Augugt 27th-September
25th) Kumfrakassapa had made good his escape to Yinnan,
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Here, Mangt Tirumigh, the imperial commissary, warmly espoused
his cause. The latter’s report wag approved by the Emperor
who, in the 9th month258 (September 26th-October 24th) ordered
the Council of State to prepare a plan of campaign. This meant
a year’s delay; for Burma could only be invaded during the cold
gseason, which had had already well begun. In the 12th month?99
( December 24th, 1299 - January 22nd, 1300 ), as soon as he knew
that no invasion was imminent, Asankhayi invaded Chéng-mien
province, captured Nga Singu and Mald, and only turned back a
few miles short of Tagaung. In the 1st month of the 4th year260
(Janunary 23rd-February 20th, 1300), Mangn Turumish wag
summoned to Peking to help in the planning. On May 97h,261
“ fifteen post-stages were added, from Yinnan to Mien kingdom. ™
On June 22nd,262 the Emperor issued a decree declaring Kuma-
rakassapa king and rightful heir to the throne of Mien.

Past magters in deception, the three brothers tried every
sleight to avert, or at least delay, the coming invasion. On May
1st, 1800263 “Mien kingdom sent envoys to submit. a white
elephant.” Impersonation, even, was attempted. On July 28th,
1300,264 “Che-su, (4.c., SThasii), younger brother of A-san-ko-yeh
of Mien kingdom, and others, 91 persons, each submitted local
products and were coming to Court. The Emperor gave orders
that the rest be detained at An-ch’iug”%5 ( read Chung-ch'ing ),
“and only Che-su sent to Shang-tu. »266 On September lst,
1300 267 ( four days later ), *“ A-san-chi-ya of Mien kingdom and
others, elder and youngoer brothers, came to the Gate of the
Palace, and confessed in person their crime in killing their lord.
The Emperor cancelled the expeditionary force to Mien.” It was
only for a moment, until the fraud wag discovered. In the
intercalary 8th month268 ( September 14th - Qctober 13th ) the
Mongol army started from Yiinnan Fu.

The Shan brothers, even in their graves, could deceive
brilliant scholars. - Huber does an injustice, I helieve, to the
Yian-shih, It is regarded,” he says (p. 662-T translate from



160 - -~ o+ GWJH, Luce

the French), *as the worst-edited of the 24 dynasgtic higtories
of China269 .. .. TItg editorial committee, under the Ming,
has shewn great incapacity to use the documents at its clisposal.
Thus, according to the Yiian-shik, no Chinese army ever besieged
Myinzaing. Better still, the Shan ugurper Asamkhaya becomes
own brother of King Kyozwa of Pagan, and in 1300 there was no
change of capital nor of dynasty. The Yéan-skih chapter on the
geography of the Burma frontier is equally worthless ....” On
p. 679 he adds: “The official annals of the Yitan” (4.e., the pén-
chi) “state that in 1300... Kyozwa was killed by his Dbrother
Agamkhaya, who shortly afterwards came to Peking to excuse
himgelf, was pardoned and received imvestiture. If... the
anthors had seen the work I have just translated, we should be
entitled to conclude that they have knowingly falsified history.
But it ig fairer to accuse them only of carelessness and ignorance.”

In general the péne-chi of the Yiian-shik are very full and
admirably dated, fuller and better dated, e.g., than those of the
Ming-shih. In working out over 150 dates, I have ‘found, if T
remember aright, only one mistake. Sofar ag Burma is concerned,
omissions there certainly are,ebut there is little sign of care-
legsness. The geographical section ( #4-li-chih, ch.61) is incomplete;
and in writing of Lu-ch'uan (see n. 41) it once says ‘ east’ for
‘west’; but my frequent references to it here provb that I have
found it very useful. The section on Mien (ch. 210) is almost
the same as Huber’s text, except that it entively omity the lagt
campaign. Everything that is not.in Muber follows exactly the
facts and dates as stated in the pén-ché. T cannot say, but. it is
quite possible, that the authors knew the story of the last cam-

paign (as given in Huber ), and deliberately rejected it as incon-
sistent with the ev1dence of the pm-chz, 6.g., the Emperor on
September 1st cancelling the expedition on the one hand, and
the expedition starting a fow weeks later on the other. Iuber,
facing the same dilemna; rejécts the pén~chi, while the brothers (if
they but knew it) rejected Huber's text. T have tried to show that
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both sources are valid, and can be reconciled, once we realize that
the Shan brothers were out to deceive and delude, and often
for a while succeeded in doing so.

Huber embroils his case by confusing Che.su. with
Klawewa. This is impossible. Che-su, the name used every=-
where, I thinlk, in the Y#éan-shih, corresponds to Huber's
Seng-ko-su ( see n.247). The latter is derived from the San-
skritic Singhasura, “the Lion Hero”; Ché-su is from the Pali
Sthasura. In 0ld Burmese, forms like Singhasu and Sthast
are interchangeable. The ¥Y#an-shih does not deny the siege of
Myinzaing, nor the change of capital or dynasgty; it merely
does pot mention them, because, presumably, it found the
evidence conflicting. And it nowhere says that Asankhayd was
pardoned or received investiture.

The Mongol army was quite a small one, not ‘“the
200,000 soldiers of the Khan mankii” whom Asankhaya claims,
three years later, that his younger brother Sihasura - las
defeated.2’0  Mangil Tiriimish had agked for 6,000 men. On
June 2nd, 1300271 the Council of State, “considering that
Burma was strong and could rely on help from Pa-pai-hsi-fu,”
thought he needed “at least 10,000.” The Emperor sganctioned
up to 12,000, Mangi Turtimish had asked for two generals to
join him, Hsieh-ch’ao-wu-~8rh (Sichéur ?), the Grand Secretary
of Yiinnan, and General Liu Té-Lu. He agked also for the
State Coungellor, Kao A-kK’ang, native chiftain of Yunnan, . The
Prince of the Blood, K'uo-k'uo ( “the Blue Prince”) was placed
in nominal command.272 In the 10th month,2’8 November
13th-December 11th, they entered Burma. On January 15th,
1301,274 they reached Mald, and held a general review.

While the army méfched straight on Kyaukss, Ruméara-
kagsapa diverged towards Pagan. He i not mentioned in
Burmese Chronicles, buta two-faced inscription275 dated 1302,
at the.Shwenan-u pagoda, Paunglaung, mentiong him under the
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name, Tak taw muw mankre, Tarwk pran La so Talk tuw win wzm"z/m*i,
“the king who came from the land of the Turks and ascended
the throne,” “King Ascend-the-throne.” Some 40 miles above
Pagan, on the west bank of the river, he halted to hear a
sermon on the way to Nirvana, the Rathavinite Sreita of the
Majjlima Nikaye, and to make o dedication of land (afterwards
confirmed by the three brothers) “at the royal monastery of
the mahathera Tipitakavilase, spivitual preceptor of our lord
Sinkapicann.”” Having thus created a favourable impresgion,
he entered Pagan without difficulty. TLater he told the
Mongols,276  “Those who through fear ave still on the side
of the rebels, are few. Everyone is on my side.” But when
the Mongols retreated, he went with themn.

On January 25th, 1301,277 the army reached Myin-
zaing,2’® with its three walled enclosured interlocking. The
Shan brothers came out to fight, but were driven back within
the wally, where they maintained a stout defence. Mangi
Tiriimish and Lin T8-lu undertook the east and north sicles,
Hsieh-ch'ao~wu-8rh and Kao A-K'ang, the more open west side.
They could spare no troops to begiege the south umntil later,
when they mustered 2000 Pai-i ( Northern Shang), who were
on the lines of communication. The fighting was severe. The
defenders mounted mechanical catapults on the walle. To
protect themselves, the Tarnk had to heap an earth-rampart
all round the city. Between February 10th and Mavch 10th,279
the fortified outpost called “the Stone Mountain” was captured,
The grand assault on February 28th280 wpag a failure, the
Taruk losing over 500 men, killed by arrowshot or crushed
heneath the blocks of stone and timber that rained down from

the walls. There was little more fighting, but, for the ‘defence
there was a real danger of starvation.

The Shan brothers fell hack on. their old incompa-
rable expedient.. On Mareh 1241281

Asankhayid sent .oub
men who shouted from afar,

“We are not rehels. We are loyal
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subjects of your HEmperor.... We never killed the king:
He committed suicide by poison. We are innocent men. We are
Mongols. Please accept our submission.” Negotiations and
seeret’ corruption followed and the hot weather helped to coms=
plete the rout. Between April 6th and 8th,282 the Taruk
began their retreat. On April 14th283 Nga Singu was$ reached,
and a vain attempt was made to rally the ' routed forces
and veturn. The same day, by elephant,‘Kum?trakassapa’s
mother arrived and said, “The rebels held me captive in
Myinzaing. I have only just managed to escape. If you had
only waited five more days, the rebels would ‘have heen
bound to surrender. What a pity you left go soon!” The
Taruk returned to China by the Méng Lai Road.284  They
had to fight their way throﬁgh “the Gold Teeth’, ¢.e., the Pai-i,
during the following autumn. Under the date of Septembér 10th,
1301,285 we yead, “The Emperor sent Hsieh-ch’ao-wu-arh, ete., to
take troops and invade Gold Teeth and other kingdoms. At the
time when the army of the Mien expedition was returning, they
were intercepted by the Gold Teeth, and many of the soldiers
killed fighting.”

On the same day, September 101,286 the Court of Enquiry
appointed by the BEmperor reported that every single person of
importanee, from Prince K’no-K'uo downwards, had been bribed,
“Having let themselves he corrupted, the Commanders-in-Chief
had no longer any anthority over their subordinates....”

Their triumph accomplished, Burma and the Shan
brothers were tactful and aggiduous in softening the blow. On
'July‘ 27th, 1301,287 “The king of Mien sent envoys to offer as
tribute nine tamé elephants.” On September 16th,268 “I,Ja-fu;-
ghan,  wan-hu of Chéng-mien, and others Bubmii‘;ted gix tame
elephants.”” On November 4th,289 “The king of Mien . sent
énvoys to 'Oourt with fribute.” The final trivmph, after the
failure of the Pa-pai-hsi-fu expedition (see infra), came eighteen
months later. On April 4th, 1803,290  “4he Emperor abolished
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Chéng-mien Province split off from Yinman.,” On May 25th,29i
“the 14,000 men of the army returned from Chéng-mien were
sent back, each man to hig post.”

Tribute continued to be submitted. On October Gth,
1303,2992  “the king of Mien sent envoys to offer as tribute four
tame elephants.”  Friendly rclations were even established
under the new Emperor, Wu Tsung. On February, lst, 1308.298
“Mien kingdom submitted six tame elephants.” On May 31gt,294
again, “Mien kingdom submitted six tame elephants.” On
August 3rd, 295 “the Emperor appointed Kuan-chu-ssi-chien,”
probably a Tibetan, ‘“as Vice-President of the Board of Rites,
and To-érh-chih ag Vice-President of the Board of War, and
gent them to Mien kingdom.” At this time, Sihastu, the youngest
of the Shan brothers, was busy chooging a site for his new
capital near the junction of the rivers. Relations continued
to be good under the next Emperor, Jén Tsung. On December
a7th, 1312,296  <“¢he Jord of Mien kingdom sent his gon-in.law,
together with Tg'én-fu, chieftain of the Pu-nung Man of
Yinnan, to come to Court.” On July 8lst, 1815297 “the lord
of Mien kingdom sgent his son, T’o-la-ho, and others to comé
and offer tribute of local products.” Opn July 20th, 1319,298
“Chao Ch'in.sa of Mien kingdom brought local producty and
entered the Presence.”

15 |

The resistance of the Northern Thai to Mongol aggres-
sion appears to have been just as brave, and ‘just a8 victorious,
‘ag that of the Shan brothers. But the harvest was not reaped
go neatly, and theirs continued for long to be a troubled border.
Not having the Choo-pu-tsung-lu text (see supra, n.-190 ), ‘the
most T can do for the present is to translate seriatim relevant
extracts from the pén.chi of the Yiiam-shih, from 1300 A.D.
onwards: ‘ ' ‘
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(i) February 1st, 1301.299 _“The REmperor sont Lin
Shén, Ho-la-tai and Chéng Yu, at the head of an army of
20,000 men, to invade Pa.pai-hgi-fu. As usual, he sent ovders
t0 Yunnan province fo give 5 horges per 10 men of each army,
and more, if this wag not enough.,”

(ii) February 18th, 1301.300 _<Wor +the expedition
againgt Pa-pai-hsi-fu, the Bmperor gave paper money reckoned
altogether at over 92,000 ‘shoes’ (#ing).”

(iii) March 27th, 1301.801 _ “For the expedition againgt
Pa-pai.hgi-fu, the Emperor set up two wan-hu-fu'” (1it. offices
controlling ten thousand households), “and four posts of
wan-hu. He despatched criminals of Sstich’uan and Yinnan
to follow the army.”’

(iv) May 2lst, 1301302 _ “The Emperor moved the
Yunnan army to invade Pa-pai-hsi-fu.”

(v) July 4th, 1301.803 _ «“The Fmperor ordered that
persons of Yuunan provinee who volunteered to go on expedi-
tion againgt Pa-pai-hgi-fy, should be given, each man, 60
gtrings of cowries.”

(vi) August 20th, 1301.394 . “The Emperor commanded
Ytinnan province to divide up the Mongol archers to go on
expedition against Pa-pai-hsgi-fu.” ‘

(vii) September 10th, 1301.305 _ ¢  again, the various
gouthern barbariansg on the borders of Pa.pai-hsi-fu have
agreed among themselves not to pay taxes and imposts; and
they have robbed and killed the government officials. There-
fore all are to be attacked.”

(viii) March 21st, 1302.306 _ “The Bmperor dismissed
from office the yu-ch’éng for the expedition against Pa-pai-hsi-
fu, Liu Shén, and other officialg, and took from them  their
tallies, sealg and post-station coupons,”



1566 © .+ GH. Luce

(ix) April 4th, 1303.807 _ “QOn account of the ruin of
the army invading Pa-pai-hgi-fu, the Emperor put to death Liun
Shén, and sentenced to Hogging Ho-la-tai and Chéng Yu.”

{x) December 3rd, 130_9.303— “Yynnan province stated
that Pa-pai-hsi-fu, Great Oh'a-1i and Little Oh’6-1li were making
a digturbance at Ku-pao of Wei-yiian chow, and had snatched
and oceupied Mu-lo #fen; the Emperor had given orders to send
the yu-ch'éng of the province, Suan-chih-érh.wei, to go and
summon and notify them, and, as nsual, had ordered 1500 men
of the army of Wei-ch'n #ao to guard and escort him within
their frontier; but Suan-chih-8rh-wei had accepted bribes
from Ku-pao ( amounting to) 3 ‘shoes’ each of gold and silver;
after which, he advanced his force and vaided and attacked
Kun.pao; but bows and cross-bows were improperly used, and
80 he wus defeated and returned. Not only had he lost the
day, but also he had injured our men. ‘Let Your Majesty
decide ! The Emperor replied ‘It is a big matter. We mugt
be quick and select envoys once more to bear a letter with the
imperial seal, and go and summon and notify them. As for

Suan-chih-8rh-wei, (his life) is pardond, but he must be
rigorously tried.’”

(xi) February 22nd, 1310.399 _ “The Emperor sent

down orders to summon and notify Great Ch’s-li and Little
Oh'é.1i.”

(xii) February 23vd, 1310810 _¢“The Emperor gave
orders to notify Pa-pai-hsi-fu, and sent the yu-ch’éng of Yunnan
province, Suan-chih-érh-wei, to summon and comfert them.”

(xiii) December 6th, 1310311 _*“The ministers of the
Central ~ Government repoited coy ‘Moreover ‘we are just
moving troops t0 punish Paspai-hsi-fu. Our military strength
is dispersed and exhausgted. - Now we propose that the: Mongol
troops he given one horse each, and the Chinese troops two
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horges per ten men. We guggest giving these direetly. We
request the Emperor to bestow 30,000 ‘shoes’ of paper-money
for the purpose.”

(xiv) May 20th, 1311812 _ “phe gouthern bavbarians
of Pa-pai-hsi-fu, together with those of Great and Little
On’é.li, raided the frontier. The Emperor ordered the Prince
of Yunnan and the yu-ch'éng A-hu-t’ai to take troops and
punish them.”

(xv) March 2ist, 1312318 _ “Pa-pai-hgi-fu came and
offered as tribute two tame elephants.”

(xvi) September 29th, 13125314 _ “The Bmperor sent
orders that the yu-ch'éng of Yinnan provinee, A-hu-t’ai, etec.,
gshould lead Mongol troops and follow the Prince of Yunnan
and punish the southern barbarians of Pa-pai-hsi-fun.”

(xvii) October 6th, 1312.315 _ “The Emperor cancelled
the expedition against the southern barbarians of Pa.pai.hsi.fu,
and thoge of Great and Little Ch's.li. He gent a letter with
the imperial seal to summon and notify them.”

(xviii) October 9th, 1312.316 _ “The southern barbarians
of Pa.pai-hsi-fu and Great and Little Ch’é-1i offered as tribute
tame elephants and local products.

(xix) November 1st, 1312317 _ “The yu-ch’éng of Yin.
nan province, Suan.chih-8rh-wei, was found guilty. The
spiritual teacher of the realm (lkwo-shih), Shuo-sst-chi-wa-
chigh~érh, memoyrialized requesting the Emperor to pardon him.
The Emperor reproached him saying, ‘A Buddhist monk shounld
study the writings of fthe Bnddha. Ig it proper for him fo
interfere in state affairg?’”

(xx) November 25th, 1315318 _ “The southern bar-
barians of Pa-pai-hsi-fu sent envoys to offer as tribute two
tame elephants, - The Bmperor bestowed gilks on them.”
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 (xxi) Januavy 24th, 1320319 _ “The Emperor econo-
mized 124 ranks of officialg, including sub-prefects and subor-
dinate officials of Ta.li of Yunnan, Great and Little Cha-1i, and
other places, and various officials employed as Confucianigt
teachers and Mongol ingtructors.”

(xxii) January 24th, 1324.320 _ «¥Yy Méng of Ch'a-li
of Yinnan made a raid. The Emperor gave orderg fo summon
and notify him.”

(xxiii) January 26th, 1324321 _ “The Hua-chiao
(‘Flowery Leg’) southern barbarians of Yunnan made a raid,
The Emperor gave orders to summon and notify them.”

(xxiv) September 18th, 1324322 _ “The Emperor sent
envoys to notify Great Ch’a.1i and Little Ch'é-1i of Yunnan."

(xxv) November 3rd, 1824.323 _ “The CL’8-1i southern
barbariang of Yiunnan made raids. The Emperor sent Wa-érh-to
bearing an imperial decree to summon and notify them. Ni-érh,
gon of their chief Sai-gai, and Tiao Ling, son of Ying-kou-mu,
came out and submitted.”

- (xxvi) June 1l4th, 1325834 _“Ta0 La.méng of Ch'é-li
and the Great A-ai gouthern barbarians, 10,000 soldiers riding
on elephants, attacked and captured 14 stockades including To-
la....”

(xxvii) August 9th, 1325.325 _ “The gouthern barbarians
of Great and Little Oh'é-li came and offered tame olephants.”

(xxviii) August 15th, 1325.326 _ “The Emperor sent
enyoys bearing imperial ovders separately %o0...; to the native
official of Chén-Xk’ang Road, Ni Nang; and to the native official
of Mou-chan (or nien) Road, Sai Ch’iu-lo, ordering them to come
out and submit,...”

(xxix) August 20th, 1325327 _ “The Emperor set up
Oh’e.1i military and-civil tsung-kuan-fu, and appointed the native
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Han 8ai as tsung-kuan (deernor } wearing at the waist a gold
Tiger Tally,”

(xxx) June 11th, 1326.328 _ “(Qhao Nan-tao, southern
barbarian of Pa-pai-hsi-fu, sent his son, Chao Zan-t'ing, to offer
local products and ¢ome to Court.”

(xxxi) August 15th, 1326329 _ “Chao Nan-t'ung,
southern barbarian of Pa-pai-hgi-fu, sgent envoys to come and
offer ag tribute tame elephants and local products.”

(xxxii ) October 18th, 1326.330 _ “The Emperor bestowed
on the southern barbarian officials of Great Ch’é-li who had
recently submitted, 75 persons, fur garments, caps, boots and
clothes. ”

( xxxiii ) October 23rd, 1326.331  _ *“ Aj Pei, chieftain of
Tu-la stockade of Wei-ch’n Road of Yiunnan province; A-wu, son
of A-chih.lung, chief of Ching.tung stockade; Ni Tao, younger
brother of the lord of CGreat A-ai stockade; ‘Ai Pu-li, chief of
Mu-lo stockade; A-li, native official of Mang-shih Road; T’o-chin-
X’0, younger brother of Ni Nang, native official of Chén-chiang
Road; Ch'iu-lo, native official of Mu-t’ich Road; Ai Yung, nephew
of Chao Ai of Great Ch’8.li; and Wu Chung, native official of
Mang Lung fien — all together submitted local products and came
to offer tribute. The Emperor took Chao Ai's land and set up
one Mu-to Road, with one Mu-lai ghouw and three tien (mnative
districts ). He took Wu Chung’s land and get up one Méng Lung
Road with one #en. He took Al P’ei’s land and set up one #ien
there. At the same ti‘mevhe conferred on them gold tallies and
copper seals, and Dbestowed the usual.silks, saddles and hridles
according to their rank.” ‘

‘(xxxiv) March 14th; 1327.832 _ ¢ (Ohao Nan-t'ung, chief
of the'southern barbarians of Pa-pai-hgi-fu, came and offered as
tribute local products.” ‘
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(xxxv) August 9th, 1827.333 _<S8ai Ch’iu-lo, native
official of Mou-chan (07 -nien ) Road, summoned and notified the
douthern barbarian of Pa.pai-hsi.fu, Chao San-chin, to come and
submit. ‘San-ch’ieh-chd, native official of Yin-sha-lo ( ‘ Perimeter
of Silver Sand’), killed Sai Ch’iu-lo. The Emperor ordered the
Prinee of Yilnnan to send persons to notify them.”

(xxxvi) November 13th, 1327.33¢% _ “The southern
barbarians of Pa-paj-hsi-fu requested the officials to garrison
and set up Meng Ch'ing ( as a) hstian-fu-ssit and tu-ylian-hsuai-fu
( Comfortership and office of General Commander ), with two fu,
Mu.an and Méng Chieh, in ‘their land. The L‘mpelor appointed
the sob-prefect and acting comforter of Wusga, Ni-Ch'u.kung, and
the native official Chao Nan-t'ung ag Joint Comforters and General
Commanders; and the chao yi jén (°summoner’), Mi-té, as sub-
prefect and acting Comforter; and Chao San-chin, son of the
Asgsigtant General Commander ( Chao) Nan- t’ﬁﬂg, ag prefect of
Mu-an fu; and his nephew, Hun P'&n, as prefect of Méng Chieh
Fu. The Emperor made the normal bestowals paper-money and
sﬂks, on each according to his rank.”

(xxxvii) June 15th, 1828.335  ¢“Phe southern -bar-
barian of Pa.pai-hsi-fu sent his son, Ai Chao, to offer as
tribute tame elephants.” ‘

(xxxviii) October 15th, 1328.336 “The native official
of Méng Ting Road of Ydnnan came and offered as tribute
local products.” C ' '

(xxxix) November 20th, 1328.337 = “The native official
of Yin.lo #éen of Yunnan, Ai Tsan ete., came and offered tribute
of local products,”

(x1) November 24th; 1828.338 _ “The native official of
Oh'a.1i Road of Yunnan, Tiao Sai, etc., came and offered -tribute
of local produects.” ' Lo
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(x1i) December 16th, 1328.33% _ “QOhao Ai, envoy of
Pa-pai-hsi-fu kingdom; Ni Fang, etc., native official of Wei-ch™a
Road of Yuonan:; and Pi.yeh.ku ete, native official of ‘the
Ninety-Nine Stockades’; each hrought local prodnets and came
to offer tribute.”

(xlii) March 14th, 1329.840 _ “A.san.mu, native official
of Méng T'ang (and) Méng Suan #en (districts) of Yunnan
province; Ai Fang, native official of Kai-nan; Pa-pai-hsi-fu,
Gold Teeth, ‘the Ninety Nine Caves', and Yin-sha-lo #ien; all
came and offered ag tribute local products.”

(x1iii) March 28th, 1320341 _““Phe Emperor set up
the hsuan-wei ssi ( Comfortership) and tu-yian-shuai-fu ( Office
of General Commander ) of Yinasha-lo f4en and other places.”

(xliv) December 15th, 1329.342 _ “Phe Bmperor once
again get up the military and civil Zsung-kuan-fie (office of
Governor ) of Méng Ting Road.”

(xlv) June 20th, 1331.348 _“Méng Ting Road and
Méng Yuan Road were both made military and civil ‘sung-
kuan-fu, their rank being 3vd grade. Ché-hsien, Méng Ch'ing
tien, Yin-shas<lo and other #en, were all made into military and
civil fu. their rank being 4th grade. Méng Ping, Méng Kuang,
Ché-yang and other #en were all created military and civil
chcmg-lmcm-Sszv&, their rank heing 5th grade.”

(xlvi) January 26th, 1342344 _“Tun Sai-tao etc., of
Ch's.1i of Yunnan revolted. The Emperor gave orders fo the
ping-chang-chéng.shih ( Grand Sccretary) of Yunnan provinee,
To-t’o-mu-brh, to punish and pacify them.”

( x1lvii) May 13th, 1342.345 _«“pPle Emperor abolighed
Méng OWing histian-wei-sst of Yunnan,”

( xlviii) February 1st, 1847846 _Phe Emperor set wp
again the hsuan.veissit of Pa-pai, and appointecd the mnative
official Han Pu to inherit his father’s rank.”
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(xlix ) February 27th, 1847347 _ “Lao Ya and othep
southern barbarians of Yiinnan came to submit. The Emperor
sot u}; the military and eivil tsung-uan-fu ( Governor's Office )
of Kéng-tung Road.”

These are all of the extractg I have found in the
pin-chi of the Yiian-shih that ave concerned with the border
of Siam. There is more about the Pai-i of the north, and algo
abont Mien and Mu.pang. But they rvelate rather the story of
thoe rige of “the Maw Shans’, who sacked the two capitalg of
Central Burma, Sagaing (Cackuin) and Pinva (Panya) in
1364, and remained a memace %o the Chinese of the Ming
dynasty for nearly a century. ™This story musgt necesgsavily he
maude the subject of as eparate study. Further scarches throughout
the whole of the Yian-shih will very prohably yicld ardditional
frouits. I hope, I shall be able to present them in the
pages of a futnre issne of this Jowsrnal.



NOTES
THE EARLY SYAM IN BURMA'S HISTORY

1. For Northern Thailand (Yonaka), éxcluding ¥astern, Pro.
Fessor Coedés has listed 57 inscriptions (94 faces) on pp. 25.33
of his Recuetl des Inscriptions du Siam, Part I, Inscrintions
de Sulhodaye (Bangkok 1924), dating from the 14th to the 16th
centuries,  In East Burma about 10 faces in O0ld Thai have
heen found at various sites in the Kengtung plain. And recently,
Professor Horen HKgerod of Copenhagen, on a brief visit to
Mong Liwe and Mong yang (50-60 miles north of Kengtung),
digcovered 14 faces in 01d Thai, and heard of others -which
he had no time or materials to stamp. I cannot estimate the
number of Old Thai inscriptions in Laos (Luang Phrabang,
Vieng Chan, ete.); but thoge collected by the Mission Pavie,
Yournereau, Lunet de Lajonquiére, ete., suggest that it may be
considerable. T wounld humbly suggest that it would be a good
thing if a small joint committee of scholars of all three count.
ries counld visit the sites of these ingeriptions, collect and share
information, and arrange for their scientific editing under the
anspices, if possgible, of the three Governments.

2. In this paper I use Thai for the Siamese proper, and Dai
for the larger unit, linguistic if not wracial, stretehing from
Ssuch'uan southwards and Assam eastwards. For a note on the
word, see Henri Maspero, BEFOE t, X1, 1911, p, 153, n. 1.

3. Etats Mindowisés, p. 320.

4. PLIL 1126, dated 482s.  Note that the modern Burmese
gpelling of ‘Shan’ is Rham:

5. PLII 13818, 603s. (sambyan syam).

6. PLII 11314, 507 s. (wil syarn panty@h).

-

i, PLIV 39122, G861 s, (yan sa%i ha syam).
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8. PLIV 39219, 662 5. (pangwat ni syam).
9, PLII3, 6503, 8710, 9917, 11 143a9:21, 148B7:17, 144 9, 1483,
(Khanti Poslon), 153010, 188a 2, 186 3; IIT 2392810 9823,

98314, Thege references to Khanlt range in date from H54 to
653, (1192.1293 A.D.).

10. The Khamti mentioned after Muswhon (Mogaung) and
Muin Can (Maing Zin) in the Kyauksé Hill iuscription (List
108425, 955 s.), is doubtless Singkaling Khamti. The recently
discovered Yan-aung-myin pagoda ingeription at Thémaunggan,
south of Pinya (Obverse, line §, 762s.), claims that in 1400 A.D.
the rie of the king extended beyond the Kande (Kadu) and
the Ponlon amri yol (“Palaungs who grow $ails”), to the
“heretic kingdoms of the Naked Nagas on the borders of
Khamts Khun Tyuiw (P), as far as the herotic kingdom called
Temmasala where they kill people and turn into spivits,” i.e.,
the Dimasga Kacharis of Upper Assam.

11. & A& Pailil. See Y8, ch. 10 (15th year of  chih-yian,
4th month, #ng ch'ow day). According to the Hsin - fang-shu
ch. 222 B (£. 1 v9), when the Nan.chao invasion of Tongking
bogan (in 854 according to the Man-shue), the invaders styled
themselves & REAHE Paid Mo-ming.chin “the White Clothes
Death-devoted Army.” The invaders were probably, in pars,
Hei-yllan or Nung troops (seo n.137 énfra), speaking a Dal
language on the Kuangsi-Tongking border. One wonders if the
fame of these heroes, who captured Hanoi in 863, may have led
to the adoption of the name by the Dai (Shang) of the Burma
frontier. The name ‘White Clothes’ oceurs again on the
Yunnan-Tongking border in the ¥.§. ¢ch. 15, under date 25th year
of chih-yilan, 4th month, %uei wei day, That is, May 30th,
1288 AD., when # & Ai.lu reports: “Since wo left Y&
Chung-Ch’ing (Yinnan Fu), on our way through the & Lo-lo
and & & Pai-i to enter gt Chiao-Ohih (Tongking), we have
fought, coming and going, 38 battles, and cut of innumerable
heads,” But at .8, ch, 61, at ¥ § Méng-tzd in the S.E. of
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Yinnan, on the hill which gives it it name, “there is an old
city built by the & & Paii (‘White Barbarians’).”

12. 4 & Pai®.l. See Y.8. ch. 14 (24th year of chih yiian,
Sth month, 4.ch’ou day). So algo at ch. 61 (‘Gold Teeth’)
under date 1254 A.D. (4th year of Hsien Teung), ote.

18. HRME PaBi2.chuant, of FBIL Li Ssl-ts'ung andfor
£+ 9| Ch'ien Ku-hsun (1 ch. Publigshed by Liu I.chéng, Xuo-
hsueh-t'u-ghu-knan, 1929). See  Ming-shih ch. 97, £.29v0
(Pai-na ed.).

14, EHEM Ydnlung chow. Lat. 25° 54, Long. 99° 26
(Playfair 7810). 8ee Y.8. ¢h.29 (2nd year of ai-ling,
S8th Month, hsin-mao day). “Yon-lung ) fien military and
civil fu”’ ig barely mentioned in ¥.8. ch. 61.

15, £75¢ Méng Nai #tien. Sec ¥.S. ch, 210, section ou mden, and
the anonymous text translated by Huber, and hig note (P. 669,
n. 1). 0ld Méng Nai was north of Méng Mi (Mong Mif):
see TSFYCY ch. 119, . 4752; Y%en-hsi 1, 2, f. 59v0.

16.  ¥.8. ch. 4 (Jén-tzu, 2nd yeur of Hsien Tsung, 12th month,
ping-ch'én day)., X2 Tadi. 8 Tuan. & Kao.

17, RE&&% Wulianglho.t'ai. See the biography of him and
his father, ¥ & Suwpu-t’ai, in V.8, ch. 121.

-' . . " v - » .
18.  Btats hindouisés, p. 318: “On parle parfois de ‘I’ invasion
des 'T'aig’ conséquence de ‘la pougsée mongole’ du XIII¢ sidele.
Bn réalité, il ¢'est agi plutdt d'une infiltration lente, et sans

LR

doute fort ancienne....
19, PLIIT 231b1, 590s.

90. PLIII 23168 (607s.), where Manoraja is judging a suit at
Amyint on the Chindwin. He may well be the Samanta
Koncan who was witness to a Pagan dedication in 1237 (P1. I
100b24, 599s.). See also P1 IT 15820 (607s.); ITT 24811 (598s.).

91, PLI 199 Takon, @ NChoh Khyamm, Uchotiliw (?)--558s.) In
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1292 the corresponding novthern boundary elajmed was Na
Thon-tiwa (PLITL 27622, 654s.).

29, 453 8 Hsin-chu-jib.  Sce his biography in ¥.8. c¢h. 166.
23, 4% Chin-ch’ih. Called by Huber (after Persian and
Marco Polo) Zavdandan (BEFEO 1V, p. 130) or Zerdandan
(ibid., TX, p. 06D), i, ‘Gold Teetlh.

94. SF Man-shu of & Pan Cho eh, 4, £ 920 &KE Yung-
eh’ang.  Md K’ai-nan,
25, Ibid, ch. &, £. 6 10%0, 790850, 9v0_1010, ote.

26, Ch. 61, See especially the finul pages, Lrom “Gold Teeth
Comfortership” ( B4 8 hsitan - fu-ssit ) onwards.

97, R Po,  Hsin - chii - il and the Tuan ruling family of Nan.
chao were of the P’ tribe.  Another name for them was L8
Hei Ts'nan, “ Black Tg’uan . FE 10-1is gaid to ho s variant
of Pai-i, 4.e., Shang, See J. Siguvet, Terriloires ef Populations
dag Congfins du Yunnan, Vol. I, p. 137,

28, W 0.chang. Called M8 A-ch’ang today, and in Huber's
text: see hiz note on p, 667.  Linguistically, they are members
of the Burma Group, stragglers of the proto-Burman migration,
still mostly on the China side of the frontier, south of the
Ta.p'ing. They are now Buddhist, and much influenced by the
Shans who live around them. '

29, 8% P’lao. - Tho later P'iao or Pyt capital, probably Halingyi
goutly of Shwobo, was sacked by Nan-chao in 832 A.D., and 3000
of it people transported to colonize 35K Ché-tung ( Yinnan Fu):
goe Man- shie ch. 10, £, 220, — Poggibly some egeaped en route, and
gettled either on the north bank of the Ta-p'ing in China
( thenceforth known to the Chinese as ¥24) P'iao-tien, “ Pyu
district” ), or on the gouth bank (thenceforth called FEB Piqo-
shap, in Pling - mien Road ). See Huber’s note on p. 666. “ Piao-
tien military and civil i’ is barely mmentioned in T.S. ch. 61.

30, 48 Hsich.—Posgihly for M P'u Hsiel, the original
inhabitants of =P San-tan (lan), the old name for Rz




fHE EARLY sYiy IN BURMA'S HISTORY 177

Li-chiang Fu in N.W. Yunnan. The general meaning might be
Mo.go. See J.¥. Rock, The Ancient No - khi kingdom of Southivest
China, pp.87 n. 2, 180-1 n. U,

31. & ORii-lo.—Tossibly the WL (Huber's text W)
Ch't-la, whose submission Na&ir ed - Din received in Nov. 1277
on hig expedition to 8 Chiang.-t'ou (Kaungzin). Sec Y.8.
ch. 10 (16th year of chih-yiian. tth wmonth, kuei - st day= July
27th, 1279).

32, FugE Pi.su.o— Aceovding to the Hsit-han-chih, Pi-su was
one of the six digtricts af the west rvegion of M T.chom (E.
Yinnan ) which were taken over by Yung-eh'ang, when that
commandery was formed in 69 AD. See JBRY, Vol. X1V, Part 1T
(Aug. 1924), p. 114, According to JF, Rock (op., ¢it, p. 52, 1. 13)
Pi-su was in modern A Y- lung district.

33. Cf. Y.S. ch. 4 (2nd. vear of chung - Swung, Sth montl,
mow - hste day 4., Sept. 4th, 1201): “The Emperor appointed
MEH Ho Tien-chio as RM4E o0 - fu - shih of Gold Teeth and
other kingdoms, with Z#&fE Hu-lin.po to assist him.”  Ho
Tienchio was probably Chinese. In 1275 he was ¢till an-fus-shif
of Chien -ning Road on the Burma bordev. Hig important
report of that vear is traunslated @efra. .

3. A different dato is given in ch. 8 — April 8th, 1273 (10th
vear of ehile-yiian, 3rd month, jen-shen day): “The Emperox
divided Gold Teeth kingdom into two Rouds (¥ ().

85, B Chien - ning Road (No description given). 4RSS
Chin - lPang Road. ** South of 7 i Jou - yilau Road, and west of
the M Lan-chiong”, ie. Lan-ts'ang  ciany, the Mekong.
“Mhe land is called BB Shik-shan.,” B skhan, writton B 2fan
in my text of the Man-shu (863 AD.), was the Nan - chao word
for viver - valley (see Man-shw ch. 8, £. 3v0). e
36. HiER Jow-yian Road, *West of X3 Ta.li, and south of
A9 Yung.ch'ang. -The land is called ¥ Lu.chiang, ov
%‘*‘T‘% Pu.pling chien, or "I’%ﬁ* the Po stockade of Shén-
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chien, or %E¥ Wu-mo-ping. The P’o barbariang are what
the B Tung - tien calls the & Hei (Black) Tsuan. At the
beginning of the chung-Pung period (1260- 3 A.D.), the
chieftain of the P'o, A& A.pa-ssu, came to Court” (¥.8.
¢h. 61). Pling=plain. As for % chden—* When the £ (Méng
family” ( the rulers of Nan-chao) “founded their realm, theve
were ten chien. In the barbarian language, chien is the same as
M chou”, 1.6, prefecture (¥.8. ch. 61). 'The B&® chien of Y.S. is
probably the same as the B ¢an of my text of the Man .shu,
(see ch, 6, “the Six 7an”). According to 7'SFYCY ch. 118,
pp. 4723 -4, “in the 23 vd year of Aung-wu (1390 A.D.), Jou-
yian fu was changed into Wiz Tu-chiang chang - kuan . ssth .
Tn 1411 it was raised to be an an-fu-ssit (Comfortership).
Lai-chiang is a corruption of the old 7&¥= Nu-chiang, 4.c., the
Salween, The 2"ung - tien, first of the Nine 7"ung or cnecyclo,
paedias, was the work of #%F Tu Yu, in 201 chuan, ¢. S00 A.D.

37.  BFF Hei Po (“Black P'o”). ¥or the Po, see n. 27 supra

38.  H.R. Davies, Yiin.nan: the Link between India and the Yang-
tze, Cambridge University Press, 1909,

39, R Mang-shik Road, *“South of Jou-yuan Road, and
west of the ;‘jﬁ;}szuc]m’mn,q. The land ig called &3 Nu-mou,
or ARHEBE Great Ku-shan, or 4 Small Ku-shan. It is what the
Tang histories call the £ 4 Mang- shih Southern barbarians.”
(Y.8. ch. 61). Written #W Mang-shih in Ming texts. Both
the Ming - shih (ch. 46) and TSFYOY (ch. 119, pp. 4753 -4)
give* the viver of N} Lu-chuan” ag its western boundary.

40. 4R Clén-hsi Road. “Due west of Jou-yuan Road. To .
the east, it is parted from it by Lu.ch’uan. The land is called
F B Yii-lai shan or FMB Ch't-lan shan. The & KRG Pai.i
Man (‘White Barbarians’) inhabit it (¥.8. ch. 61). According
t0 the Ming - shih (ch. 46 ) and TSFYOY (ch. 119, p. 4743), it is
the TR Kan-yai hsian-fu.sstt  (Comfortership) of the
Ming dynasty, 4.¢., the Kan-ai of modern maps. ' '
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41, BN Lu - chuan Road. “ Tt is to the edst of Mang.shili
Road” (I believe ‘east’ is here a mistake for ‘west’). “The
land is called AFF# Great Pu-mang, or BESHM R Fu-sal at the
head of the shan, or BEF #E Tan.chi at the middle of the shan,
or BLRAGHMEIE Fu.lu-pei at the tail of the sham. All ave
inhabited by Pai-i” (7.8, ch. 61).

42.  Ta¥s Ping -mien Road. “To the north it is near Jou-yian
Road. The land is called #% 3 P’iao. shan, or H-Lw@AE Lo-pi-gsl-
chuang ( ‘the Four Farms of Lo-pi’), or 1 BEF Small Sha-mo-
lung, or $EPEHA P'iao-shan Head. The Pai-i inhabit it” (¥ 8.
¢h. 61). In the Ming-shih ( ch. 314, section on Lu.ch™man, 1442
campaign of EBE Wang Chi), one finds & b B Lo-pu-ssi-chuang
and A3 Mulung. In 1441, according to the Ming - shih (ch. 46),
Lu-chman and Ping.mien were cancelled, and in 1444 they
merged in M) Lung-ch'uan hsiian - fu-ssit headquarters fLde
Lung-pa: “the P’ing. mien Road of the Yian was north - east of
Lung.pa. The Lu-ch’nan Road of the Yuan was south of
Lung-pa.”

43. Seo Ming-shilh, ch. 314, Section on Lu-ch'uan: “‘Lu-ch'nan,
and Ping-mien are conterminous.” Pad.i-chuan £.2v0: “The land
of Lu.chuan, whore &&HE Ssi Lun-fa resides, is called
2B Ché-lan, which in Chincge weans ‘the capital’.” For
Sslan, see Upper Burma Gazetteer, Part 1, vol. I, pp. 195.6.

44. The sourcs of coufugion probably lies in ‘the name
# M “the Lu viver-valley”. The name for the Salween in
Tang times, 5z Nu-chiang, got mispronounced ag Lu chiang,
variously written in Yuan texts. In the very passage -<we are
considering, it is written % TLu chiang (under Jou-Yuan) -and
i Lu chiang (under Mang-shih). Perhaps it was thought that
# Lu was yet another alternative. Note that J& ILm in the
Man-shu (ch. 2, £. 3r0) meant the Upper Yang-tzi.

45. @B Nan-shan. Described after the Six Roads (¥.8. ch.61):
“North.west of Ohén-hsi Road.  The land includes FIA-BR
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Agia shan and FEB Wu.chén shan. It is inhabited by Pai-i
and & & O-ch’ang.” For the latter, see n. 28 supra.

46, (8 Haber %) BB Ch'i-tai (t'ai)-to-yin. See T.9.
ch. 210 Section on Mien (8th vear of chih-ytian). Huber’'s text,
p. 665.

A7, Iled, (10%h year), The exact date is given in ¥.8. ch. §
(2nd. montl, ping-shen day=March 3vrd, 1273):— “The Em-
peror appointed ¥y %A A E Kan-ma.la.shih.li (Kamala Sri),
LH A Ch'i-tai-t'o.yin, and B/ Lin Yian as ambassadors
to Mien kingdom, to summon (the king) to send =a son on
younger hrother and minister near the throne, to come to
Court.” The section on Mien, ch. 210, giveg the text of the
imperial letter.

48.  ¥.8. ch. 210, Section on mien (L2th year, 4fth month, or
April 28th-May 26%h, 1275).  Huber’s text (pp. 665-6) dates
the report 2nd month (Feb. 27th- March 28th, 1275), and ouly
gives the latter part, about the three routes into Burma., For
these, see Huboer’s full note on pp.665H-6.

49, MHF  A-kuo.

50.  Frah A-pl

51, FTEIAC Adti-pa.

52, RFH  Miencup.ma (the Nam Hkam route).

53.  Fr3Efe  A.ti-fan,

54. Y.S. eh.T (Tth year of dhih-yuan, 12th wmonth, ting-wei
day). MEBPHTHEMN  Ani Folo-ting (and) Ani Chao.

55, Y.S. ch. 210, Section on Mien; Huber's toxt, p. 666. 2%
TEHRER A “A-ho, sung-buan of Kan-g of CGold Teeth.”,
Kan.g, in Ming texts T & Kan-yai, is modern Kan-ai.

The first character is often miswritten -F Ch'ien.

56, # P'n.-See My. 7% Chang Huw's interesting remarks
translated into French by J. Siguret, op. ¢it., t. IL, P, 69.J. R.
Rock (op. cit., Vol. I, p.h 1.2), prohably quoting the Yiin-nan-t'ung:
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chih (ch. 189), identifies the #f P'u with the & Iu (or #),
whom Tsin and perhaps Tater Han texts place on the Burma
horder 8.W. of Yung-ch’ang. This is phonetically impossible.
The latter chavacter-group had a final.k; the former an open
vowel (see B. Karlgren, Grammata Serica, 102 i, 1211). The
latter Buok tribes, if they were akin to the 4% Pu of the Man-shu
(ch. 4, f. 610.v0), were probably Tibefo-Burman, if not proto-
Burmese, On Jan. 9th 1328 (4th year of iwi fuy, 1lth month,
ksin-mao day), when the # P’u submitted, the Emperor set up
VAR Shun-ning fo (S.0f Ta-li W. of the Mekong): see ¥.8. ch 30

57. Y.S. ch. 210, Section on Mien: Huber's text, p. 667. Z#¢
Hu-tu (Qudu ?) was Mongol Commander of Ta.li Road. Hsin-
chil-jih (supra, n. 22) was governor (fsung-uan) of Tali Road.
MBI IE T 0-lot"0-hai, like Fu-tu, was a-F 7 ch'ienhu (Commander
pf a Thousand Households).

58. Y.S. ch. 210, Section on Mien. Huber’s text (pp.666.8)
closely corregpondg.

59. &) Nan-tien. 01d name $E & Nan-sung-tien. % £ Nang-
sung ig algo wmentioned (T'SFYCY, ch, 119, p. 4742). Nan-tien Sfu
(military and civil) is barely mentioned in ¥.9. ch. 61.

60. Pl III 277, lines 1-6:-“Tn 640s. (1278 A.D.), Vaigikha year,
the great minigter called Tntapacra, since there wag no theras,
monastery at the gite of the Venerable Mahﬁ.kassapa, made plans
that there gshould be one. Before huilding the monastery, he
built the enclosure-wall; and the enclogure-wall was mnot yet
complete when Intapacra was stationed at Ao Chofe Khyam moruwiw
(fortress), and the government of the country fell into ruin.”

BLl. Y.8. ch. 210, section on Misn; Huber’s text, p. 668, I have
not had access to the Chinege of this texft, apart from the list
of place-names (here fuller than in ¥.8.) which Huber gives.
His characters, too, sometimes differ £rom those of Y.§, My
translation, therefore, i an amalgam, with variants added
where posgible, '
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62. ik HT Na-gu-la-ting, son of the great Muslim minisber
of Shih Tsu, HFEFEE Saitien-ch'ibh  Shan-ssi-ting
(Bayyid Ajall), who organized and pacified Yinnan., See their
biographies in Y.S. ch. 125.

63. & Tg'nan. A gemeral name, dating from the T’ang, for
the tribes, largely Lo-lo, mostly of Hastern Yunnan,  See
Pelliot BEFEO +.VI, pp. 136 follg.

64. TI{EIE Chiangt'ou Shén-jou. Chiang-t'ou “Head of
the River”, was the Chinese mame for the city Kaungzin
(Ming texts F ¥ Kung-chang), below Bhamo. See Huber'’s
note on p. 652. Tt is possible to translate this sentence (much
as Huber does): “He veached Chiang-t’ou and deeply trampled
on the gite where Hsi-an had set up his stockade.” But the
expression is odd. I suspect that the original reading wag
BRI Jow.shén, old pronunciation nzieu-shyem (see B. Karlgren,
Analytic Dictionary of Chinese, 942,970); d.e., Na Chon Khyam,
and that since this was not recognized as a proper name, the
characters were inverted to make them intelligible. E LS
Hei-an.

65. Stockades named: A% Mun Nai. A& Mu Yao. £ i Méng
Tieh. AE Mu Chil. A& Mu Tu. B4k Mo Yi. Wik (A.M)
H¥ Oh'ula Pu-chs, HBEHE Meng Mo Aili. BE& Mo Nai,
% B Méng K'nang. 28 (7. 24) A#] Li-ta (H. Hei-ta)-Pa-la.
it (H. &) 9#%KE (B %) Méng Mang (H. Ru) ten
Fo-lu-pao. AHMBELX Mo Tu Tan T

66. Y.S. ch. 10 (16th year, 6th month, kuei-ssic day). The
first stockade mentioned, f& Mang, should be the Méng Mang
of n, 65, Huber’s ‘Méng Ku’' (usually=Mongol) is probably
a mistake.

67. Suprae,n. 15; infra, 104.

68. &% Man-mo, at the foot of %4 Man-ha Mt. Split off
from Z & Méng Mi (Mdng Mit) in the 13th year of wan-li,
1585 A.D. (gee TSFYCY ch, 119, pp. 4752.3). Here is still
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the Chinese inseription-pillar of % Lin Ting (March 22nd
1584- see his memorial to the Throne, Tien-hsi VIII 3, £.11v®)

69. See Upper Burma Gazetteer, part 11, Vol. I, p. 46, and
map facing p. 72.

70. Man-shu ch. 6, £.5v0-6r0, B/RE Li Shui fovry. R&E
Ch'i-hsien AP MM Shén-lung Ao stockade, /& FAHIR, Mo-ling
city of the General Commander.

1. Rep. Sup., Arch. Surv. Burma, 1916, pp. 37-40.

72, Ibid., 1948 pp. 8-9.

73. Huber's text (p. 668) gives the exact day—20th year, 9th
month, 1t day. For this campaign, see algo Y.S. ch. 133,
biography of #.FE 8 Yeh.han.ti-chin, and eh. 210 Section on
Mign. Tn my translation ¢nfra, I combine these sonrces.

74. 10th month, 17th day.

75. K P Tai-pu (Tabu?)., L Lo-pi tien. See Huber's note
2 on p. 668; and supra, n, 42. The Lo-pi route appears to have
led to T'ien-pu-ma (the Nam Hkam route).

76.  Yeh-han.ti-chin (Yagan-tegin) left on the 2nd day of the
11th month (Huber, pp. 668.9), via Chén-hsi (Kan-ai).

7. 45X R Hsiang-wu-ta.efh. For the ¥ & Pliac-tien route
gee Hubeyr, p. 669, n.1.

78,  1lth month, 11th day (Huber, p. 669).
79.  11th month, 13th day (sbid.).
80. 19th day (dbid.).

81, T.8. ch. 13 (21t vear, 18t month, ting-maeo day). Yebh-han.
ti-chin’s biography gives the names of the envoys sent to snmmon
the king of Mien. Z.8% 2, Hei-ti-eTh (Qidir ?) and #Ak Yang Lin.

82, JEHEKRAIR Thaikung city (Tagoung, Old Burm. Takon) of
the Chien-tu (Kadu, 014 Burm. Kantu). These Burma Chien-
tu are not to be confused with other Chien - tu (same characters)
mentioned in 7.8, ch. 8 (12th year, 3rd month, ¢-hat day; 13th
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year, lst month, chicwu day), ch. 13 (218t year, 8th month, chic-
hsii day), and ch. 15 (25th year, 9th month, kéng-tzhe day), who
appear t0 have heen in the & Chien-ch’ang valley in North
Yannan, on the road to Ch'éng-tu, Ssieh’nan, General L% Ho-
tai (Qadai?) and the wen-hu (commander of ten thousand
households) A& 4 Pu-tu-man (Butman ?)

83. For the Sak-Lmi Group of Tibeto-Burman languages, See
Grierson's Linguistic Swurvey of India, Vol. I, Part 11, pp. 27-28;
Vol. 111, Part 111, pp.43 follg., ete.

84. Tor early mentions of the name, see Pl V 5648 Paruleple
manler? (7088.); 47118 Tarulpliy mankrs 705s.).

85, The term Larul was later transferred to Burma’s next
invaders from the north, the Ming Chinese; and so (now written
Tarup) is applied today to Chinese generally.

86, Y.8. ch. 13 (218t year, 4th month, jen-yin doy BAER L
Hu-tu-t'ieh-mu-erh.

§7. Ibid. (7th wmonth, ting-ch’ouw day). &b Lo—pi-tan is
doubtless for Lo-pi tien (Mong Hum).

88. Ibid. (22nd year, Tth month, i.wei day). BIkd Lo-pe
tien is yet another variant.

89. Ibid. (9th month, ¢-kai day). &8 Yung-ch’ang. Jik 45
T'éng-ch,ang, an old variant namo for AR Téng-yueh.

90, Thid. (10th month, #ing-mao day ).

91. Y.8. ch. 210, Section on Mien. Huber’s text ( pp. 669-670 )
corresponds closely except for u few differences in the names.
92. Pl III 271, reverse of the Milagalacetl pagoda ingeription,
now at Pagan Museum, St. 110, E. face. The initial date ig 647 s.
(1285 A.D.).

93. M 34g A-pidi-hsiang. €5 FH (or %) Mang-chih-pu-
suan. For the latter name Huber’s text has & -+ #% Mang-chib-
ghih-lung. ;

9. B H) 6 RABMBR “Tai-sai, chief of the Pai-i of Meng
Nai tien.”
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95, ¥2& EFEW " Nisy, native official of P’iao-tien.”

96. I follow Huber’s text in reading #JI] Lu-ch'uan. The
reading of the Pai-na and other editions, BJI Li-eh’nan, must
be a mistake.

97. d7dk “Ya-ch'ih city, capital of the & #Wu Man ( Black S.
Barbarians), on the brink of J . Tien-ch’ih (the Lake of Tien).”
See T.8. ch. 121, biography of Wu.liang-ho-t’ai. Yachasi is the
name given in the Burmese inseription ( P TIT 27118),

98. ZTaytu of the insceription (PL TIT 27119 is KAF Ta-tu (or
KA Mai-tu), “great capital,” See 7.8, eh. H8. The name was
changed from YWAR Chung-tu, * central capital,” to Ta-tu in the
9th yvear of ¢hih-Yuan 1272 AD.

99.  Y.8. ch. 14 (232d year, 6th month, hsin-yu davy: “The
Taperor sent AN Ch'ieh-lieh, @EH{E chao-Paov-shih (‘imperial
envoy %0 summon and punish') of Chén-hsi and P’ing-mien
Roads, to summon and notify Mion Jingdom.” In his interesting
biography {¥.8. ¢h. 133) he is suid also to have been hsitan-fos-
sstt (CQomforter) of Chén-hsi’ Mien (for Ping-mien ), and Lu-
c¢h’uan Roads. Later he was appointed Chief Secretary of Mien-
chung Province. The name is the same as Karait, then a
COhrigtian Turkic fribe between China and Bast Mongolia.

100. ¥.S. ¢l 21 (7th year of {u-t¢, 3rd month, d-ssté day):
“The Wmperor abolished FE4%G Chéng-mien province, split off
from Yinnan.”

101. 5% 49 Hstleh-hsiieh-ti-chin. See Y8, ch. 14 (23rd year
of chih-ytan, 2nd month, duig-ch’en day ). PL III, 27112 Susuitaki.

102, Y.S. ch. 16 (27th vear, Tth moﬁth, Teaseich'ou day ).
108. Ibid. (28th year, 10th month, jén-shén day),

104, {&73#% Mang Nai #en. This must be same as $73 9 Méng
Nai tien (supra, n. 13).  Here a river-port, it probably wmeans
Tagaung. : :
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105. Rikig& Z Pusu-su-ko-l. SZHEER Hei-li-ch'ieh-tas
la. The latter name, é.ﬁ Kgetra, is the clagsical title of Old
Prome. For the firet, we propose the emendation i Pu-lien-
su-ku-li, 1.e., Pra = sitkri, “headman of Prome.”

106,  AJRA Mu-lang-chou. Mu-lang ordinarily represents Old
Burm., Mran-.

107. Fr# A A-nan-ta.

108. 4K H Yehhsien-t’ioh-mu-erh (Ashin Tamilr), grandson
of Khubilai, and son of the first Prince of Yinnan, 2 &+ Hu-
ko-ch'ih (appointed on Sept. 12th, 1267 —gee ¥.S. ch. 6).

109. 4 P'u-kan (01d Burm, Pukam).

110. S8ee, e.g., The Glass Palace Chronicleof the Kings of Burma,
transl, by Tin and Luce, pp. 178-9.

111, i Hsien =Syam, Syam. Central Siam,

112, ##t Lo-hu=Lavo, Lavapura, Lopburi, in the old Mon
Kingdom of South Siam (Dvaravati).

118, NG Pa-pai-hsi-fu, “S00 wives.,” “It ix an  old
tradition that the tribal chieftain had 800 wives, each control-
ling one stockade” (Ming-shih, ch. 314, Section on Pa-pas). Thai
Lan-na Yomakarattha. Capital Chiong Mai (“New City”), said
to have been founded in 1292-6 (Etats hindowises, p. 349). Pa-pai-
hgi-fu first occurs, under date Oct. 11th, 1292, in ¥.8. ch. 17
(29th year of chih-yuian, 8th month, mou-1wu day).

114, RE Oh'e-li- £ 2 0b'8-14, the regular later form of the
word, appears fivst, I think, under date Jan, R41th, 1324: see Y:;S'.
ch. 29 (3rd year of chih-chih, 12th. month, éyu day). Ch'é-1
wag largely peopled by L.

113, See BEFEO t. IV, pp. 240-4.

116. 47F & Ho Tali-chih. See V.8, ch. 19 (19th year of chih-yiian,
bth‘month, chi-has day=July 17th, 1282), and ¢h.210 Section on
&Ik Chan-cheng (Champa). Ho Taz-chih’s death wag on Feb.
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91gt, 1283, according to the Pai-na text (20th vear, 1st month,
23rd day).

117, Y.5. eh. 15 (26th vear, intercalary 10th month, Asin-ch’oun
day), when “the #wo kingdoms of Lo-hu and & A Ni-jén
(‘“Women’) sent envoys (I tranglate the Pai-na text).

118, Y8, eh. 16 (28th vear, 10th month, kuei-weel day). See
Pelliot’s translation.

119. 1.8, eh. 17 ( 29th vear, 10th month, chia-ch'en day ).

120,  Iddd. ( 30th year, 4th month, chia-yin day).

121, ¥.8. ¢h. 18 (31st vear, b6th month, Aéng-yin day). Pelliot
omits this passage in BEFREO, but subsequently informed Pro-
fogsor Coedés of it by letter (,Zf’}tafs hindonises, p. H43), LBTRE
WHEAT ¢ Kan-mu-ting of-ch’a-pu-li city .

129, Ikid, (Tth month, chia-hsu day).

193, Ritals hindowises, . 343,

124. 1.8, ch. 210 Scetion on Hsien (1st year of yian-ching ).
FRE R Ma-li-yii-eth (Malaya).

195, ¥.8. ch. 19 (2nd year of yuwan-chtng, 12th month, Luel-hai
day).

196. Ihid. (1st vear of fa-i2, 4th month, jén-yin day ).

199, ¥.8. ch. 20 (3rd voar of la-f2, 1st month, kuei-wei New
Yoar day ). e Mo-la-yu.

128. Ihid. (5th month, ping-shin duy). %+ % Su-ku-t’ai, The
place or places mentioned after this mame. RIS LY Sa-
Jung-t'an-pén-hei-li~have not been identified. *LMTE sha-10 wood.
18 thig Sanskrit &ala, Shorea robusta ? On . 910 of the dictionary,
Botanical Nomenclabuwre published by the ShaﬁQimi Hsin-~ya
Bookshop ( 4th Bd., 1956 ), B is identified as Stewartic pseudo
camellta (Maxim ). :

199, (h. 210. See Peolliot’s translation, loc. cit,, p. 243,
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130. Y.8. ch. 20 (4th year, 6th month, dda-tzii day ). Ff:'é‘rﬁ
Tiao-chi-6th (Could this be a strange variant for &gk Chiao-
¢hilh, Annam?). # A Chan-pa ( here too, if it means Champa,
the first eharacter ig strange. See Pelliot’s note, loc. eil., 1.
243, n. 9).

131, Y. ch. 25 (1st year of yen-yu, Srd month., lesei-mao day).
Led by the minister H M Ai-tan.

132, Y.8. ch. 26 (6th year, 1st month, ting-sstt New Year Day).

133, Y.S. ch. 28 (3vd year of chihi~chih, 18t month, Teuei-ssir Now
Yoear day). Accompanied by “the chief of the AEEE Pa-fan
Qave barbarians.”

184, i@ Tung-hai. Distriet in Lin-an fu, S.E. Yunnan. Lat.
94° 12", Long. 102 56' (Playfair 6779). See Pelliot, BEFEO
t. IV, p. 138. T'ung-hai was one of the garrison towns of Nan-
chao (Man-shu ch. 6, f. 200). It is placed at the Tth stage
beyond Ku-yung-pu (infra, n. 136) in the itinerary from Tong-
king to Yiinnan Fu (4bid. ch. 1, £. 1v0).

135, P& Pu-t’ou. Identified by Pelliot with Lin-an fu in S.E.
Yinnan, BEFEO t. IV, pp. 137-9). It was the southornmost
point in the area occupied by the Eastern T nan or Wu (=Black
Man (Man-shw ch. 4, £. 1:9%-39), The “Pu-t’on Road” meant the
road to Tongking.

136, R HF Ku-yung-pn, written B F Ku-yung-pu in Bk
Chia Tan’s land-itinerary. It wasg the upper limit of navigation
up the Red River,. probably corresponding, says Pelliot, to

modern #4£ Man-hao (BEFEQ t. IV, p. 365, n. 3; Man-shu ch.,
1,8 199),

137, HARNASH R Lin-hsi-yian of Chén-téng chou~This was
the frontier area of Tongking administration under the T’ang,
22 stages from Hanol ( Man-shu ch. 4, £, 2v0), north of the Red
River. Here the #j Tao-hua (*TPeach. Flower’)‘ tribe fur-
nished the frontier guards, and, 12 stages beyond, the 2L
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Ch'ung-mo bred cattle and horser, and exchanged them for
Chinese salt. In 854 A.D., according to Fan Ol’o, Chinesec
extortion and meanness forced these tribes to sever relations and
join Nan-chao, thus opening the road for the Nan-chao occupation
of Tongking in 863 (ibid, ch. 4, £. 10v0-11v0), The #t#, Tao-hua
of the Man-shy are clearly the same ag “ the #tFK T ao-1in people
of % An-nan (Tongking) living in the seven #ER® wan and
tung (caves) of Lin-hsi-yaan” of the Hsin-t'ang-shu, ch. 222 B.
I do not find Chén-téng chow in the T’ang histories; but
probably Lin-hsi-yian rung together the k&M Lin-hsi chou
(with two districts) and §RM Hsi-ydan chou (with three
districts), under Tongking (RdAHF) An-nan  fu-hu-fu)
of the Hsin-t'ang-shu ch. 43 C. In ch. 222 O of this history the
Hsi-yian Man are described as living “in the south of KA
Kuang and Jung, and the west of &4% Yung and Kuel” f.e.,
the west of Kuangsi, and presumably astride the Tongking
horder. See A'Horvey de Saint-Denys, Ethnographie des Peuples
]’ﬂ'mngaoﬂs a la Chine, Meridionauz, pp. 286-265; 6. Devéria,
La Frontiére Sino-Annamite, pp. 108-113. They are commonly
identified with the 4£ Nung of today, who talk a Dai langnage
(see .M. Savina, Diclionnaire Eéymolo;(/z'gue Francais-Nung-
Chinois, 1924, Hongkong). .

138. ¥ Féng-chou Road. At the junction of the Clear
River and Red River, 2 days upstream from An-nan fu (say
Hanoi): sec - Man-shu ch. 1, £, 100,  Pelliot, BEFEO t. IV,
p. 141, n. 4.

139. ¥ Tiang-shui ch'wan. $&¥ Lung ho (‘Dragon River’).
The Liang-shui cbuen was 2 stages gouth of Yumnan TFu
Lake, “the old M Li-chou of the Han dynasty,” with a big
lake (Man-shw ch. 2, £.3v0; ch. 6, £. 310)_— presumably the
3z Ch’éng-chiang of today. All I can find about the Lung
ho (ibid., ch. 6, £. 2v0) is that e K'uei-lu-lung river valley
(“where the walrug and deer played’), the old Bl % Tung-lao
distriet of the Han dynasty was “over 100 I south of the Lung
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Lo und BN Yo dluen” Trung-lao was one of the 17 cities
of &M T-chou commandery in the Tater Han dynasty (Hou-
han-shae ch. 33).

140. EA%& CWwing-mu-hsiang (‘Dark wood perfume’). sce Man-
shae ch. 7, £. 4v0:— “It ig a product of & Yung-ch’'ang. The
mountains there are full of it. The mountaing are 3 day-stages
gouth of Yung-ch’ang.” And contrast the digtance given in
Bxtract (iii) infra, where it is a product of K’un-lun kingdom,
“81 day-stages from the Hei-&rh fo,” 4.., Ta-1i Lake. For
this “dark +wood arvomatic,” see B. Laufter, Sino-l PR,
pp. 462-4,

141, £ ABE Kun-lun kingdom.

142, #4 Yin-shéng city, “Borm of  Silver.” One of the
seven strategic cities of Nan-chao, controlled by & X EA la-
chun-chiang (‘grent geneval’).  Sec Man-shu, ch. b, L. 1v0.
Inhabited partly by % Pu ( Buok) tribes (ibid., ch. 4, f. 6v0;
¢h. 6, £. 310 —perhaps the southerniost of these proto-Burmans
(see n.56 supra). Tea was grown in the neighbouring moun-
tians (ch. 7, £. 3v9). According to ¥.§. ch. 61, the Yin-ghéng
chieh-tu of Nan-chao corregponded to the BE  Wei-eh’n and
Mléd Kai-nan Roads of the Yian dynasty. ‘“When the &
Méng-family” (rulers of Nan-chao) “fourished, they set up
Yin-shéng jf fae. Afterwards it was captured by the Gold Teeth
and 9 & Pai Maen (“White S. barbarians”), and the fu was
removed to Wei-clv'n"” (i.e., Oh'u-hsiung).
nan wag occupied by the Wild Man.’

“Thereupon K ai-

143, #B Pu-t'an (Pan == 1% shan of Yian texts-.sce u. 41
supra), ‘the river-valley of the P'u.’ Algo called 2B Yideh-tan,

the country vound T'éng-yueh, the main centre of the Pu.

144, # A Lung-wei, “Tail of the Dragon,’ modern Hgia-kuan
at the south end of Ta-1i Lake,

145, N Tung-téng chuan,
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146, & Ho-pu c'uan,
147, £38 N Ckiang-lang eh’uan,
148, #3320 Sung-chicng (viver) ch’uan.
149, MG Chiung-é clitan.

150, A3 )] Lin-chi eh'uan.

)

151, 43l Ta-vin-kKung, ¢ Great Silvermine.’

152, EHEP o-lo-mén  ( Brahmans). FEM Po-sstl  (Persia).
& Shé-p'o (Juva). #E 2 o-ni (Borneo). & & Kun-lnn (Mon-
Khmer speakers?). — On this Iagt terin see Pelliot’s digeussion
at BEFKO t. IV, pp. 219-231; and Prof. Coedds’ remarks on pp.

Iy . K
96-27 of Ktats hindowises.

153, 4EF Pu-tzd. Same as Py, supra n. 142,143, EE S Oh'ang-
tsung Man, “ Long Chignon barbarians.”

154, M@k Kai-nan city. — Like Yin-shéug, one of the 7 #F &
chieh-tw cities of Nan-chao, ruled by a ‘ Great General * { Mean-shae
ch. 5, £. 1v0 ). Like Yung-ch’ang, it was inhabited by “Black
Teeth,’ °Gold Teeth,” ‘Silver Teeth,' ‘Tattooed Legs’ and
‘Pattooed Face’ tribes (ch.4, £.910 )~ perhaps Austric-gpoakers,
Like Yin-ghéng, it algo included some P'u (f. 6v0) and 3 Mang
tribes (£. 9v0 ) — the southernmost of the proto-Burmans.
Hlephants weve plentiful; and these and yaks were hred fov
plongh-cattle (ch. 7, £. 629-v0), & E Pai-yai city (S.E. of Ta-
i Lake) — or perhaps F Man-tzt city 80 Ii south of it~was
11 stages north of Kai-nan city (ch. b, £.4:0 ). For the evidence
of the Y.8. (eh, 61), see n. 142 suj)‘ra,. Tt adds: © K'ai-nan M
chow ... was formerly inhabited by two kinds of southern barba-
riaus, the £ Pn and the #38 Ho-ni” (see infra n. 177).

155, #pig FedREIR < City of tho lu-tu ( Commander-in-chief ) of
Liu-~-chui %0.” #= ko was the Western Teenan word for ‘ mountain.’
( Man-shee ch, 8, £. 3v9),
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156. Rk Wei-yuan city, BB Pong-i city, FEK Li-jun
eity. Wei-yiian is N.NW, of P'u-8rh Ju, lat. 23° 997, long. 100" 55’
( Playfair 6961). According to the ¥.8. ¢h. (61, Wei-ytian was ono
of the 4 M ehow ander B E Wei-ch'u, K'ai-nan and other Roads..
‘71t is gouthwest of Klainan chou. There are six river-
valleys., Formerly the two tribes of southern barbavians, H# P
and #3% Ho-ni, lived here. When the % Méng family ” (rulers
of Nan-chao )"’ arose, they opened up Wei-ch'u as a conunandery.
Then communications with the ferritory of the chow began.
Afterwards, the barbarian chief of the Gold Teeth and Pai-i,
FTR ¥ A-chih-pu, and others, seized the land. In the 3rd year
of chung-Pung (1262 AD.), we attacked it and they all sub-
mitted. In the 12th year of chéh-yiian the Emperor set up K'ai-
nan chouw and Wei-yuan chow, nunder Wei-ch'u Road.”

157, #7 Mang Nai, ## Tao-ping, & Hei-ch’ih (“Black
Teetlh””). The first name, Mang Nai, is not to be confused with
the one in n. 104 supra.

158, & B Mi-ch'én kingdom. See Man-shu ch, 10, £. 120 .v0 |
This important kingdom, which sent an embassy o China in
805 A.D. (see Tang-hui-yao ch. 83, £, 26x0 5 ch. 100, £.10 19, ete. ).
wag probably on the Gulf of Martaban, “ 60 stages S,W. of Yung-
el’ang.” The notice on 8 P’iao (the Pyfd) in ch. 222 ¢ of
thie Hsin-'ang-shw describes a routs, through coastal ‘ K’ un-lun
kingdoms,’ from Mi-ch'én to 3% Mo-ti-p'o (Martaban ?):
see Pelliot’s translation and comments at BEFEO t. 1V, pp. 22-4.
Provigionally, I should place it at Old Pegu, at the head of the
Gulf. a

159, #ie&E Mu-chia-lo, TR Yi-ni, 2 8F Li-ch’iang-tza The
names could be divided in other ways, e.g., Mu-chia, T.o-ju, Ni-
li, Chiang-tal.

160, SR ¥ “Hsi-érh ho of the Man horders.” The Hsi-érh
ho is Ta-li River and Lake. Man, “southern harbariang,” in
the Man-shie (“Book of the Man”), means generally Nan-chao.
161, H A% ching-mu-hsiang. See n. 140 supra.
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162, % £ B Nu-wang kingdom, where “Woman reigng.”

103, 4 p B Chén-mon (‘Guard the South’) chieh-tu-chieh-tu-
shih wag a T’ang $itle for a high miltary official deputed by the
imperor ugually as governor of a province. As applied in Nan-
chao, it was used of any of the 12th ‘Great Generals’ sent to “ad-
minigter vital strategic cities or gavrison towns” (Man-shu ch.9,
£.2v0). The 1ist of the orviginal 7 chieh-lu cities given at ch. 5,f.
11-0, does not include Chén-nan, which, indeed, the Man-shu
only mentiong in the extract translated in the text. It was
therefore a late creation. Chén-nan, at pregent, ig a little
northwest of XA Ch'u-hsiung (old FE Wei-ch™u). It iz on
Lat. 25°16", Long. 101°24" (Playtair 431). See Pelliots note
at BEFEO t. IV, p. 370, n. 3; he says that Chén-nan. chou
dates from 1285. It there were not two places of the same
name, the extract in the text shows that it existed alveady, as
a clieh-tu, in 86%. According to ¥.S. ¢h. 01, theo ldern ame for
Chén-nan chow was #F Ho-tz1 city; it was captured hy & JHE
Ko-lo-féng of Nan-chao. Delliot identifies it also with the
W4 4% Sha-ch’io Tnn of the Man-shu itinerary (eh. 1, £, 21‘0).
It is possible, I think, that Chén-nan chieh-tr, when Nan-chao
wag ab the height of its power, may have Dbeen muech further
gouth, and that when the southern frontier drew in, the name
was transferred to the administrative headquarters in Central
Yunuan. Thig seems to have happened in the case of K'ai-nan,
Woi-yuan and Yin-ghéng. :

164. BEN Huan-chow. The southernmost chow of Sth  cent.
China. Pelliot (BEFEO t. IV, p. 184) places it at or near Ha-
tinh on the coast of Annam.

165. A Shui (‘Water’) Chén-1a. [ Tu (‘Tand’) Ghén-la.— The
Tang histories show that dwring nearly all the 8th century,
Chén-la (O1d Cambodia) was divided into these two kingdoms
(See Pelliot, BEFEO %, IV, pp. 211-5). Lund Cheén-la was clearly
to the north. Prof. Coedbs (Btats hindouises, pp. 161-3) says that,
on tle evidence of Chia Tan’s land-itinerary, its capital at the
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end of the &th century was at first located in the region of Pak
Hin Bun on the middle Mekong, but was prohably mueh farther
south, towards the centre of the original Chén-la.

1 . . \ - . . -
166. Sec Prof. Coedds, Bilats hindouwises, PD- 14.8-150, 161-3, 167
follg.

167. See Prof. R. Lingat’s conclusions’ Les Itégimes malrimoniaua
du Sud-Ist de PAsie, t. 1, pp. 163 follg.

168. See Pelliot, BEFEO t. TV, pp. 141-2; . Devéria, La Iron-
tiere Sino-Annamite pp. 52-H3.

169, See Man-slat, ch. 9
170. Titais hindowisés, . 161, baged on Pelliot, BEFEO t. 1V, vp.

919, 139. The latter gives ag his source the P8 G frpaprbein ks,
ch. 975, £. 2200.¢0,  ATRA Ho Ti-kuang, T4 F 5 Mi

171, Y8, el 16 (27th vear of diili-yuam, dvd month, hi-wed
day ), and ch. 61,

172, Z£HE Méng Lien Road. “In the 27th year ol chili-ytian
(1290 A.D.), in accordance with the roquest of Yiinnan province
Méng Lien &) fien was made into Méng Lien Road military and
civil 22% AF tsung-Tuan-fu, and Méng Lai fien into Méng Lai Road
military and civil tsung-fuan-fu” (V8. c¢h, 61). Not to be
confused with the Zxk & & Méng Lien chang-kuan-sst of the
Ming dynasty, setnp in April 19th~May 17th, 1406, at Mong
Lem, just north of the Kengtung State bovder., The Ming-shil
(ch. 46) places Méng Lien Road and Méng L.ai Road of the Yiian
dynasty in the north of Mu-pang. A K& Mu-lien Road military
and civil fu is barely wentioned in Y.8. c¢h. 61; possibly thisis
Ming Tem. o

173, F X Méng Lai Road. In Huber's text the name is
written £ R Méng Lai. See his note on p. 678, Not to be con-
fused with KA f Mu-1ai fu, mentioned below. *Méng Lai Road
militavy and civil fu” ig barely mentioned in ¥.8. ¢h. 61.
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174, A B A-chén-kuao, 5 B A-chan-kuo, See Huber, p. (74,
n. 2,

175. A Mu-pang Road. “Military and civil fu” (7.5
ch, 61). According to the Ming-shik (ch. 815, Section on Mus
pang ), the military and civil 28% J§ tsung-kuan-fu of Mu-pang
Road, controlling three #) fien, was set up in the 26th year of
chih~yitan (1289 AD.), '

176, &8 Méng Ting Road. * Military and civil fu” (Y.8.
ch. 61): eh. 18 (3lst voor of chih-yitan, 4th month, chi-yw day ).
Ctf. Ming-shih ch. 46,

177. ¥.8. ch. 10 (158th vyear of ehili-ytian, 46h month, ting-chou
day ). B Lin-an (Lat. 23 37", Long. 108° 05' — Playfair 3838),
the chiet city in S.E. Yunnan., ## 8 Ho-ni — a tribe, mentioned
with the £ P, as inhabiting K’ai-nan chow and Wei-yiian
dhow (V.S. ch. 61, and n. 154 and 156 supra). BRHE Wei-ch'n
(wee Y5, eh, 61 — " Wei-cher, K’ai-nan and other Roads ™) is
modern A Ch'u-hsinng (Lat. 2502, Long. 101" 43" — Playtair
1404). #3% Lo lo (theLo-log of today. The name ig written in
many different ways in Chinese), A% Tu-lso Man:
probably the £# T'u-lao or ¥ Tu-lao (mliao) of Devéria,
La Frontibre Sino-Annamite pp. 114-115, In the Yuan dynasty
they were furthor norvth, in HH Kao-chou (now Kao - hsien )
and i Yin lien chou N.BE. of Yinnan, now under Sslichuan
(Lat. 28" 06", Tong, 104" 40' — Playfair 7832).

178. ¥.8. eh. 16 (27th year, Tth month, ping-yin day). K7
Shé-li. & & &) Pai-i #en, Possibly this Shé-1i is the B2 Sha-1i
of ch. 26 (6th year of yen-yit, 2nd month, téng-yu day = March
Jrd, 1319): — * Ai-o of Shé-li of Yunnan, and A-pa-la the Pu
Man of Yung-ch'ang, ete., all made raids. The BEmperor ordered
Yunnan province to take every opportunity to exterminate or
arrest them.” ‘ ‘

179. Y.S. eh. 17 (29%h year, 8th month, mou-ww day ). g
L&k % Po-tun Mang-wu-lu-mi-shih, AE &S Pa-pai- hsi-fu,
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180. Y.§. ch. 61; ch. 17 (29th year, 12th month, kéng-yin day).
AR Mu-lai fu LA R#E % Mang-wo-t'u-erh-mi-ghih. %14
Pu-po. %F] Ma-lieh. According to the Ming-shih ch. 46, Mu-lai
fu was south-east of Méng Lien chang-kuan-ssu (Mding Lem). For
A Mu-lai chou, see n. 183 infra.

181, Y.8. eh. 17 (29th year, 12th month, chi-yu day). M#F
FA A-gan-nan  Pu-pa. M NgE Lu-ch’uan Road. AF Chao
Shéng. ALZE & Mu-hu-lo tien Z2& BT Hu-lu-ma-nan (and)
P& A-lu.

182, T.8. e¢h. 17 (30th vyear, 18t month, Jén-hsii day), Z3R 4

9

Ch'i-t’on Man “Lacquered Head barbarians.

183. Y.8. ch. 61 A ZEE Mun-to Road; ch. 17 (30th year, 1lth
month, mou-ch'én day). KFE & Mu-to tien. THEE F hsia-lu
{minor Road) dsung-kuan-fu. See algo ch. 30 (3rd year of f'ai-
ting, 9th month, mou-ch’én day=Oct. 23vd, 1326): EMA Ai
Yung, nephew of MBI Chao Ai of AR Z Great Ch’e-1i, andE f¥
Wu Chung native official of Zi% & Méng Lung tien, a1l submitted,
local products and came to offer tribute., The EBmperor took
Chao Ai’s land set up one 7}23&-5% Mu-to Road there, with one
AAH Mu-lal chou and three tten. He took Wu Chung’s land
and sct up one Méng Lung Road there, with one #ien.” Méng
Lung Road is barely mentioned in Y.§. ch. 61. The Ming.shil,
(ch.46), describing % K Méng Kén yu-i-fu of the Ming dynasty
(Rengtung State or part of it), says that Mu-to Road and Mong
Lung Road were %o the east of it, and F % Méng Al to the
northeast, According to TSFYOY ch. 119, p. 4749), the
cancelled Mu-to Road wag 200 7 eant of Méng Kén fu.

184, T.S. ch. (31st year, 10th month, i-wei day). HE & Méng
Al tien,  See m. 183 supra. “Méng Al and other fien, military
and civil fu,” is 2lso recorded in ch. 61. TIn some editionsg the
date is wrangly wgiven as the 2Ist year, but rightly in the
Pai-na.

185. ¥.8. ch. 19 (2nd year of yian ching, 12th month, mou-hsit
day). #2 ch’é-li, & Hu Nien. 34 Hu Lun.
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186, ¥.8. ch. 19 (1st year of fa-ts, 9th month, shic-ftzz day).
WERE Yeh-hsien-pu-hua ( Asin-buga). See hiz hiography
in the 7.8, ch.134.,

187. $E® Hu-La kingdom. See, e.g. J. Siguvet, Territoires
el Populations des Confins du Yunnan, Vol. I, pp. 198 — 210,
Vol. IT pp. 5153, -FH Ch'ia-wa (=Wa).

188, 4 &8 Hsiv-mien Man, *“ Tattooed Face barharians’ (Mon-
shu ch. 4, £. 9r0),

189. Ztats hindouisbs, p. $49.
190, BIrEEE Ohao-pu-tsung-lu. FLBEE  Shou - shan -Fo-

tsung-shu of KB4 Ch’ien Hai-tgu (Shanghai, Po-ku-chai ed.,
1922,180 wvols.).

191. Htats hindowisés, p. 326,
192, BEFEO t. XXV, p. 88.
193. Supra, p. 140 and n. 119,

194. The Mang-wu-tu-erh-shih of BExtract (iv) must surely be
the same as the Pu~fun Mang-wu-lu-mi-shih of Extract {iii).
Burina’s invader in 1300 - 1 (see Huber, p. 674) was fe /LA ik &
Mang-wu-tu-lu-mi-shih, In the Seetion on Mien (cbh. 210) he
is called B £ % ik % Mang-wan-t'u-lu-mi-ghih.

195, Doubtless the “Tala sukri who became king” of the younger
Phwa Caw’s ingeription at Pwazaw, PL IV 39216 (668s., 1301 A.D.).
The name Kimwowd occurs at P1. V 580a (655s.). He is usually
called Rhuy-nan-syan, ‘Lord of the Golden Palace.’

196. Pl 11T 2821-9) at Doyinpahto pagoda, Minnanthu. The
Burmese date is Monday, the 12th waxing of Mwayia (Wazo),
651s.

197. PL IV 417, now at Kyaukzedi, Singaing. The date, twice
given, ig Tuesday, the 11th waning of Tabaung, 650s. (approx.

Feb. 15th, 1289).
198. See A.D, Phayre, History of Burma (1883), p. 57; Scott and
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Hardiman, Upper Burma Gazeteer Part I, Vol. I, p. 198; G.E.
Harvey, History of Burma (1925), pp. 75-76.

199, In 1875 A.D., Kankasii, headman of Khanmwan on the
Sagaing Monywa border, compares the victory of king Z»yaphya
of Ava over the dithi Syarm to DutthagamanT's vietory over the Cola
Klan hoeretie, Blara, at Anuradhapura, Ceylon, in 101 B.C. (List
6828, 786s.). This is repeated in Caw Nant@'s inscriptions of
1383 (List 71807, 7dds.) and 1392 List 761a9, 754s.).

200. Thus the younger Phwa Caw’s big inscription at the
Hsutaungoyi pagoda, Pagan (PLIV 390-393, 661-3¢./1300-1
A.D.) shows her to be the queen of “Chan phlu skhiit roigning
in Arimatianapurae” (PLIV 3905), <.¢., Saw Nit of Pagan, noi
SThasfira the Shan brother. But the latter is certainly called
Chan phlu  sikhan in the Kyauksé Zamut inscription of
Dhammasiri (P1.IV 42818, 662_681s.); Chan phliz syats at PLIV
389¢8 1657s.)—a Kyaukse ingeription; and again Chase phin skhin
at PLIV 406al9 (Mandalay Palace Shed, 88, 6695./1308 A.D.).-
an inseription shown by its material, marble, to come from
Kyaukss. Probably Sihasura wag the donor of one the hrick
monasteries in the Hsinbyushin (‘Lord of the White Elephant’)
group near Minnanthu, Pagan (PLV 503-4, 692.715s.).

201. PLIII 29110-14 66151299 A.D., still in the Thambula
temple there. The Burmmese date iz Monday, the 18t waxing of
Kason, 661s.). Sumlitle, ‘Moon of the Three Worlds, Triloka
candradevd, goon got corrupted into Sambhisla Thambula.

202. PLIIT 276a, 654s./1293 A.D. The Burmese date is Thursday,
the 11th waxing of Tabaung (7). Several words and clauses
{e.g.) the reference to the defeat of the Parwk are no longer
vigible on the stone. I restore them from the copy of lines 1-5 in
Mahidjeyasankhaya U Chein's Voharalinatthadi pani Eyan, p. 301.

203, Rajasankram, “when the Tanluin rebelled, attacked Tala
mradw (Twante) and took it,” and so got “a reward for bravery”
in 6555/1298 A, D, See his inscription, PLIIT 2948 | Stone 72 at
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Pagan Musewmn. The date of this part of the inseription (which
ig often illegible) is perhaps the 11th waxing of Nadaw, 655s.—
towards the end of 1293 A.D.

204, ¥.8. Ch, 210 Section on Mien (4th. year of fa-te, Hth month,
1.., May 19%h — June 17th, 1300),

205, F4F &2 Kuan-ch-ussn-chis. See Huber,s text, pp. 670—2
(2nd year of fa-fe, Ind month, March 14th—April 11th, 1298 ).
The name is probably Tibetan. ‘

206. AL Teng-lang, 01d Bwrm. Zanlwin the northern woud
for the Mons (0ld Mon Emern ). 'The leaders sent by the Mon
king included his two uncles JLH|4 Wi-lawho and TR &34
Wu-tu-lu-hsin-ho (Uttarasimha). They reached Pagan in the
2nd month (March 14th— April 11th, 1298),

207, In the 6th month (July 10th—Aug. Tth, 1298).

208, #8#% Tsou-nieh, described us “a bastard son of the king,
then 16 years old” (Huber text, p. 675).

209. W% Kan-tang, ¥ San-tang, RAH Ohih-ma.la, 3EE
Panelo.

210. PLIIIL 293L1-3, 661s. ( Sunday, 5th waxing of Saniw, Thading-
yut). The ingeription, now Stone & at Kyaukss Club, comes
from the Kudwetawya monastery, Sami village.

211, Certain parts of the land-dedications in PLIII 293 are
repeated in Ldst 1326 (UB II 2086), a fragmentary inscription
not yet recovered.

212. “The headman dnaiajoyepakram’ who alsoin 1296, received
“a reward for bravery in the victorious war and attack on Tela
(PLIIT 29218 6583.). The stone is a mica schist, whieh shows
that it is a Kyaunksé inseription, : .

213. Barly in 1293 Asankhayd claims that Pagan rule extended
to Tenagserim and Tavoy (Plate III 27622, 654s. Tabaung);
but this may be a claim rather than statement of fact.
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914, PL TII 27915, 27218, 97415, 27318-19,

91%. PLITI 29730 (654s., Wed., 13th waning of Naydn).

916, PLIII 276a (654s., Thurs., 11th waxing of Tabaung ?)

917. Hass Palace Chronicle, transl. Tin and Luce, p. 179.

218. PLIII 27321, 2751, 2,

219, PLIIT 2726 12, 9744 7,

920, PL.ITI 97282, 97418 (Thurs, 11th waxing of Nayon, 6533s.).
921, PLIIT 27218, 27318 27415,

999, PLIII 27412 (alwiw skhin mankri sa Dhammmarac) . -~ In
the Kathin (end of Lent) offerings of 652s/1290 A.D., there was
a dispute about some land dedicated; and enquiried were made,
first by Asankhayi, then by the king, and finally by Prince
Dhammmarac. The question is whethevr alutw skhin here means
“my hughand,” i.e, Tarakpliy, or “our lord,” 4.a, Klawewa.

223, PLIII 27602 ( Puthuiw-ni man nhan man Klacwd monnham
—6555,, Thuvs., Tth waxing of Tazaungmdn). The inscription
records their building of a monastery “west of Khalcan (?)
village,” mear Moénbaung, Myingéndaing kharwin, from which
the stone has been removed to Mandalay (Palace Shed, Stone
510). The reverse (PLIV 398a3), of identical date though
perhaps later hand shows them making request to Tajisyan (the

firgt mention of this popular royval namne of Sihasu, ‘Lord of
One (White Elephant),” to confirm their dedication,

224, PLIV 39025, 3924 10, 22, The date of the first stone is
Friday, 3rd waning of Tabodws, 661s., early in 1300 A.D.

295, PLIIT 27926 (655s., Sun., 13th waxing of Tabodws ).

936, PLIIT 28214 (6565, Wed., 11th waning of Pyatho).

297, PLIV 389¢8 (657s.). The inscription, now at Mandalay

Palace Shed (Stone 79, E. face), comes from Ménbaung, Mhingon,
daing Kyauksé,
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298. P1. ITI 2852 (658s., Sat., Tth waning of Nadaw).

229, Huber's text (p.670). 1lst year of fa-te (1297 AD.). 187w
A Séng-chia-pa-ti.

230, 7.8, ch.210 Bection on Meen. 18t year of fa-fe, 20d month
(Teb. 23rd—Mar. 23rd, 1297). 4548 Hsin-ho-pa-ti. Klawewd
is called &9 5 Hed M R F Ti-li-pu-wa-na-a-ti-t'i-ya
Tribhuvanfditye’ Sun of the Threo Existences' ).

231. Y.8. ch. 19 (lst. year of fa-le, 2nd month, chi-wei day =
March 20th, 1297). &€ Sa-pang-pa. F# A-san.

232. See Huber, p. 675. #ik# Na-sula (Narasura?) was a
son in-law of Klawewil and governor of HAR Ma-lai town Malan
Male, on the west hank of the IIl“LW"I.ddV in Shwebo dlstllc‘c)

233. :}‘s’d&;, (Jhmo Hua-4i.

334, Bee n. 99 supra, and Ch'ieh-lieh’s hiography in Y.5. ch.133.
235, PLITI29220 (§595., Thurs. (?),15th waxing of Tazaungmoén).
236, Huber's text, pp.670-671 (2nd year of fa-te, 2nd month =
March L4th—April 11th, 1298). See n. 205 supra.

937. Huber's text, p. 673, M E A-pa

238, HEZA Mi-li-tn. #22Pp Pang-chia-lang. Iuber (p. 673,
n. 1) rightly, T think, identifies the former with the old frontier
town of Myedu (Old Burm. Mldyti), on the cast bank of the
Upper Mu, in the far north of Shwebo.

939, RHAFBEAT  Pukan-yi-su-chi-lao-i—  ¥ii-su-chi-lao-i
might possibly be Old Burm., rwa-sukri, ‘village-headman.” If
g0, one would expect Pu-kan to be Pakhan, the 01(1 city on the
west bank of the Irrawaddy below the Chindwin junétion. But
the name in O1d Burmese is always written Kukhan. Whether
it wag colloguially pronounced Pukhan as early as this, T cannot
say. ' ‘ T ’

940. Huber’s text, p. 675 ( Na-gu-la’s report—2nd “year of fa-te,
Hth month).
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941, 47 4 Chao Chi-li (and) Chao Pu (Caw K, Odi
Phie?),

242, Huber's text, p. 672,

243, PLIIT 2862 (659s,, Thurs.,, 18th waxing of Pyatho), from
Satyapicadt monastery, Myinzaing, now at Mandalay Palace Shed
(Stone 71, W. face).

244, #HE Tson-nich. See n. 208, Called Saw Nit in Burmese
Ohronicles. In the inscriptions he is Man ILelan, ** the young
king” (PL III 290b3 , 661s.; 29228 661s.).

245, MARH  A-chih-pu-ch'ieh-lan (Raje.. kram). See
Huber, p.671-2.

2406, F/A Mi-té-l, FHF Hein-chd-chang, and # % 7 Ché-seil-
1i. Mi-té-1i might be the Mittare (sifijas) of PLITT 27926 (655s.).

247, (1) F#F L A-san-ko-yeh. Also written sometimes in the
Y8, M EF A-san-chi-ya. And, in the Emperor’s ocdict (n.
231, supra ) A-san. = Asankhaya.

(ii) MralF48 & 8 A-la-ché-séng-chi-lan, == Rijasankram,

(iii) T8 i Séng-ko-gu. Called in the ¥.5. # # Ché-su “ younger
brother of the Mien rebel, A-gan-ko-yeh” == SThasira.

248, ¥.9. ¢k, 20 (3rd year of ta-fe, 3vrd momth, hesi-ssil day ).
4B 4~y Hsin-ho pa-ti (ef. n. 230 supra).

249, ¥.§. ch. 210,

R50. Huber's toxt, p. 675 (Brd year, 4th month, 10th day ).

251, BEF & Bk e Kang-chi-lung Ku-ma-la-chia-ghih-pa.
On p. 673 of Huber’s text this son of Rlawcewa, Kumarakassapa,
probably a monk, who escaped to Yinnan, * accompanied by hig
spiritual preceptor,” is called % Bk ARMLAEE Ku-ma-
la-chia-ghih-pa-gu-tan-pa~-ché-1i (Is the last part of the name,
Sudhamma~srt (?), really that of the preceptor ? ). In the V.S,
he is called & Ak HF it A\ Ku-ma-la-ko-ga~-pa. :
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252, PL III 290b (661s., Thurs., 8th waxing of Nayén), Pagan
Sathingu inscription.
253. See PL. IV 390-393 ( 661-663s.), and List 416 and 829 (663,
768s.).

254, See P1. IV 39519-34 ((64s,). The original dedication was
by her aunt, Caw Pulay May, wife of king Klaciwi.

255, See PL IV 413 (672s.), “the temple and monagtery of her

brother’s son, Mahasakihit .

256, PL IV 451, 452a (696s.). But it was probably *“the four-
faced temple built by my daughter” (P1 IV 39321, 663s.).

257, Huber's text, p. 673. For Kumarakassapa see n. 251, for
Mangd Tuviimish, n. 194, supra.

258, ITbid,, p. 674.

259. Ibid. FTAZA A-chén-kuo ( Nga Singn, sce n. 174 ). H& Ma-
lai ( Malg, see n. 232),

260. Ibid., p. 675.

R61. Y.S. ch, 20 (4th year of ta-té, Sth month, kuci wel day ).
262. Ibid. (6th. month, ¢hi-yw day ). “The HEmperor appointed
by decree, ag king and guccesgor to Mien kingdom, the king’s

son AR KA L’u-ma-la-ko-sa-pa, and conferred on him a
silver seal, and also gold and silver utensils, clothes, ete.”

2063. Ibid. (4th month, ting sst day ); ch. 210 Section on Mien
(4th year, 4th month ). ’
264. Ibid. (7th month, Ii-yu day ). ch. 210 Section on Mein
(autumn, 7th month ), ## Ché-su. F#K-F4 A-san-ko-yeh.

265. 42 An-ch’ing (capital of An-hui province), the reading
in the pénchd, must be a slip for ¥ % Chung-ch'ing ( Yaunan Fu ),
which i8 the reading in the section on Mien.

266. kA Shang-tu, “the Upper Capital™ (the Xanadu ot



804 G.H. Lice

Joleridge’s ‘Kubla Khan’). Near the Dolon Nov in the far novth
of Chih-li { Playtair 5535 ).

267, Y.8. ch. 20 (4th year, Sth month kéng shén day); ch. 210
Section on Mien ( 3th month). P F 4 A-san-chi-ya.

268. Huber’s text, p. 076.

269. The Yiian-shih was compiled by RE Sung Lien and others
at the very beginning of the Ming dynasgty. On Mareh 9th, 1369,
according to the Ming-shih ch. 2 (2nd year of hung-wa, 2Ind
menth, ping-yin day), the Bmperor ordered its compilation,
The modern colophon, at the end of the Paj-na edition of the
Y.5., says that it had been ordered still earlier, but that thig
was the date when an office was opened and work really begun,
It continned down to Sept. 12th, 1369 ( 8t month, kuei-yu day),
when the writing gtopped while envoys were gent all over Ching
with orders to all the prefectures and distriets to submnit
historical materials. On March 3rd, 1370 ( 3rd year, 2nd month,
g-ch’ow day ), the office was reopened, and on Aug. 2nd (7th
montl, ting-hat day), the work was complete. 45k WT Ch'ien Ta-
hain, a great Ch'ing dynasty scholar, concludes that the writing
took only 331 days (1f the dates given above are right, it should
be 341 days). “ No history, ancient or modern, hasg been compiled
go quickly as the Yéan-sheh, and none is go poor and mean in
gtyle.” Still, it had the great advantage of being written when
the dust of recent events had settled, hut had not boen gwept
away.

270. PL IV 3984 (665s., Fri., 12th waxing of Pyatho ) & Myin-
zaing ingeription, now at Mandalay Palace Shed (Stone 76, W.
face ). '
371, Huber, p. 676 (4th yoear, 5th month, 15th day).

272, ML R Hsich-ch’ao-wu-trh. #|&4#% Lin Todu, M Kuo-
k'uo. ‘ - : '
273, Huber, p, 676,

274, Ibid. (12th month, Hth day ).
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275. PL IV 396241 (664s., Thurs., Tth waxing of Tazaungmén ),

376, Huber, p. 678,
277. Huber, p. 676 ( 124h month, 15th day ).

278. 014 Burm. Mraficusn, Chinese AiEdk Mu-lien-ch'éng
(Huber p. 672, n. 2), i AR 3% Mi-lang-ch™ung city ( ¥.9. ch. 20-
4th year of faduting, 11th month, hstn-mao day). The old
city of Myinzaing, the capital of the Shan brothers, with its
three interlocking walled enclosures, is still in fair preservation,
four miles east of Kyaukss, on the east bank of the Thindwd
(Santhway ) Canal. It is almost surrounded by hills except on
the west. Cf. Huber, p. 672, n. 2. :

219, 5th year of ta-8, lst month. “Stone mountain” ghould
be O1d Burm. XKiok-torr. I o not find this name in the inserip-
tiong in the immediate neighbonrhood of Myinzaing; hut there
wag one under Santon Kharuwin, some miles to the north (Pl
IV 45329, 696s.).

280. 1gt month, 19th day.

281, %na month, 2nd day (Huber, pp. 676-7).

282, 27th, 28th, 29th day.

283, 3rd month, Hth day.

984, % A Ménp-lai Road See Huber, p. 678, n. 1, and supra
n, 172, 173. ‘

285. T.S. ch. 20 (5th year, 8th month, chia-hsii day ).

986. 8th moith, 8th day (Huber. pp. 678-9).
287. ¥.8. ch. 20 (Bth ear, 6th month, ¢hi-yu day ). The & H
chi-yu of the text, coming as it -does between R ping-hsw
hefore and <&k gon -ch’en z‘mftcr, ig clearly a slip for EJ:‘E
chi-chouw. ‘ '
288. Ibid. ( 8th month, kéng-ch'én cl.Ly) &.MABiL Lda.fu-ghan,
& P wan-hu (controller of 10,000 households) of f&#& Ohéng-

mien { provinee ),
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989. Ibid. ( 10th month, chi-sste day ).

990. Y.8. Ch. 21 (7th year, 3vrd month, ¢-sst6 day ).
991, Itid. ( 5th month, ping-shen day ).

999, Ibid. ( 8th month, kéng-hsu day ).

998, V.8, Ch. 22 (1st. year of chih-fa of K% Wu Tsung, 1st
month, chi-ss day ).

294. Ibid. ( Hth montl, clii-8s% day ).

295. Ibid. ( Tth month, kuei-yu day). E#REBE Kuan-chu-ssu
chien., J& % R To-6rh-chih.

206, V.8, Ch. 24 (1st year of huang-ch'ing, 11th month, keeng-
shén day ). 4G Tesn-Lu. Z:K@‘ Pu-nung southern barbarians.

297. 7.8, Ch. 25 (2nd year of yen-yu, 6th month, ping-wu day ).
JiE, 8] & T"o-1a-ho.

298. 7.9, Ch. 26 ( 6th year, Tth month, ping-ch'én day). MR
Chao Ch'in-sa.

299. Ch. 20, 4th year of fa-tz, 12th month, kuei-ssit day. R
Lin Shén, &-F% Ho-la-tai, 3% Ohéng Yu.

300. Ibid. 5th year, 1st month, kéng-hsii day. 4€ fing ‘shoe’.
301. Ibid. 2nd month, ting-hai day. &P B wan-la-fu,

302. Ibid. 4th month, Jen-wu day.

303. Idbid. Hth month, ping-yin day. BF pei-telt “cowry™.

304, Ibid. 7th month, kuei-ch'ou day. & % Meng-ku = Mongol.
305. Ibid. 8th month, chia-hsti day.
306. Ibid. §

Oth year, 2nd wmonth, ping-hsti day. HR yu-ch’eny
(Senior Assistant Governor).

307. Ch. 21, Tth year, 3rd month, i-sst day. Tor Lm Shén,
Ho-la-tai and Chéng Yu, see n, 299 supra,



THE EARLY $vAM IN BURMA'S HISTORY 207

308. Gh. 23, 2nd yeur of chih-ta, 11th month, kéng-ch'én 1st day
of the month. #HKE Ch'e-1i. B4% Kn-pao. RiEN Wei-yiian chou
(see n. 156). K& Mu-lo- fien (native district). F R LR
Suan-chih-trh-wei. &I # Wei-ch'u tao ( region ). For “Wei-ch'n,
Kaji-nan and other Roads,” see n. 177 and section in T.8.
¢h. 61; under it was Woi-ch'u #& hsien. According to TSFY(OY
(ch. 119, p. 4749) the &Fix Ku-pao chieny (note difference
of charucters ) was another name for the Wei-yuan chiang, the
river on which Wei-yuan stands. It flows south, and joins
the Mekong from the east.

309. Ibid. 3vd year, 1gt month, hsin-ch’ow day.

310. Ibid, Jén-yin day.

311, Thid. 11th month, mou-tzit day.

312, Oh. 24 (reign of Jon-Tsung), 4th year, Sth month, Fasei-yis
day., Fr %4 A-hu-t'ai.

313, Ibid. 1st year of huang-oh’ing, 2nd month, chi-mao day.
314. Ibid. 8th month, hsin-mao day.

315, I'bid. 9th month, mou-hsi day.

316, Ihid. Hsin-chou day.

317, Ibid. 10th month, chia-tzt day. Tov Suan-chih-érh-?:ei,
see n. 308 supra. B Ruo-shih, ie. raJogUrt. PBE H
Shuo-ggd-chi-wa~-chich-8v1,

318. Ch. 25, 2nd year of yen-yu, 10th mouth, kuei-mao day.
319. Ch. 26, 6th year of yen-yu, 12th month, dhi-taih A2

19¢h month, f-ye day.

320, Ch. 29, 3rd year of chih-chih,
acter of

£2FZ Yi Méng of Ch'é-li, Note the new frgt char
£ On’a-1i. It becomes regular henceforward.’

321, Ibid. Tang-hai day. %4 Hua-chiso Man, ‘Flox‘v‘el?y ]"mg
. ' “Embroiderad, #,

barbarians.  Of. the 4Ry Hsiu-chiso Han. 0 1 ere. o
Tattooed, Legs Man’ of the Man-shi (ch, 4, £. 9r ), who were
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tribe of “Yung-ch'ang and 1Cai-nan’, porhaps of the old Austric-
speaking peoples.

399. Ibid. 1st yoar of t'ai-ting, 8th month, kuei-wei day,
393, Ibid. 10th mouth, chi-ssit day. #H%& Wa-drh-to. K
Ni-érh. ®F Sai-gai. D& Tiao Ling, B#HA Ying-kou-mu.

894. Ibid. 2nd year of Pai-ting Dth month, jenizte day. M3
Tao La-méng. RME Great A-al.  Sfl To-la.

395, Thid. Tth month, mou-shen lst day of month.

396, Ibid. Chia-yin day. ¥ Chan-K'ang Road. FHF Ni
Nang. 2245% Mou-chan (or -nien Road. FIe& Sai Ch'in-lo,
Tor Chén-K’ang Road see supre, n. 35, There is a bare mention
of ““ Mou-chan Road military and civil f” in 7.8, c¢h. 61. In
the Ming-shih, ch. 46, it is given under Méng Ting yu-i-fis:—
“To the sonth-east there is Mou-chan Road, set up in the 7th
month of the 3rd vear of fai-ting of the Yiaan (1326 A.D.).”
According to TSFYCY (ch. 119, p. 4747 ), the cancelled Mou-
chan Road was southeast of Méng Ting fu.

327, Ibid. Chi-wel day E JF tsung-fuan-fu ( Governor's Office ).

E R Han Sai.

328._011. 30, 3vd year of fai-ting, Hth montly, chicwyin, 3B &
Chao Nan-tao. 3825 Chao San-t’ing.

329, Ibid. Tth month, chi-wei day. @B Chao Nan-t'ung.
330. Ibid. 9th month, kuei-hai day.

331, Ibid. Mou-ch'en day. & Ai Prei.  # T u-la stockads,
AE Wei-chu Road. P& A-wu, son of MTRF A-chih-lung.
F R Ching-tung stockade. & 7 NiTao. Great A-ai stockacde.
(see n. 324). X PA Al Po-li. Mu-lo stockade (and tien, see 1.
308).  Fr#l A-li, Mang-shih Road (sce n. 89). 4% T o-chin-

k'o g Ni Nang 4tir Chén-chiang - Road. Je#  Oh’iu-lo.
A Mu-tieh Road. XA Al Yung. BE Chao Ai. B4 Wu
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Chung. For Méng Lung #en, Mu-to Road, Mu-lai chow see n. 180,

183, ¥or Ohing-tung, see Lat, 24" 31" Long. 101° 04' ( Playfair
1138), between the Mekong and the Red River. - “Méng Lung
Road military and civil fu i harely mentioned in Y.S. ch, 61,

332. Ibid. 4th year, 2nd month, king-yin day Chao Nan-t'ung
{see n. 329).

333, Ibid. Tth month, moy-wu day. Sai Chliu-lo, Mou-chan
Road (see n. 326). #BZJF Chao San-chin. ¥ & Yin-sha-lo,
# i San-ch’ieh-ché,

834, Ibid. Intercalary 9th month, cia-ww day. F4 Méng
Chiing. K& f Mu-an fu. ZMEAF Méng Ohieh fu. B#K Wu-sa,
&R A Ni-eh'u-kung., 4B#A chao-iju-jon * Summoner.” HKf&
Mi-té. R4 Hun P6n. The Wu-sa tribes lived “ 750 IZ N.E. of
Chung-ch’ing,” i.e. Yunnan Fu (7.8. ch. 61). “Méng Chieh
Road. — In the 3rd yoar of fai-ting (1320 AD.), the southern
barbariang of Pa-pai-hgi-fu vequested the ( Yiinnan ) anthorities
to guard it. There wore set up the two fiu of Mu ‘An and Méng
Chieh at this place.” (1.8, ch. 61). Méng Cbling is not
mentioned here, hut ig given under Pa-pai-ta-tien in ch. 46 of
the Ming-shih. v

335. Ibid, 1st year of chih-ho, Sth month, oi.ssit duy. K48 Aj
Chaao.

336. Ch. 32, 1st yvear of t'ien«li, 9th month, hsin-wei day. Méng
Ting Road ( gee n. 176).

337. Ibid. 10th month ting-wei day. 4kJE 6 Vinelo tien query
for Yin-sha-lo (see n. 833)7 E3F Al Tsan.

338, Ibid. Hsin-hai day, HKE  Ch's-1i Road (mote old frst
chavacter ). 7 &~ Tino Sai. ‘ ‘
839, Ibid. 1st year of fien-li, 11th month, kuef-yu day. FBR
Chao Al. FBP4L Ni Fang, dobdd Pi-yeh-ku.

340. Ch. 83, 2nd year, 2nd month, hsin eh'ou day. M E XK A.san-
mn. EBEES Ming Tung (and) Méng Suan Hen. Fik Ai
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Tang. M@ K’ai-nan (see n. 154 ).

341, Ibid. I-mao day. BREE) hstian-wei-ssit. % 6F ff tu~yisains
shuai-fu, éﬁ.‘«"/",%%_é] Yin-gha-lo fien.

342, Ibid. Ting-chouw day. Méng Ting Road (gee n. 176, 336).

343. Ch. 35, 2nd year of chih-shun, Bth month, chi-cl’ow day.
% B % Méng Yuan Road. H# Che-hsien, Méng Oh’ing fien ( sce
n. 334). ZAH Meng Ping. H & Méng Kuang., #4E# Ché-yang
lien. “Méng Kuang Road military and ecivil fu” ig bavely
mentioned in ¥.8. ch. 61, I wonder if Méng Yuan Road ig the
S8 Msng Chuan Road mentioned under Pa-pai-ta-tien in the
Ming-shih, ch. 46, a8 “ set up in the 1st year of yuan-tung of the
Yuan (1338 A.D.) and placed under Pa-pai hsiban-wei-ssit.” Ts
Chdhgien X4 Ching Hsien, ( Chieng Sen?),

344, Ch. 40, 1st year of chiéh-cheng, 12th month, jén-hste day.
KIE 7 Han Sai-tao. BLEARZ To-t'o.mu-arh.

345, Ibid. 2nd year, 4th month, chi-yu day. % & Méng Oh'ing
hstian-wei-ssti ( see n, 334, 343).

346. Ch, 41, 6t year, 12th month, chéarvw day. NFH Pa-pai
(= Pa-pai-hgi-fu). #H4 Han Pu.

347, Ibid. Tth year, 18t month, kéng-shén day. #£Y Lao Ya.
R Kéng-tung Road (perhaps the present Kengtung State ).
In the Ming-shih, ch. 46, under Ch's-li, “there is also the Kéng-
tung Road of the Yuan dynasty, set up in the 1st month of the
Tth year of chih-chéng (1847 A.D.); algo the two M chou of %
Kéng-tang and H7% Méng Lung, which were algo set up at the
end of the Yuan dynasty. In the 15th year of hung-wwu (1382
A.D.), all were reduced and merged in Ch’s-1i.”” CGf. TSFY (Y,
ch. 119, p. 4733.



SHORT BIBLIOGRAPHY (WITH ABBREVIATIONS)
OHINESE.! ‘
A, X Yicen-~shih (7,8.) of il Sung Lien, ete. Completed
in 1870 A.D. (sece n. 209, infra), 210 chiian. — I have used
various editions, but generally follow the Pai-na edition, with
ity pre-Manchu writings off Central Asian names,
B. #E Ming-shih of #&# £ Chang Ting-vyu, ote., 1742 AD,
332 chitan. Pai-na and other editions.
C. &F Man-shue of ¥& TFan Ch'o, 863 AD., 10 chiian.—
Wu-ying-tien Chii-chén-pan (moveable type) edition.
D, FHEFEER Tu-shib-fang-yii-chi-yao (TSFYCY) of Ag#
& Ku Tsu-yu, 1667 AJD., 134 chitan. Chung-hua-shu-chi
edition (in 6§ bound vols., Ruropean style).

E. R Tien-hsi of BF4E Shih Fan, 1807 A.D., 40 vols. ~ Yiin-
nan-tmng-chih-chi edition of 1887,

1. During the lagt war the Japanese looted all the Chinese
historical works (over 20,000 volumes) in Rangoon University
Tibrary. So this article ig haged, I fear, on inadequate texts,

T regret, in partieniar, the lack of the following:

(1) FLEKE Shou-shan-lo-tsung-shu of SEAE O'ien Hsi-tsu,
1841 ( Shanghai, Po.ku-chai edition, 180 vols. 1922), which
containg two anonymous works on the subject of this paper:
(a) 2& (ovr AM) feihsh Huang-Yiian-(ov Yuan.chao-)
ditng-mien-lu (9 folios) — the text translated by Huber in
BEFEO t. IV, pp. 662-679. (b) MBHER Ohao-pu-tsung-lu
(12 folios ) — see infra pp. 148-9 and n. 190. ‘ ’
(i) KWA-#& La-ming-i-tung-chih of 2% Ii Hsien etc.,
1461 A.D., 90 chilan. ' ‘ :

(iii) BB & Yin-nan-tung-chih of EA Wang Sung ote.
1835 A,D. 216 chiian, and the earlier -encyclopaedias of the
game name by M Li Yian-yang, 3 & 0-frh-t'al, ete.
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BURMESE.

A.  Inseriptions of Burma. Portfolios 1.V, containing G609
collotype plates of ingeriptions arranged chronologically down
to the founding of Ava, T26s./1364 AD. - GH. Tmee and Pe
Muang Tin—Oxford University Press. Nearly all references to
inseriptions in this article are given to these portfolion.  Thus,
e, in n, 60 “PL I 118%4, 50/7s.’ means that the word in
question may be found in Portfolio II, Plate No. 113, line 14,
under date 507 sakaraja. Add 638 (= 1145) to get the
approximate year in the Christian era,

B, A4 IList of Inseriptions Sfound in Burma, Part 1 (all
published) 1921. Government Press, Rangoon.— Inscriptions
not contained in A supra, ave refevred to where possible,
under Légf. Thus, in v, 10 “List 108425, 955s,” means that
the word in question is to be found, under date 955 sakarije
(1593 A.D.), in line 5 of the obverse of the inscription
numbered 1084 in List, where the nocossary notes and relerences

may be found.

EUROPEAN.

A.  Bulletin de UEeole Francwise d'Batrime-Orient (BEFEO ):
(i) b IX, n0 4, 0ct. ~dée. 1909 — La Fin de la Dyanstie de Pagan
(pp. 633-680) par M. Bdouard Huber. (In my paper I refer to
this simply as ‘Huber’ or ‘ Huber's text.’)

(ii) t. IV, nos. 1-2, jan. — juin 1904 — Deux Itinbraires de Chine
en Inde & la fin du VIII® sitcle (pp. 131-413 ) par M. Paul Pelliot.
(.111) t. XXV — Documents sur Phistoire politique ot religieuse du
Laos Oceidental (pp. 1-200) par G. Coedds.

B.  Les Btats Hindouists d'Indochine ot d’Indonbsie, par G.Coedds

19 Py . i
.1 48, Paris, de Bocenrd. (Referved to in this paper as Ktats
hindowises).
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C. Varibiés Sinologigues No. 29. Concordance des Chwronologies
néomeniques chinoise ot ouropsenme, par le Rév. Péve. P. Hoaug,
1910, Shanghai. (Tables giving equivalents of Chinese and
Furopean dates—according to the Julian calendar so far ag this

article is concerned ).

D. The ‘O’itfias and Towns of China, & Geographical Diectionary,
by G.M.H. Playfair, 2nd ed., 1810, Shanghai,
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POETIC TRANSLATIONS FROM THE SIAMESE

Selected Verses of Sri Praj and Sunthorn Bhu
by

M R. (§e;;ai Pramaj

Sri Praj
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Boom, boom ! Not Heaven’s wrath, I moan;
Crash, crash! Not cyclone, I fret;

Pour, pour, Not rainfall, I sigh, my heart;
Fire? No fire buins yet; I burn with love.

SLL 4
FIMUUL UUNENU

da & d £ v
IINABED115Y AU

| 1
ssmemuUszg PALT

™ ¥ 9 %"‘5 w
LI TIVHRANIUNDIG MUUAUAUDY

Bear me witness, ye Earth,

Spite not God’s image in man.

If wrong [ did, let this sword fall true and sharper,
If wronged I am, let it strike back the striker.

* This is the great poet’s last and most famous verse, written when he
was abouat to be beheaded. Tied to a block, with both hands lashed behind
himn, he used his toe to inscribe it in the sand.



