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A Twice-Scorned Mongol Woman, the
Raid of 1576, and the Building of the
Brick Great Wall’

DAVID SPINDLER
Independent Scholar

A small Mongol raid during the night of July 6 1576 on the border northeast
of Beijing was a precipitating factor in the rebuilding of key sections of the
Great Wall with brick and mortar. This iconic form of Great Wall promi-
nently featured at tourist sites and in photographs never became the most
common form of wall on China’s northern border, but it was used in some
of the most strategically important spots along the eastern third of northern
China’s fortifications. The 1576 raid, which | refer to as the “Raid of the
Scorned Mongol Woman,” is an important chapter in the story of the Ming
Great Wall. More broadly, this event is significant because it shows the
importance of the complex and critical role that even minor antagonists play
in affecting the actions of major powers.

KEYWORDS Great Wall, Brick, Simatai, Sengge, Great Beyiji

Reasons for Mongol raiding and perspectives on Chinese responses

In examining the Raid of the Scorned Mongol Woman, it is helpful to keep in mind
the more fundamental questions of Mongol raiding, the origins of the brick Great
Wall, and Ming response to Mongol actions. Below, [ briefly review scholarship to
date in each of these three areas. Explanations for why the Mongols raided China
have so far focused on several factors. Arthur Waldron’s review of the literature on
this subject suggests three alternative explanations. First, overpopulation on the
steppe or a degradation of steppe ecology led nomads to seek outside sources of food.
Second, an agricultural society’s refusal of trade relations made it necessary for
nearby nomads to forcibly take from them what they needed. Third, by raiding, an
ambitious leader could form inter-tribal confederations and reward his followers.
Waldron also presents a fourth explanation: that the material needs of a developing
nomadic society changed over time, resulting in the greater demand for goods from
a settled society, which presumably cannot always be satisfied by trading.”
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When viewed across the broad sweep of history, these explanations are logical and
satisfying. The next step in understanding Mongol raiding in the Ming dynasty is to
look deeper at the Mongol reasons for launching individual raids. Scholars to date
have focused on the largest Mongol raids. Cao Yongnian points out that Altan Khan’s
(Ch. %, 1507—1582) raids of the 1540s aimed to pressure the Chinese into granting
the Tumed Mongols trade and diplomatic relations.? Bai Cuiqin explains Esen’s
(Ch. 5, ?—1455) raid on China in 1449 as resulting from his burgeoning power and
his escalating diplomatic and economic demands upon China.* Unfortunately, other
Ming-era Mongol raids and their underlying reasons have been largely ignored by
scholars.

The Raid of the Scorned Mongol Woman also sheds light on the emergence of the
fired brick Great Wall at the end of the Ming dynasty. Despite its iconic status, schol-
ars have devoted little attention to when and why this form of wall was constructed.
Cheng Dalin mentions that during the time Tan Lun (£, 1520-1577) and Qi
Jiguang (B4k), 1528-1588) served in the Ji and Chang Defense Commands (#ij%H,
1), the wall was built with brick and towers were built along the top of it.’ He is
not more specific about when these events happened.® A book on the Huangya Guan
(2 R) section of the Great Wall in eastern Hebei does point out when this particu-
lar stretch was built in brick, and notes that the Ji Defense Command wall in gen-
eral was faced with brick starting in the Wanli reign era (1573—1620), quoting a 1576
passage to support this.” A 1931 article by Yang Shuying quotes the same passage to
show that the wall was improved starting in 1576, but does not emphasize that the
improved wall used brick.

To date, scholars have looked at Ming defense policy formation largely through
the lens of the Ming court. Waldron’s well-known book, The Great Wall of China:
From History to Myth, devotes two chapters to Ming court debates over how to deal
with the Mongols in the Ordos region. In these chapters, we learn how these debates,
with input from officials along the border, resulted in Ming border defense policy in
this important region.” Alastair Johnston’s discussion of Ming border policy forma-
tion focuses on theories of border defense proposed by senior Chinese officials.'®
These approaches, while providing a helpful perspective, fall short on two fronts.
One is that an approach to events on the Mongol side that considers only points
of Mongol-Chinese contact such as raids, trading, or diplomacy ignores complex
intra-Mongolian politics that led to those contacts. Second, viewing Ming border
policy formation from the point of view of the court exaggerates the central govern-
ment’s role in the process. To a great extent, Ming border defense policy proposals
originated from the Supreme Commanders (51%) or the Grand Coordinators (i4%).""
They were approved or disapproved, with minimum deliberation, by the Ministry
of War (L&) and (in name) the emperor; funded by the Ministry of War and the
Ministry of Revenue (J7#f); and then executed by officials in the various Defense
Commands. Funding for Ming wall-building projects was typically split between the
two ministries, with the Ministry of Revenue funding 70 percent of the project and

the Ministry of War covering the remaining 30 percent.”” For this reason, except for
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the 1460s, when general wall-building policy in the Ordos region was debated by
high-level officials, trying to evaluate Ming dynasty wall building solely through the
framework of the central government is too limiting.

Wall-building as a defensive response

Border wall-building has been a consistent element of Chinese defense policies for the
past 2500 years. Different empires have approached this problem in different ways,
depending on the relative autonomy of border-area administrative units, the nature
of the threat by nomadic powers, and the technology available for wall-building.
Pre-Ming dynasties completed relatively large sections of wall using piled fieldstone
or rammed earth in short periods of time to secure long stretches along their borders.
In 221 BC, the Qin dynasty built “over 10,000 1i” of wall from Lintao (Ifi#k) to
Liaodong (3#)."? In 557, the Northern Qi dynasty completed over 400 i of wall."#
The distances and lengths of time to complete the project are quite imprecise, but the
point is that long sections of wall were often built over relatively short periods of
time. These projects were conceived by the central government and executed directly
under its auspices.

Ming dynasty wall-building was more decentralized, because it was tailored to
localized Mongol threats by one or more of the three large Ming-era Mongol groups.
Each wall-building project was designed to meet imminent or potential threats along
short sections of the empire’s northern border. These wall-building projects were
never larger in scope than a single Defense Command (#i. i4%H), and were often
as short as a few hundred meters.”> This pattern of wall-building developed
partly because of the executive autonomy of Supreme Commanders and Grand
Coordinators over the border Defense Commands that they commanded.

Background to the Raid of the Scorned Mongol Woman

The Raid of the Scorned Mongol Woman is a helpful lens through which to assess
the complex relations between Mongol groups that led to raids and the Chinese
response to these raids. The area’s distinctive terrain led to a series of important
wall-building projects preceding the Raid of 1576.

Pre-history and history of the raid area

During the Mesozoic Era (250—65 million years ago), a northerly plate around sixty
miles northeast of Beijing, in the northern part of Miyun District (%= [X), was
undermined by a southerly plate, causing the northerly plate to rise up at a 70°-80°
angle, forming a ridge."® This ridge rises over two thousand feet from a streambed
on its west end near the village of Simatai (7f513) to the highest point on the ridge
one and one-half miles to the east, with an average gradient exceeding 25 percent.'”
In addition to its steep rise, this ridge is also striking because of its narrowness and
the sheer face on the southern side. As the ridge rises towards its most precipitous
heights, it dips, forming a natural cleft in the ridge before rising sharply up a steep
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slope known in modern times as the “Stairway to Heaven” (F#6)."® This natural gap
in Ming times was called “Falcon Gap” (#%#%)."

West of Simatai are two parallel, but lower, ridges. Roughly eight miles west of
Simatai, the Chao River (i) cuts through these two ridges at a place known in
Ming times and now as Gubei Kou (it 11). From Gubei Kou, the Chao River runs
south, past the seat of government for Miyun District, and joins the Bai River ([731)
to form the Chaobai River (#f][177), which eventually discharges into Bohai Bay (i)
%) just north of the port of Tianjin. As the highest points around, these two ridg-
es west of Simatai and the single ridge to its east are the most logical positions from
which to defend against incursions from the north.

Early walls in the Gubei Kou-Simatai area

Because of its close proximity to the low-lying Chao River, both the Northern Qi
dynasty and the Ming dynasty built walls east of the river and west of Simatai. The
Northern Qi dynasty built wall along one of the ridges west of Simatai in 550 AD, and
the Ming dynasty built wall on the same ridge and/or a nearby ridge.** A common
assertion among Ming and later scholars is that the early Ming military official
Xu Da (f#ik, 1332-1385) supervised the building of walls from Gubei Kou to the
Bohai Bay. This assertion appears to be unsupported by specific historical evidence,
as Xie Dingran points out.”” As early as the sixth year of the Hongwu reign (1373),
Ming officials called for the manning of a border defense line composed of 121 passes
from the coastline to Huiling (/%) in the western reaches of the Beijing region, and
from Wangping Kou (F°F-I1) in western Beijing to Guanzuo Ling (7 1%) in western
Hebei.** Nine years later, another Ming official called for the manning of 200 passes
from the Bohai Bay to an area just west of Beijing.*> The Ming texts do not explic-
itly mention fortifications, nor do they mention any related construction projects.
Nonetheless, for several reasons, we can conclude that there were at least some form
of fortifications in the Simatai area. First, previous dynasties such as the Northern
Qi had built walls in this area, making it highly likely that these fortifications were
extant in the early Ming era. Second, the sheer number and density of passes
mentioned (121 and 200) in this area makes it extremely unlikely that soldiers were
using nothing more than the natural features of the terrain to defend this line. Third,
several Ming sources mention that most of the passes were “established” (§) during
the Hongwu reign era.** Finally, we also know that by 1410 the Ming dynasty had
built fortifications in the Gubei Kou area.*

Whether or not these fortifications constitute a Great Wall depends of course on
one’s definition of a wall, a question for which there is as yet no consensus. Although
Waldron does not provide a definition for what constitutes a Great Wall or a border
wall, he maintains that the abovementioned early Ming fortifications were not walls,
and that the Ming dynasty did not build border walls until the 1440s.>* Cheng Dalin,
China’s most accomplished authority on the Great Wall, maintains that there is
currently no satisfactory definition of the Great Wall, and that more thorough
field work is necessary even to arrive at such a definition.”” Luo Zhewen, China’s
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pre-eminent authority on pre-modern architecture, has offered a simple, three part
definition: a Great Wall must be (1) long, (2) not circular, and (3) defensive in
nature.*® For the specific purpose of this article about the Simatai area, I believe that
it is adequate to use the low-threshold criteria of “a linear manned border defense
system, consisting, in key points, of unenclosed walls” as a definition of a Great Wall.
Here, the term “unenclosed” is meant to exclude fort walls or city walls. By this
definition, the defensive system in place by the early Ming dynasty at Simatai qualifies
as a Great Wall.

The next wave of wall-building in the Gubei Kou-Simatai area took place around
the end of the fifteenth century. The Mongols raided Gubei Kou and points east and
west in March of 1495, spurring the Chinese to consider how they could improve
defenses where the Chao River penetrates the wall line.*? Starting that fall, inspectors
floated plans to strengthen fortifications in the area, and by 1501 at the latest,
improvements were made in the wall itself.?° These early Ming walls used border wall
construction methods that had been in use since the Warring States period — dry
fieldstone, and probably rammed earth. While the above materials were most preva-
lent, bricks and lime-based mortar were also used on a very limited basis at passes
and major entry and exit points on the Great Wall.>' It is important to distinguish
the use of bricks on the Great Wall, a less refined fortification designed to protect
long stretches on the empire’s border, from the use of bricks in walled forts, which
were better-built structures meant to aid in the defense of the relatively small areas
enclosed within. The practice of using fired bricks on forts occurred as early as the
beginning of the dynasty.?*

The Raid of 1550 and a fieldstone and mortar wall

As part of his decades-long quest for diplomatic recognition and trading rights with
the Ming Empire, Altan Khan raided Gubei Kou on September 26 1550. According
to one source, 60,000 Chinese were killed in this raid, 40,000 were taken prisoner,
and millions of head of livestock were lost.? These figures are almost certainly
exaggerated, but it is clear that it was a devastating raid in terms of loss of human
life and property. One of the most important Chinese responses to this raid was to
rebuild, starting in late 1550, extensive sections of the Ji-Chang border wall with
stone and mortar, replacing the dry stone walls of the pre-t550 period.>* The use of
mortared walls allowed the Chinese to build on steeper, more easily defended slopes,
and to more easily build features such as ramparts, crenels, and peepholes. (A
significant exception to this phase of wall construction was that some of the walls in
the Gubei Kou-Simatai region after the Raid of 1550 were made of rammed earth,
perhaps because of a lack of available stone.?>) The newly-built mortared wall was
soon put to the test in the Raid of 1554 on the Gubei Kou-Simatai region. The major
overseer of the wall project and the Raid of 1554 defensive efforts in this area,
Supreme Commander Yang Bo (#1#, 1509—-1574) (somewhat self-servingly) quotes
prisoners of war from the Mongol side who said that they thought that “getting in

[in 1554] would be [as easy as] in 1550, but that to their surprise, the wall was
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higher, the [Chinese] soldiers were fiercer, they knew how to use a bow and arrow,

and they didn’t give ground.”3®

Brick wall towers

In September of 1567, the Supervising Secretary Wu Shilai (%K, jinshi 1553) recom-
mended that Supreme Commander Tan Lun and Regional Commander (£15%) Qi
Jiguang, who had distinguished themselves in the defense of China’s southeast coast
against pirate attacks, be brought to the northern border to improve defenses in that
region.’” In October of that same year, several Mongol groups took advantage of a
new and inexperienced emperor to launch attacks in Shanxi, Xuanfu (Z/f), and the
Ji-Chang region. The emperor, alarmed, hastened to solicit opinions on northern
border defense.?® At the time, Tan Lun was serving as the Supreme Commander of
Guangdong and Guangxi, and Qi Jiguang was the Fujian Regional Commander.?®
The two had worked together before in Zhejiang from 1555-1560, in Fujian from
1563—1564, and occasionally on the Guangdong-Fujian border from 1566-1567.%
When they came north, Qi brought with him three thousand of his own troops who
had been successful in fighting against pirates on the southeast coast; he also trained
locally-based troops.*

To strengthen defenses near the capital, Tan and Qi suggested that the military
improve the caliber of troops guarding the capital. They also proposed building brick
towers along the wall in the Ji and Chang Defense Commands, including the Gubei
Kou-Simatai area, starting in the spring of 1569.#* This was an important develop-
ment in the history of wall tower construction. Most previous towers along the Great
Wall were solid, with a small hut on top for a sentry to take shelter from the elements
and Mongol arrows.¥ The Ji-Chang towers built starting in 1569 were hollow,
allowing soldiers to live in them, store food, water, and weapons, and take shelter
from Mongol arrows within the brick structure.** These towers were not, as some
modern scholars have incorrectly claimed, the first to experiment with hollow
interiors.® Such wall towers along the Great Wall actually had their origins in an
experimental project by Grand Coordinator Wen Gui (3 5t, 1449—¢.1538)%° in 1504
in the Yansui (#£2%) Defense Command in Shaanxi.*”

Yet the scale of their proposed building scheme raised eyebrows in court and was
by far the most controversial part of the Tan-Qi program. Their original proposal in
early 1569 was to build 3000 brick towers along the Great Wall in the Ji and Chang
Defense Commands.*® Political opponents criticized the high cost of this project,
arguing that the drain on military manpower would make China less secure. The
Longqing emperor, Grand Secretary Zhang Juzheng (J#)#1E), and Tan Lun all re-
ferred to unspecified rumormongers who incited opposition to the plan, though with
the exception of the powerful Vice Minister of Rites Zhao Zhenji (#1535, 1507-1576)
it is not clear precisely who the opponents of this project were.*” The influential
Zhang Juzheng lobbied tirelessly for the project, leaving his “mouth and throat dry”
from his advocacy.’® Tan Lun and Qi Jiguang also did their own share of lobbying
outside of court. Without the efforts of these three men, the project might not
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have been approved.’” Probably most persuasive was the construction of three model
towers by Qi Jiguang’s younger brother, Qi Jimei (43, active 1570-1582), along
the Great Wall in the Dashui Yu (K/Ki#) valley, close to the Miyun garrison.’?
According to Tan Lun, these model towers were critical in helping sway political
opinion in favor of the tower-building project.’® Because of concerns about project
cost, the Ministry of War scaled back the number of towers to 1,200, but the project
did go forward in 1569.9* By the end of the year, 472 towers had already been built
in the Ji-Chang region.”’

It took two years to finish the tower project in the Ji and Chang Defense
Commands.’® While towers were the primary focus during that period of time, wall-
building did not completely stop. Given controversy over the project and its costs, it
was not politically feasible to build labor-intensive towers and wall at the same time,
so walls built from 1569 to 1576 largely followed the more conventional pattern of
construction in the post-1550 era pioneered by the Ji-Chang Grand Coordinator Wu
Jiahui (%556, 1512-1588): ficldstone and mortar in most regions, and rammed earth
or fieldstone and mortar in the Gubei Kou-Simatai area.’” In 1557, Wu Jiahui had
been censured and then jailed on (largely trumped-up) charges of faulty and wasteful
wall-building in the Ji-Chang region.’® Tan and Qi were well aware of the political
controversy surrounding Wu’s wall-building. They were also aware that the later
Supreme Commander of the Ji-Chang region, Liu Tao (314, jinshi 1538) had learned
a lesson from Wu’s fate and minimized political attention to his wall-building projects
by claiming that he was merely “building [wall] through non-building.”’® Against this
fraught backdrop, the ambitious tower-building project would never have succeeded
were it not for Tan and Qi’s keen political sensibilities and their careful application
of lessons from the recent past.

Legitimacy and fragmentation of the Mongols during the Ming era

Turning away from the internal events of China, let us now consider the relations at
the time among major Mongol groups. After the Mongol ruling family was driven
out of China by Ming troops in 1368, the Mongols split up into three groups — the
Oirat Mongols, the Eastern Mongols, and the Three Commanderies of Urianghkha
(usually transliterated as JURIM =, below, the “Three Commanderies”).®® In this
era of fragmented Mongol power, one of the most important qualifications for a
Mongol leader was a bloodline that extended back to the Yuan dynasty emperors,
via the first son of every generation to be considered a worthy candidate for leader-
ship. Johan Elverskog points out that the Dayan Khan (1475?—1517?) successfully
reset the genealogical reference point for later leaders, so that by the mid-sixteenth
century it was sufficient for a male Mongol leader to claim direct descent from
Dayan Khan, via the firstborn male in each generation.®*

Several powerful Mongol leaders of the Ming era such as Esen and Altan Khan
lacked this attribute, and the men who had the “right” genealogy usually lacked the

military might to complement their bloodlines.®* To make up for their genealogical
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deficiencies, these Mongol leaders looked to trading privileges for Chinese goods
and diplomatic recognition by China to bolster their standing vis a vis other Mongol
leaders.®> When they could not obtain trading rights or recognition using peaceful
means, they staged raids, not primarily to obtain goods, captives, and livestock, but
mainly to put pressure on the Chinese court to grant them the rights and recognition
that they sought. Both Esen’s Raid of 1449 and Altan Khan’s Raid of 1550 were
designed to pressure the Chinese into establishing formal trade and diplomatic rela-
tions with them. After Altan Khan fought his way to the city walls of Beijing, instead
of laying siege to the city or pursuing a primarily military goal, he presented yet
another petition to the Chinese asking for trade and diplomatic relations.®* Raiding
per se was not the goal of Mongol leaders, as plunder went directly into the hands
of low-level Mongol raiders without giving Mongol leaders an opportunity to
redistribute these items.®

In the mid-fifteenth century under Esen, the Oirat Mongols were the most power-
ful of the three Mongol groups mentioned above. From the rise of Dayan Khan
in the late fifteenth century until the death of Altan Khan’s grandson Ciriike (Ch.
fi- J) %, »—1607) in 1607, the Eastern Mongols were the most powerful of the three
major Mongol groups. Within this group, the rivalry between the Tumed Mongols,
led by Altan Khan, and the Chakhar Mongols, led by Darayisun (Ch. T3¢, 1520~
1557), was an important underlying cause of major raids on Ming territory in the
mid-sixteenth century.®®

Altan Khan was the more powerful of the two, as evidenced by his superior
prowess in raiding the Chinese border and the successful pressure he brought to bear
on of the Chakhar Mongols, causing them to migrate eastward in the 1540s.7 Altan
Khan hoped to use his power to unify the Mongols peoples, but was opposed by his
younger brother “Old” Baghatur (Ch. 2248, 1510-1572) and his own son Sengge
(Ch. %% or # &7, 1522-1586).%% They believed that Altan Khan should use his
power in the service of the genealogically legitimate khans Darayisun, and later his
son and successor Timen (Ch. 125, 1539-1592).% Despite (and perhaps in part
because of) this lack of legitimacy among the Mongols, Ming officials viewed Altan
Khan as the Mongolian leader most capable of reining in other Mongol groups and
preventing raids in return for the legitimacy and resources available to him from
Chinese trade and diplomatic recognition. Just before the Ming established trade and
diplomatic relations with Altan Khan in 1571, Supreme Commander Wang Chonggu
(F&7, 1515—1589) rationalized Altan Khan’s role in controlling the Mongols as

such:

Altan Khan is among the most senior Mongols. He has the power to maintain unity one
of them, and they will submit themselves to him. In this situation, we can grant him the
title of king, and give out titles to other chieftains after the manner of doing so for the

Three Commanderies. This will show their subservience to us.”®

This conforms with the view of previous Supreme Commanders, such as Weng
Wanda (573, 1498-1552), who believed that the rivalry between Darayisun and
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Altan Khan could be exploited to the advantage of the Chinese, thereby improving
border security.”"

The Three Commanderies Mongols and the Chakhar-Tumed rivalry

The Three Commanderies Mongols were much less powerful than the Oirat Mongols
or the Eastern Mongols. Their pasturelands were located outside the eastern third of
the Ming-era Chinese-Mongolian border. The sites of the commanderies themselves
were located north and south of what is now the city of Qigihar in Heilongjiang —
the Fuyu Commandery (#i4%%) was north of Qiqihar; the Duoyan Commandery (¢
PifE) was just south of that, and the Taining Commandery (ZZ7*f) was even further
south, just east of the modern Wulanhaote (%=2#54F) in Inner Mongolia.”” The
commanderies were composed of and led by Mongols who were first given their titles
in 1389 by the Hongwu Emperor.”> Eventually, the Duoyan tribe of the Three
Commanderies dominated the other two tribes, so they were also known collectively
to the Chinese as the Duoyan Three Commanderies (251 —1).

Just as raiding Chinese territory was an important way for both the Chakhar
Mongols and the Tumed Mongols to better position each side against the other, their
rivalry also manifested itself in their respective incursions into Three Commanderies
territory. Early in the sixteenth century, the Chakhar Mongols started to establish
marriage alliances with the Three Commanderies.’”* Starting in the 1540s, under
pressure from the west by the Tumed Mongols, the Chakhar Mongols began to
migrate eastward. As they did so, they pushed up against the northern pasturelands
of the Three Commanderies, bringing these tribes under their control.”” Why the
Chakhar Mongols brought the northern tribes, rather than the southern tribes, under
their control was probably because of terrain. The terrain in the northern areas was
flatter, whereas the southern areas just outside the wall were mountainous, enabling
the Duoyan defenders to more easily defend themselves against outsiders.”® After a
difficult campaign by Sengge, the Duoyan leader Engke (Ch. 57, active 1529—1566)
submitted to the Tumed Mongols between 1548 and 1550, bringing portions of the
southern areas of the Three Commanderies under Tumed control.”” In 1551-1554,
Sengge attacked Bayan Tegiis (Ch. fHEMFZU, active 1541-1585), a Duoyan
Commandery Assistant Commander (#3534 9) living 300 li outside of Gubei Kou,”®
and by the middle of 1555 he was brought under Tumed Mongol control.”

The Three Commanderies as a middleman in the flow of military
intelligence

The Three Commanderies were a critical link for both Chinese border defense and
Eastern Mongol raids on the eastern third of the Great Wall. In the roughly one
hundred and sixty years from 1398 to 1563, the Three Commanderies played critical
roles in four southward attacks on Ming capitals — in 1398, 1449, 1550, and 1563

— by providing intelligence and manpower to further the attacks.’® Taken alone, the
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Three Commanderies did not have the military might to launch large raids on China.
Yet because of their location just outside the Chinese border and next to the Eastern
Mongols, they had ready access to intelligence valued by both the Chinese and the
Eastern Mongols, for defense or offense respectively. Since the Three Commanderies
were situated between China and the Eastern Mongols, it was difficult for Chinese
spies to penetrate far enough into Mongol territory to get word about upcoming
larger and more destructive Eastern Mongol raids. Therefore, the Chinese depended
on the Three Commanderies to pass along this information.®” The Eastern Mongols
needed intelligence about the eastern third of the Great Wall for the same reason
that the Chinese needed information about upcoming Eastern Mongol attacks in
this section — because the Three Commanderies occupied this territory, the Eastern
Mongols had more difficulty gathering direct intelligence about where the Chinese
were weak. Like the Chinese, the Eastern Mongols also depended on the Three
Commanderies for this information.

From the Chinese perspective, this was at best an imperfect system of intelligence
gathering, mainly because of the nature of large Mongol raiding parties. Since the
Mongols were a nomadic people, they needed advance planning to organize a raid.
Mongol leaders met months before a raid was to occur in order to agree upon the
timing of and the jumping-off spot for the raid.®* The Raid of 1554, which happened
at the end of the ninth moon of the year, was contemplated as early as the seventh
moon of the year.®> Because of the long lead time, Chinese spies or their Three
Commanderies informants could often get word that a raid was planned, though
accurate information about where the raid would occur was more difficult to obtain.
Since the Mongols’ main advantage was speed and surprise rather than numbers or
organization, a successful raid depended on massing their men in a place where there
were no Chinese defenders. One favored Mongol tactic was to spread false intelli-
gence that would cause the Chinese troops to prepare to defend one section of the
wall. The Mongols would then simply attack another, lightly defended section,
easily breaching Chinese defenses. In the language of the time, this was called, “say
you’re attacking in the east but actually attack in the west” (75 %5 5).54

Because the Eastern Mongols often disseminated false intelligence, the quality of
intelligence that filtered through the Three Commanderies to the Chinese was often
suspect. In the Raid of 1563, the Ji-Chang Supreme Commander Yang Zhao (13K,
jinshi 1556) believed the false intelligence propagated by the Mongols that their attack
would occur in Panjia Kou (i 5 11), far to the east of Beijing. Instead, the Eastern
Mongols under Sengge attacked on the eastern border of what is now Miyun District
and easily broke through Chinese defenses.®> However, there are also notable
examples in which intelligence obtained by the Chinese played a key role in a
successful defense. In 1554, a Three Commanderies chieftain called Hahachi (#1575,
active 1539-T1554) by the Chinese passed on information about Eastern Mongol troop
strength.®® The accuracy of intelligence gathered by the Chinese usually depended on
the intentions and loyalties of various Mongol leaders. Hahachi had close ties to
Altan Khan, and helped provide information and support for the Raid of 1550.%7 As
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a result, Hahachi may have been more willing to pass on information to the Chinese
about the upcoming Raid of 1554, thus frustrating Darayisun’s quest for power and
influence vis-a-vis Altan Khan.

Border security before the Raid of the Scorned Mongol Women

From the spring of 1568, when Tan Lun and Qi Jiguang came to the capital area, and
the summer of 1576, the situation on the northern border had changed dramatically
from the middle of the century, when Altan Khan and his competitors led large raids
on central and eastern sections of the Great Wall. Most importantly, the Ming court
decided in 1571 to reverse a thirty-year old policy of a prohibition on trade and
diplomatic relations with the Eastern Mongols.®® The main reason for reversing
this policy was to end Altan Khan’s incessant attacks on the northern border.*
Second, border security had improved as a result of Tan and Qi’s efforts mentioned
above.”®

Border security had also improved in the Ji-Chang region because the Ming govern-
ment had reallocated defense resources from other border regions and had adopted a
stricter standard for defense objectives in the capital region. Prior to 1550, the most
serious threats to national security were from Mongols breaking through the Xuanfu-
Datong-Shanxi border regions and approaching the capital itself from the west: Esen
approached Beijing through Zijing Pass (4%fl[#) in 1449; during several raids in the
15408, Altan Khan’s forces penetrated well into what is now Shanxi Province,
near the western approach to the capital. However, after Beijing was attacked in the
northeast at Gubei Kou 1550, the Ming court began to significantly increase defense
resources in this region. The post of Supreme Commander for the Ji-Chang region
(who also oversaw the Liaodong and Baoding regions) was established in 1550, taking
the Baoding region away from the portfolio of the Xuanfu-Datong-Shanxi Supreme
Commander (& E AKiLTE), whose region became less important after that time.”'
Defense expenditures in the Ji-Chang region also increased rapidly in the post-1550
period.”> In 1567, Yang Bo suggested that the standard in border defense in the
Ji-Chang region should be to “not let a single [Mongolian] horse in” (JLESAN). In
other regions such as Xuan-Da-Shanxi and Liaodong, he suggested that it was enough
to simply prevent the Mongols from looting after they had penetrated the border.”?
This high standard of defense for the Ji-Chang region continued until at least the last
years of the Wanli reign.”*

For the above reasons, the frequency of raids in the Ji-Chang area had declined
dramatically by the early 1570s. Altan Khan’s last major raid on Chinese territory
before 1571 was in the fall of 1567 in Shanxi.”> Other raids by the Three Command-
eries on the Ji-Chang border declined in frequency after 1571, with the last major raid
also occurring in the fall of 1567.%° This situation changed in 1575, when the Duoyan
leader Jiingnon (Ch. &), active 1575—1612) raided Dongjia Kou (#Z1). Qi Jiguang
was successful in defending against this raid, and even captured Jingon’s uncle
Jongtu (Ch. 7%, active 1561-1575) outside of the wall.” While China had been

attacked, the border was still secure from intrusions.
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Sengge’s scorned wife the Great Beyiji and her sibling Chaoman the
Younger

Sengge’s pastures were located outside the wall from Zhangjiakou, relatively close to
the western edge of the Three Commanderies and not far from the eastern third of
the Great Wall. As a result, he had close relations with the Duoyan tribe.”® He and
his father both sought to form alliances by marrying daughters of Duoyan officials,
and by marrying their own daughters to Duoyan leaders.”” (The highest-status
Duoyan chieftains were permitted to marry daughters of Eastern Mongol leaders;
those with lower status could marry their daughters to Eastern Mongol nobility.*)
One purpose of these alliances was to secure the help of the Three Commanderies for
Eastern Mongol raids on the eastern third of the Great Wall, the southern border of
the area occupied by the Three Commanderies. They knew the terrain and where the
Chinese might be weak, so they could serve as guides and advisors for these raids.
These alliances worked both ways, as the Three Commanderies were often able
to secure the assistance of the Eastern Mongols in retaliating when the Three
Commanderies were attacked by the Chinese or their leaders were taken prisoner. For
example, when Sengge’s Three Commanderies father-in-law Tong Han (#{X) was
taken prisoner by the Chinese, Sengge retaliated by launching the Raid of 1563.""
One of Sengge’s earlier wives was known as the Great Beyiji (Ch. KE:H, active

)'* According to Serruys, beyiji is the Mongolian pronunciation of the Chinese

—1587
word #7; he translates the word as it is used in Mongolian as “princess.”**> Guo
Zaoqing and Mi Wanchun both refer to beyiji as “concubines” (%) of Mongol
chieftains, but they may be using this as a pejorative form for wife simply because
they are referring to the “uncivilized” Mongols."* In contemporary Chinese usage of
these Mongol terms, beyiji actually seems to have indicated a higher status than a
concubine.’® Wada Sei views beyiji as a term used for a wife other than the khatun
(empress).'®® Since at the time Sengge could in no way claim to be a khan, “princess”
is adequate here for our understanding of the position and status of the Great
Beyiji.

The personal name of Sengge’s “Great Beyiji” or her order of marriage among
Sengge’s wives is unknown. It is important to realize that here the X is used by the
Chinese to differentiate her in seniority from another beyiji and wife of Sengge’s, the
/NBELL or “Lesser Beyiji,” and does not necessarily indicate her seniority among all of
Sengge’s wives.'” Both of the beyiji are descendants of Qotong (Ch. 14, >~1527);
the Great Beyiji is a third- or fourth-generation descendant and the Lesser Beyiji a
fourth-generation descendant (via a younger son) of Qotong.™®

The Great Beyiji was a daughter of Bayan Tegiis’ aunt Bahazhen (Ch. I 1).'*?
Bayan Tegiis brought Bahazhen into his own household and married her, though it
is not clear whether the Great Beyiji was a daughter of this union."™ Assuming that
the Great Beyiji is the full sister of Bahazhen’s three sons by Bayan Tegiis, this read-
ing would make her the half-sister of Bayan Tegiis’ second son by his other wife
Aizhilun (Ch. #:48), Chaoman the Younger (Ch. #0#5, occasionally /bIb38 or /N
75 active 1561-1579), a key figure in the Raid of 1576. However if the Great Beyiji
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was not Bayan Tegiis’ daughter, then she and Chaoman the Younger were first
cousins once removed. Given that after her abandonment by Sengge, the Great Beyiji
went to live with her brother Aitaibi (Ch. #& %) and not Chaoman the Younger
suggests that the second reading may be more plausible. Aitaibi was the eldest son of
the Great Beyiji’s mother Bahazhen, which the Lulong Sailue lists as Ayatai (Ch. [
F ). Additional evidence of close kinship between Aitaibi and the Great Beyiji
comes from an incident in the summer of 1579. While making amends to the Chinese
outside the wall at Gubei Kou for their attack on the Caojia Lu (¥ %) area east
of Simatai, Aitaibi used a ruse to get his half-brother Chaoman the Younger to
suddenly retreat north in case the Chinese tried to attack the Great Beyiji."™ Confus-
ingly, Chen Di (Bi%fi, 1541-1617) states that the daughter of the Great Beyiji is
the aunt of Chaoman the Younger, which I am unable to reconcile with the above
information.""?

I use the appellation “Chaoman the Younger” to distinguish him from an older
contemporary of his with the same name. Such a name has some basis in the Chinese
terminology of the time, as he was occasionally called by them /NJ#E or Db
“Chaoman the Elder,” as I call him, was the grandson of Qotong, the first son of
Hahachi, who himself was the first son of Qotong’s third wife.”™ He lived outside
the border of the eastern sections of the Ji Defense Command, and as a result was
sometimes called in Chinese sources the “Eastern Chaoman.” (#4%%)"® Chaoman
the Younger was a great-great grandson of Qotong, and was active in western
sections of the Ji Defense Command outside Gubei Kou, near the base of his father
Bayan Tegiis.""” Chaoman the Younger has a biography in Chapter 13 of the Wanli
Wugong Lu. Some of the material in this biography depicts someone who was very
helpful in passing information to the Chinese in eastern sections of the Ji Defense
Command in the early Longqing period. Given that Chaoman the Elder’s father
Hahachi was interested in passing along information to the Chinese particularly when
it would hurt Darayisun in 1554, I suspect that this material actually pertains to
Chaoman the Elder.™®

Sengge and the Great Beyiji probably married in the mid-1550s, soon after Sengge
had brought the Great Beyiji’s people (a part of the Duoyan Commandery), led by
Bayan Tegiis, under his control."™ At some point he abandoned her, and she went
back to live near or with her brother Aitaibi, who lived several hundred /i outside
Gubei Kou.™ The Great Beyiji was not the only Three Commanderies woman
acquired and scorned by him — at one time, Sengge’s retinue had included several
tens or even more than one hundred of these women, including the Lesser Beyiji and
the Baotu Beyiji. He became overextended and could not support his entire retinue,
so he sent them back to their places of origin, near western sections of the Ji Defense
Command border and eastern sections of the Xuan Defense Command border."" The
exact relationship between these women and Sengge is unclear. According to the
Wanli Wugong Lu, he had five wives and one concubine, making it unlikely that any
of the “1o0 plus” women were either wives or concubines."”* Tao Wangling (FyE#%,
1562-1609) describes Sengge as quickly going through several wives in the early

I5708:
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In the beginning, Sengge married [his first wife], and she gave birth to Ciiritke Khan. She
fell out of favor, and then he married the mother of the Dacheng tayiji. A wife gave birth
to Urtid-batur tayiji, she lost her looks, and he abandoned her, taking over 10,000 of her

men and some of his other offspring by secondary wives.'*

From the above, it seems by abandoning a wife and appropriating some of her men,
he was in fact strengthening his own forces. One of Sengge’s reasons for acquiring
these women was to form military alliances; the other had to do with baser motiva-
tions. According to the author of the Wanli Wugong Lu, Sengge “dissipated himself
with wine and women, spending all day groaning in bed.”"** The practice of aban-
doning wives who went back to their own people near the Gubei Kou border region
was also not unique to Sengge — Altan Khan’s younger brother “Old” Baghatur’s
wife Monkejin (Ch. 1 E, active 1587-1589) was also abandoned by him and she
went back to live outside the Chinese border near Caojia Lu.'*

While these women had lost the companionship of their former husband or bene-
factor, they were not without a way to make a living back among their own people.
Since the early sixteenth century, the Ming government had been giving cloth, grain,
iron pots, and silver to the Three Commanderies. These payments were partly bribes
given in return for not attacking China, and were therefore controversial from the
Chinese side. In theory, the Three Commanderies were also supposed to serve as
buffer states to shield the Chinese border from the more powerful Eastern Mongols
further to the north and west.”*® The payments were also partly given for intelligence
provided by the Three Commanderies about upcoming attacks by the Eastern
Mongols."”

The payments, euphemistically called fushang (}%%) by the Chinese, were to be
given twice a year, at specific places, to specific Three Tribes subgroups, and in
specified amounts.”™® For example, fushang in the Xuan Defense Command (%7%1)
was to be given twice a year, at Yongning Fort (7k#3) and the Longmen Battalion
(HEFJIT)."* The practice of giving fushang, which started no later than the 1530s, was
controversial in part because it could allow the Three Commanderies Mongols to spy

130

on Chinese installations.” The Chinese hoped that this investment in buying off the

Mongols would be less costly than defense expenditures necessary to guard against

13T

Mongols who were not bribed."" Though it was acceptable to the Chinese to increase

fushang for good behavior, the Three Commanderies Mongols were often successful

3* The incentive system for border officials

in using threats to increase their fushang.
was such that even a small raid where a soldier or a few civilians were killed or
taken prisoner could affect the pay and career of those officials.”?? If the Three Com-
manderies did not get the additional fushang that they wanted, it was easy for them
to launch a small retaliatory raid. To prevent these raids, border officials would spare
no effort to give the Three Commanderies Mongols what they wanted, even if it
meant raising funds through cutting and selling firewood, skimming from monies
earmarked for the soldiers’ pay, or illegally hiring out soldiers to local landowners.™4
Supreme Commander Wang Chonggu writes that in 1571, 13,000 liang of silver was

budgeted for fushang in the Ji-Chang area, but commanders supplemented this
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amount with another 20,000 liang from soldiers’ pay.'?’ Taking money from the
soldiers to pay for off-budget fushang was a risky defensive strategy, because soldiers
in this situation often deserted.”*

The divorced Great Beyiji and others in her position significantly aided the efforts
of their fellow tribesmen to extort more fushang payments from Chinese border com-
manders. Tomor suggests that the fushang system itself may have even had the effect
of attracting former wives of Sengge and their children to the border, thus increasing
the population of Mongols just outside the Chinese border."?” These scorned women
accompanied their male tribesmen to the Chinese border, soliciting fushang on behalf

3% Border commanders knew that these women were the

of their husband Sengge.
wives (though not necessarily that they were scorned) of Sengge, making these
extortion efforts more successful.” In fact, there seemed to be some confusion on
the Chinese side about the exact status of the relationship between Great Beyiji and
Sengge. The contemporary sources vary, with some saying that they were married,
and others indicating that she was married to Chaoman the Younger."

The implicit or explicit threat was that if the women and their male tribesmen
did not receive the additional fushang payments they were seeking, the fierce and
much-feared warrior Sengge might attack in retaliation. In the case of Chaoman the
Younger, whose men were behind the Raid of 1576, he used his status as a brother-
in-law of Sengge to ask for more fushang and raid the border with impunity.'*' In
1579, Chinese scouts learned that if Sengge’s wife did not get a large increase in
fushang payments, her people would work with Sengge."#* Other Duoyan wives of
Eastern Mongol nobility took advantage of this connection to boost their status, and
as a result the Chinese could not afford to stint on fushang payments to them as
well."3 Chen Di describes the splendor of the goods available as fushang to give to
the Great Beyiji:

I had never seen the practice of fushang before, and seeing it gave me a feeling of unspeak-
able sadness and anger. Long-sleeved robes (i#4d), golden satin, cloth, and other fineries
were stacked up in mounds. Cattle, sheep, millet, and flour were present in innumerable
quantities. The [Great] Beyiji would come with her three hundred plus cavalry, and
feeding them would consume forty to fifty ounces of silver a day. Her language was
disrespectful, and her requests knew no bounds. If the fushang was supposed to be cloth,
she would ask for golden satin. If the fushang was supposed to be golden satin, she would
ask for long-sleeved robes. If one hundred were supposed to be seated at tables, she would
ask to add two or three hundred extra seats. This was simply her way of doing things,

and the generals would just give in to her demands.'#*

After her initial scorning by Sengge, the Great Beyiji chose to join her brother
Ayatai and father Bayan Tegiis outside of Gubei Kou. Ayatai had the advantage of
the Chinese-granted title of Assistant Commander, which was among the highest-
ranking titles granted to Three Commanderies Mongols." While she lived near

or with Ayatai (the first son of Bayan Tegiis by his second wife, the Great Beyiji’s
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mother), the Great Beyiji decided to ally herself with Ayatai’s half-brother Chaoman
the Younger. Her status as a senior wife of Sengge makes it understandable why
Chaoman the Younger would pursue her as an ally in extracting fushang from the

146 She probably chose to ally herself with him, rather than

Chinese near Gubei Kou.
her brother Ayatai, because of Chaoman the Younger’s higher status among the
Mongols as a son-in-law of Sengge.™*” In addition, Chaoman the Younger was clearly
the more senior of the two, as he was already a Battalion Commander (IE-T-/") before
being promoted to Assistant Commander in 1565, while his half-brother Ayatai who
was also promoted to this same rank at the same time, did not previously hold a

Chinese-granted title.™®

The Raid of 1576

For a time, the scorned wife of Sengge and Chaoman the Younger were successful in
extracting fushang from Chinese commanders at Gubei Kou.'* However, sometime
during or before the summer of 1576, their requests were refused. After this second
scorning of the Great Beyiji (this time by the Chinese) on the rainy night of July 6
1576 Chaoman led his men in a retaliatory raid of seventy men up a path created by
Chinese soldiers to cut wood outside the border and through the wall at Falcon

.15¢ A short section of fieldstone and mortar wall, similar to the walls built in the

Gap
post-1550 period and which was probably part of the wall structure existing in 1576,
remains today on the inner edge of the Falcon Gap pass.""

After penetrating the wall, the Mongol raiders quickly attacked a small fort called
Falcon Gap Fort (F#SFEIE) just inside the gap. To get someone to open the door,
they pretended that they were soldiers from the Yansui Defense Command looking
to spend the night."5* (Since Yansui soldiers frequently served as reinforcements in the
Ji Defense Command during the peak spring and fall defense seasons, this ploy was
not as far-fetched as it might seem.) Once inside the fort, they made straight for the
sleeping area, killing ten people, wounding six, and making off with thirteen others.
By this time, the soldiers in the signal towers had set off the alarm, alerting the
Assistant Regional Commander (Z#4) Yuan Zongru (4i5%4f, active 1570-1576), who
rushed to the scene of the attack with over 100 soldiers. The Mongols saw that they
needed to flee and crossed back over the wall using the same route that they took to
get in. In doing so, they were pursued by Chinese soldiers, who followed them outside
the wall. There, the Mongols had set an ambush. To make the scene look even more
natural to their pursuers, the Mongolians had set out cattle and horses to seem as if
they were idly grazing. Yuan Zongru captured a female Mongol, four head of cattle,
and some millet. The Chinese pursued the Mongols further, to a place called Shelazhi
(5 1%4) and into the Mongolian ambush. Eleven soldiers were killed in the ambush,
including Yuan Zongru, and the war hero and former Regional Commander in charge
of the Guangdong region, Tang Kekuan (%%, active 1552—1576), though most of
the soldiers were able to break out of the ambush and make it back to safety."S> Chen
Di believed that this raid was masterminded by an ethnic Chinese go-between (il =)
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of Chaoman’s whose surname was Li, just as after the Raid of 1550, the Chinese
blamed a Chinese person from Gansu named Shi Jin i (Mongol name Ha Zhouer
5 9+J)L) and a Chinese named Chen Zhi Bk (a.k.a. Chen Tongshi Bl 5F) for guiding
Altan Khan.™*

Aftermath of the Raid of the Scorned Mongol Women

The immediate aftermath of the raid followed the pattern of other small, successful
Mongol raids. Qi Jiguang and Grand Coordinator Wang Yi’e (E—%9, jinshi 1553)
had their salaries docked for three months."S’ Fearing a counterattack by the Chinese,
Chaoman and the Great Beyiji fled the Gubei Kou area to the region just outside
Dushi Kou (#i4711), outside the border near the Xuan Defense Command.*s® In the
eleventh moon of that year, Chaoman and the Great Beyiji led one thousand of their
people to the border. Their emissary tried to explain away the incident as an unau-
thorized action by a small group of Mongols, making the face-saving claim that the
ambush was actually an act of self-defense. The Mongols surrendered the putative
leader of the raid, Aduchi (f/#87%) and sixteen others, and they gave back nineteen
captives and twenty-one horses taken in the raid. After this, the Chinese resumed the
fushang payments to Chaoman’s tribe and put Aduchi’s head and those of the other
perpetrators on a stake outside of Falcon Gap."” Because of Chaoman and the Great
Beyjiji’s relation by marriage to Sengge, the Chinese thought it wise not to take

58 The Mongols’ calculus had proved correct — with her

further retaliatory action.
perceived close ties to Sengge, the Chinese did not dare to anger the Great Beyiji by
cutting off her fushang payments. The Great Beyiji led more raids in the 1580s, and
was considered one of the “Six Scourges” of the border in that period, along with the
Lesser Beyiji, “Old” Baghatur’s scorned wife Monkejin, Chaoman the Younger, Dong
Huli (Ch. FEJUM, active 1574—1595), and Jiingnon."® After most of these raids, the
Chinese nonetheless quickly resumed her fushang payments.™°

While the quantity of human and material losses of this raid was not great, it
stirred considerable discussion among Ming officials."®" First, it was the first signifi-
cant breach of border defenses since 1567. Second, the death of an Assistant
Regional Commander in a Three Commanderies Mongol raid was a provocation
that the Chinese took very seriously. In 1515, the death of the Assistant Regional
Commander Chen Qian (B#Z) in a border raid on a pass in the eastern part of the Ji
Defense Command provoked the Chinese into demanding the head of the perpetrator,
which the Duoyan chieftain Qotong produced.™®*

The most obvious outcome of the 1576 Raid of the Scorned Mongol Women was
the construction of brick wall in the Gubei Kou-Simatai region starting in 1577."%
We know that bricks were used to replace the mostly rammed earth wall in this
region starting that fall, as bricks stamped with the dates of the fifth and sixth years
of the Wanli reign (1577 and 1578) have been found in this area, either on or off the

wall.’® Two versions of the same 1578 text also refer to brick wall construction:
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[In 1576], there was first discussion of tearing down old wall and building new wall. The
new wall was higher than the old one, and used sanhetu [ =4 %, an early kind of con-

%5 for its core. The ramparts on both sides

crete made of lime, broken clay tiles, and sand]
of the wall were built of brick and held together with lime mortar. These walls should

be as durable as brick forts in along the border and in the interior of the empire."®

This passage is the only one of the hundreds of memorials in Sizhen Sanguan Zhi
reprinted in its entirety, which probably reflects that Liu Xiaozu saw it as important
to include in full, or as important enough to add after most of the original manuscript
was completed.’® A more specific record of the deliberations mentioned above about
tearing down the old wall and building a new one is almost surely no longer extant,
and other available information does not explicitly indicate that the Raid of 1576 was
the direct proximate cause of rebuilding the wall with brick that fall. This is not
surprising, because Ming dynasty materials very rarely mention the building materials
used on the Great Wall.

Nonetheless, the totality of the information still available to us does indicate that
the Raid of the Scorned Mongol Woman was at least an important motivation for
the rebuilding of sections of wall in brick the next year. The wall and the towers were
not undertaken at the same time in the period of towerbuilding between 1569 and
1576 because it would have exceeded the capabilities of the army to complete the two
projects concurrently.'®® Therefore, by the 1570s, it was thus a matter of when, not
whether, sections of wall would be rebuilt with brick. Given that the Ming govern-
ment wanted to improve the defenses in the Simatai area in response to this raid,
brick may have been the only practical way to improve on the previously existing
rammed earth wall. A skillfully constructed fieldstone and mortar wall has the same
shape and function as a brick wall. However, it is quite likely that sufficient stones
to build such a wall were not available in this area. In the post-1550 wall rebuilding,
most of the walls were built with fieldstone and mortar, with the notable exception
of stretches in the Gubei Kou-Simatai region, probably for this very reason.”® When
the Chinese defenders again wanted to improve their fortifications following the 1576
raid, brick may have been the only practical way in that region to upgrade from the
previous wall.'7®

In addition, the importing of soldiers from the south by Tan Lun and Qi Jiguang
in 1568 may have also contributed to the know-how necessary to resurface pre-
existing walls with brick. Chen Di commented on late 1570s brick wall-building in
the Gubei Kou area, saying:

This project is unique. It seems that [craftsmen] south of the Yangtze know how to face
a wall in brick and stone but not how to make an earth core; walls from the north are
made of earth, without brick and stone. The current project has both, and is constructed

in such a way as to last for a long time."”"

Finally, there is also an apparent temporal link between the raid and the start of
brick wall construction — these rebuilding projects commenced in 1577, directly after
the Raid of 1576. Chen Renxi (Bi{=#%5, 1581—-1636) even states that there were causal
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links between the rebuilding of border walls in brick and Mongol raids in the 1570s

172

(though he is not specific as to which raid(s) were the impetus for the project).'”* For
these reasons, it is reasonable to view the initiative to rebuild important sections
(including the very section affected in that raid) as a direct response to the Raid of
1576.

Rebuilding of key sections of wall in brick was not limited to the Gubei Kou-
Simatai area. In the Ji-Chang area, the initial rebuilding of key sections in brick was
continued in the 1580s at Badaling (/\iAl%) and Qiangzi Ling (87 1£)."7% In 1592,
Totoyomi Hideyoshi (F[F57, 1537-1598) overran Korea. China made the same
security calculation then that it did in the 1950s — that a small border state controlled
by a powerful enemy was unacceptable — so it intervened in this conflict on behalf
of Korea starting in 1593."7* The Japanese and Chinese fought two campaigns before
the Japanese finally withdrew in 1598."7% During this time, significant financial and
manpower resources that might have otherwise been used for wall-building were

76 As a result, wall-building in the Ji and Chang regions nearly

occupied in Korea.
came to a standstill during the 1590s and did not resume until the first decade of the
seventeenth century. After that point, brick wall-building commenced anew, and
continued through the last years of the Ming dynasty."””

The main advances in Ming wall-building before the Raid of 1576 — mortar in the
fieldstone wall and brick towers along the wall — both came about as a result of the
pressure on the capital region from the Eastern Mongols. The decision to rebuild
sections of wall with brick, the next advance, followed a raid instigated by the
Duoyan Mongols. This group became more powerful after the withdrawal of the
Tumed Mongols from their territory, but it never turned into a serious threat to Ming
security in the capital region. Even so, this minor enemy of the Ming state was
responsible for precipitating the campaign of rebuilding wall in brick along key
sections of the eastern third of the Great Wall.

Simatai today

The Simatai section of the Great Wall was restored in the mid-1980s and opened
to the public in 1988. Tourists usually begin their journey eastward up the wall where
the Tang He (##%i1]) stream (a tributary of the Chao River) flows southward through
the ridge. Continuing further, the visitor finds that the ridge narrows and the grade
increases so much that the management of this tourist area has put signs and a guard
at the end of the restored area to prevent intrepid tourists from going further.
Adventurous climbers who bribe their way around the guard, wait until he is off duty,
or find another route then cross over the natural bridge that forms Kulong Shan,
arrive at Falcon Gap, and climb the steep Stairway to Heaven to reach the high point
of the Simatai ridge. Between the Stairway to Heaven and the highest point on the
ridge, called Wangjing Lou (35ik) by locals, is a stretch of wall just over a foot
wide, surrounded by steep dropoffs. Regardless how far tourists progress along the
wall, they are struck by the steepness of the terrain. A nearly universal refrain of
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visitors to Simatai is “Why did they even need to build a wall in terrain so steep?”
The answer, of course, is — “The Raid of the Scorned Mongol Woman.”

Significance and implications

The Raid of 1576 occurred against the background of the complex relations among
the Eastern Mongols, the Three Commanderies, and the Ji-Chang Defense Command
of the Ming dynasty. Sengge divorced the Great Beyiji, who together with Chaoman
the Younger, leveraged their special relationships with both the Eastern Mongols and
the Chinese to their maximum advantage. When their requests for fushang were
rebuffed, they raided, which in turn prompted the Chinese to commence previously
contemplated brick improvements in the Great Wall. We can draw several broader
conclusions about the significance of this chain of events. One, seemingly insignificant
acts of aggression by even a minor aggressor can have a far-reaching effect on the
other side’s actions. Two, it is important for the historian to understand in context
seemingly unrelated links in an overall chain of causation. Mongols raided because
they did not get the additional fushang payments they asked for, and Chinese defend-
ers carried out a pre-existing plan to improve their wall because of this raid. Here,
the overall strategic goals of each side were quite different, and not directly related:
Mongol leaders sought political power through Chinese resources and recognition,
and the Chinese wanted border security. By examining this raid in the context of
Mongol and Chinese strategic objectives, we can better understand how the Raid of
the Scorned Mongol Woman forever changed the appearance of the most popular
sections of the Great Wall.

Notes

T

1 thank Jonathan Ball for reminding me that
Sengge’s wife was scorned by both her husband
and the Chinese officers in command of Gubei
Kou, thus making her twice-scorned.

Arthur Waldron, The Great Wall of China: From
History to Myth (London: Cambridge University
Press, 1990), pp. 35—36.

WKAE (SR TOBM L) B 4. PRI KR NS KA
HiitL (2002), p. 303. Unless otherwise noted, all
birth and death dates and dates of jinshi degrees
are based on the Dictionary of Ming Biography or
the (WAL ¥ERIZ5]) . Where neither the birth or
death dates nor the year of a person’s jinshi degree
are known, I have provided dates when they were
publicly active, as evidenced by mention of their
name in (WI5E5%) .

FURREE CRCAUS) . BEpk: P AL (2006),
p. 65.

Prior to 1551, the Ji Defense Command stretched
from Shanhaiguan on the coastline to the Yongding
River (/k;&¥, called the Hun He ¥ in Ming
times) west of Beijing. After Altan Khan’s Raid of

1550, which included an attempt to loot the tombs
of the ruling house in Changping, the Chang
Defense Command was hived off from the Ji
region. The Chang Defense Command’s eastern
terminus was Mutianyu, in Beijing’s Huairou
District, and extended to the Yongding River. The
Chang region was somewhat of a special case, in
that unlike other Defense Commands, it did not
have its own Grand Coordinator (xunfu) until the
late 1630s — the Ji region Grand Coordinator
administered both regions. As a result, it is reason-
able for most purposes to continue to view the Ji
and Chang region as a single region even after
1551. On the date of the Chang region spinoff,
see (MIFSE5%) 370/6610—6611; this event was
also referred to in b GRUIT=HKIRE L
KM, (BRI AR (F e REeR)) 22.2
(May 1993), 89. On appointments of Grand Coor-
dinators in the Ji and Chang regions, see L%
CHEHRAEERY, dbst: PR (1982), pp. 2047,
699. References to pre-modern sources in this and

following notes are given in the format [chapter]/
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[page number], where the page number refers to
the earliest extant edition. For references to the
Ming Shi Lu, page numbers refer to those in the
Academia Sinica edition; references to the official
dynastic histories use page numbers from the
Zhonghua Shuju edition. Some of the searching of
the Ming Shi Lu in preparation of this article used
the Academia Sinica Institute of History’s propri-
etary UL SCHRYERIE [Electronic Database of
Chinese Texts], and I express here my gratitude for
the opportunity to use this extraordinary research
aid. Some of the other searches were done with the
immense and very helpful (*FEIEA N FEE) [Data-
base of Basic Chinese Texts] as well as the Ming
Qing Shi Li databases compiled by It k%7
AL [Eruson].

Cheng Dalin, The Great Wall of China (Hong
Kong: South China Morning Post Publications
Division, 1984), p. 61.

The Huangya Guan section of wall in modern-day
Ji Xian (#itl), Tianjin Municipality was bricked
over in the spring of 1591. (Ji (R EICKK
A, Rt Rl s AL (1988), p. 26.) The author
does not identify the passage used to show that the
Ji Defense Command wall in general was rebuilt
with brick in the Wanli reign, but it appears that
their source was (PU#{—-3&) 7/252A. A very sim-
ilar version of this passage also appears in (/> {4
#14¥%) 11/36B (This passage is quoted in note 57.)
Fang Fang, p. 25. Official titles, names of govern-
ment departments, and administrative units are
translated according to Charles Hucker’s A
Dictionary of Official Titles in Imperial China
(Palo Alto: Stanford University Press, 1985).
M (U B2 @8 ), ((RHEIRAH « Lt
JATIY, July 31 1931, p. 11.

Waldron, chs 6 and 8.

Alastair Iain Johnston, Cultural Realism: Strategic
Culture and Grand Strategy in Chinese History
(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1995),
p. 183—215.

See, for example, the high proportion of memorials
by Supreme Commanders and Grand Coordinators
in (WY =KE) 7/100-360.

See (WIHZESE5E) 501/8288: “Phkz ¥t it
TW, SR TP, (USRS 10/275 “ AT
VAT &, Lhbar e s b, g T2 =, K
HSEGI; A0 (B IAZRI) 17/44B (AR T B TG
LA B S ENAOT B AL DB . %I
PR S N B L 1S N S ) R s TN -ty
RS AN VALE ov) i

Cid) 88/2565—66 (ZEMFfL):  “UAEE 1IN [221
BC. . SR, PIE, B2, filhdk, B0k, B2
TR

CEF ) 4/64 (Fid « WU . R4, THRILNFE,
H RS IR IR 2 FH 22 0, P E AR

On a short Ming wall-building project in the 1550s,
see BiI1e [David Spindler] 7S84 26 K84 )

19

20

22

(—), http://www.thegreatwall.com.cn/phpbbs/
index.php?id=73742&forumid=1, (%) http://www.
thegreatwall.com.cn/phpbbs/index.php?id=73746
&forumid=1, (=) http://www.thegreatwall.com.
cn/phpbbs/index.php?id=73747&forumid=1, post-
ed November 10 2006. On another short wall-
building project in the 1610s, see Peter Hessler,
“Walking the Wall,” The New Yorker, May 21
2007, p. §9.

WEE LS (A S AR, dont: dbatal d it
(1992), p. 17, referencing JAZAM (wl & il Tk
FERFHE A PURIOIERD)  (unpublished paper).
Calculations based on data appearing in Jin
Hongkui, p. 1.

Jents = wl E Kt X g (Al D & KR ETF D,
p. 41.

Two nearby place names &#1lI and #¥i0i, are
still used in modern times. (Author interview of
ELE villagers, September 16 2004.) According to
AU Orhahst) ch. 13 (ALY p. 13A, 958
% is located between the two spots: “HH5 11 L
A, RRTREHART, K7 H.” Based on this
information, I was able to locate ##9% in the field.
1 have consulted Buyanhuu’s (##5i#) (WACSE 5L
FELRNCGn) HUE (R - IR (S LA
PdE)), WS REIEAL: FERIEERE, (2007) in
punctuating this and other quotations from Wanli
Wugong Lu.

For a proof that the Northern Qi dynasty did build
wall in northern Miyun County, see Fil{¢ [David
Spindler] (BEAIAMIRBHR MLER) (=) heep://
www.thegreatwall.com.cn/phpbbs/index.php?id=
76368& forumid=1 and (=) http:/www.thegreat-
wall.com.cn/phpbbs/index.php?id=76369& forumid=
1, posted January 2 2007. On Ming wall-building
in the Gubei Kou area, see below.

See, for example, FEWIE (W) /1B CHRAHIR
B 6 R A S X W K AR B AR e ) <4
320 YBR IR ARIE B 2 SR, i AR 2 e
(1615); MKAL (ZEMENE) 2/5A (LZEH): “Kifl. ..
AL E A GISRNAE D, B, BB, BN
WL (WIR); s (KRR B), K48 54
AR, (1994), p. 664. R (kRGBT K
Wy, (DI HTI) 139 (August 1999), 129—-31.
CHIRHLSIER) 81/1465—66: “HE e AT, i
5 T8 LR A B 82, PR RIS
L, il ok, MEA ST O EE HErORE
AR ORI, AERHERE, HRMEZM, WH
wlesp 2. A2 A similar passage also appears
in (W) 91/2235 (JLiki—=); all are cited in Wal-
dron, p. 78. The Ming Shi Lu incorrectly renders
WKW as HAKIE, while the Ming Shi uses the correct
place name. In this area, there is no FLKl%; K% is
the name used for A4k before T521. ( (W55
S 2/76: WA KW L), There is another
W east of ik, though given the proximity of
the above KI& to Wangping Kou, it is almost
certain that this is the area to which Hua Yunlong
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refers. Waldron is correct to point out that not all
of the places mentioned were on the lines of future
walls, though this is only true for the section
between Wangping Kou and the western reaches of
the modern Mentougou District in western Beijing.
He is incorrect in stating that this was not a
plan for linear defense. A 1382 Ming Shi Lu entry
makes clear the location of these 200 passes, all of
which are on the line of later walls. ( (B KM 5Z3%)

148/2338—42.)

CHIRHLSESE) 148/2338—42.

See (PUHI=KE) ch. 2 (kD).

CWIRSRSEF) 68/1303: “TEW AL I/NIC KR IGAMT,
POE—A—5.”

Waldron, pp. 78, 98.

BRAR (IS S A K, Cop B i )

24 (December 2006), 96: “IRATHILAEARBEL K F—A
FEMEHE 3 AT KA SRR AE 5 L. . KIRAE AT H
o, i T CRE.”

BHSC CUmTE RN, GEWIHARY, February 6
2001, p. B3: “WEELKI Fid—A e X, sides—
SR AN Z A — RIS L, TREAH
M, ZRMVFZIRE. WA KT WE. Bk bk
SR ALRIBI B AR For more on various
competing definitions of a Great Wall, see Hessler,
pp- 59—60.

G FAsEEE) ch. 5 [vol. o], B30Tt (il
BLE): T AN 77 S A e — T R AR IER
L TR SR AL AR SER AL, BT Sk
775 ch. 9 [Vol. 24], B3CTF CHRESFAH SRk L2 i Ty
DR ARV LR PANC RS LA 32N S IVA o LU
BiRE; (WIZEORSk) 97/1784: BNz AbI8E
W, HE A& On a 1499 construction project to
divert the Chao River just inside Gubei Kou and
thereby facilitate its defense, see 1 fi[kI] (Hity K
RERE (¥ B AR 1“3 ” TA2) heep://www.thegreat-
wall.com.cn/phpbbs/index.php?id=44769&
forumid=1; http://www.thegreatwall.com.cn/
phpbbs/index.php?id=44770& forumid=1;  http://
www.thegreatwall.com.cn/phpbbs/index.php?id=
44772&forumid=1; http://www.thegreatwall.com.
cn/phpbbs/index.php?id=44866&forumid=r;
http://www.thegreatwall.com.cn/phpbbs/index.
phprid=44867&forumid=1; http://www.thegreat-
wall.com.cn/phpbbs/index.php?id=44870&
forumid=1; posted April 24-26 2005.

CHAZESRSSE) 102/1868:  “EMA R — L AE WA HE I
fEAi. . 2 Regarding the wall having been
completed by 1501, see (WIZ£IE55%) 174 3175: “H.
ARk, BELASRE, W) J5/EREA” indicating that
there had recently been a wall construction project
in this area, probably in response to the 1495
raid.

Tl (DR AZE) 6/3B, 4A CSEHARIIANDH):
CTACE, g, BN AEAE BT . LSBT RT SN R T —
BBk, BB R, AN RN AL
(Jizhou, 1452); 8/TA—2B (ILH M LR2S Y Dige): Pt
B BT TIORS KA, FAAUE, HEmw s, e
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IMEEL”  (Baoding, 1450); BREE UL
56/31B: “Perk &ML (Liaodong, 1503).

See, for example, (WIEIRSE) 31/805 “ATHE M
(35522 BORTAT TIAEINL, FAR . JE ST TG LA ).
Mz

e (A F) 4/67A, entry 332; (ESRZER) ch. 12
CRET PARBENT, BEWTT, SR ERE T, K
JigrJi1X.” On Altan Khan’s campaigns in the 15308
and 15408, see HHAENE (F)TIE N STV Z0E K
R PR R 20, (WD) 5 (April
2001), §2—54.

According to Ming Shi Lu, this project began in
1551 (“ b)Y VRO S TR S AL B OGO IR
(I SE5E5%) 369/6607), though according to He
Dong, it actually began in late 1550: “2% % &4 54
ERRCEAEL T, BERTIN, BEREIAL” (fTHR CRHEl A
) 3/6B (FHHBHE AW TE), quoted in REAH)
[Tomor] (“PORZA”5AH LML), (5l Lot
78 L4 (2003), p. 218. For more on post-1550
wall-building in the Ji-Chang region, see Pl{t
[David Spindler] (A CAMIRBEHILZR) (1),
http://www.thegreatwall.com.cn/phpbbs/index.
php?id=76371&forumid=r1, posted January 2 2007;
Wkl (SR — — A7 =7 W22 JSe DS AR ), (o B 3
W) 21 (March 2006), 525 (PUHT=XKE) 2/25A-3
44A.

There are a variety of sources relating to the Raid
of 1554 east of Gubei Kou that mention an earth
wall (called “+557) in this region. See Hif& i KIii
MR AT 2/1otA: “UFdisk &M% = LR H.
TESURTE,  JIorMESE,” B ORI 2R A 1 -
MR ALY 6B: “Ral& LEETIVPUE ThG . B R
Wt (MERAZEGL « BILZE6) p. 32A CRBELKR
BT (MR R 58 LR AT For
a late 1570s perspective on the earlier wall in this
area, see PRI (@l « #i1ITH) 2/2B Gldbdk T
WY R TRN AL, KORAE A S AL, Wb
AN, ELIRR e DL IR 2B A Bz L, RO
H.” T have only been able to find (#j|]J%5) in the
1848 edition of (—#4), the only copy of which to
my knowledge is held in the National Library of
China, call number “t679.”

il CHREBCAZEGL « BIILZ20) p. 40A CRFELKR
FafEg): WAy, s ) U x5 50] it —
fReiEoke; AVEL, BT, NTART, AT, A
R

See (WIRES5E) 11/315. While the Ming Shi Lu
mentions that only the transfer of Tan Lun was
approved, both (%) (222/5835, 212/5613) and
CIEEEE) (29/24A) state that the transfer of both
men was approved. On piracy during the Ming
dynasty, see Kwan-wai So, Japanese Piracy in
Ming China during the 16" Century (East Lansing:
Michigan State University Press, 1975).
CORAREER) 6/37A—37B: “MB&ELLTE. 28K, KIK
WA, TR RN GE, S BRI, HER
I, LA A S T M, A D5 AET, ifEREBIPIILITT? 7. See
also ERA (ISR LA E T, QaikEs
WP FAEERER)) 119 (January 1987) 95.
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Dictionary of Ming Biography, p. 1244; (W5)

212/5612 (4kIefk) . Other military officials origi-
nally stationed in the southeast and later brought
to the northern border include 17 (r507-1560),
Wi (active 1552—1576), WAl (1503-1575), and
T540 (1515-1589). (For officials involved in orga-
nizing the resistance against pirates, see ZN.4 (1]
PAHAK) ch. 55 (HEFERLY ).

KA (REFUESHLHRIL), QLHSFE) 113
(December 1997) 79-81; UEARAERE) chs 1-3; Wu
Tingxie, pp. 50506, 661.

CUIsE) 212/5613 (RARIEIED.

CRADPRAEREY 8/1B—2BI4kYe G LA ; (R
ZM G 348/1A—2A; WL (FIEHAZEI) 6/23A—
28B (MR ERK LM A 2ii) . A proposal identi-
cal to Tan Lun’s was also advanced by the Ji
Defense Command Grand Coordinator, Liu
Yingjie. See XN (FINNXIAZEW) 2/3A-6B (M
R LR TR 225D

“EeE b D =), AR LUBEART LUK 3SR

LUTHEIEER” (G RAE « BIFE) 6/32A  dipukmit sl
A3 )

CRWIZMTTS) 348/1B, A (A0 AH): “[450
BERT =2, WEEE R S R, B L.
L LA, E O HESE, T LURT, B A RIS, e b
B35 ).

Many modern scholars claim that Qi Jiguang was
the first to build hollow wall towers. See iyt
Fg CPEZWELY, bt FEHE SRR (1999),
p. 1585 Z3E US4k 4 HE AR vkY , collected in
CRAOEHIFN) diZesr (RAREIITTIRHED, Jbnt: %
L HikAE (2001), p. 147; Ray Huang, 1587: A Year
of No Significance (New Haven: Yale University
Press, 1981), p. 182. One exception among modern
scholars is Jiang Dachun, who correctly points out
that both Weng Wanda and Yang Bo had previ-
ously proposed building towers, and that Qi’s
tower-building owes a debt to those that came
before him: #AHE R4k ZEHOERIA WY, (P
[T S2AF5E) 39 (August 1988) 124.

Wen Gui was 9o sui in 1538. See 7KEE (I 5K
) 25/37B (FX P ARRATILTF).

On Wen Gui’s towers, see XA (HIFZEIL) 3/2A
CBERLABA I B A )5 see  also (WIlozss
%) 8/251—52. For other pre-Qi Jiguang hollow
brick wall towers, see JE53C (iifE) 14.1/18A (i
Bi5): g Tsheh AR, A ORE S . b
PO SRR IA T, AR B AL, LK
—E AR, BRSO R A
(RIRZE « BRI (12-chapter  ed.)7/43B (Wit
TEE PRI R o KR IS 26 W Wl B 45 PR K 81 7 S 4
PAGR TR 2250 ) : “UR 25 DR = F B, & il
M TIpRE PR, NTONBLBE S, ez
(Datong, 1554).

This idea was formally proposed by Tan Lun and
the Supreme Commander at the time, Liu Yingjie,

in the first moon of the third year of the Longqing

49

52

reign era. See W4 (WFEMIAZIN) 6/23A—28A (W
e K LR T A 2 g ) 5 R A 2 )
2/3A—6B.

CULHIE: EE AR, SCRUTUMAR, JE & LR H
R, A AEm e, ARV ()T ERAR, K
SRR PG, WOEaE, BAR R AR,
MBI FE R R, i DURFRI, JRRAF
(REM CRIIRSL) 34/34B—35A (HIBUARTY; J7fl
3 (AiAmgic) 1/46B also has a condensed version
of this passage). For Zhang Juzheng’s reaction to
opponents of the tower project, see note 5o
below. On Zhao Zhenji’s opposition to the tower-
building proposal, see #hFE4H (\FEI4T) 2.2/38A:
MBI IE, WL R IE. I, I, BRSO [
VU IR CUR AR, sadife b, sfaadpg.”

R IE GRARFERAEE) 21/27B B RVBHE 4 [
BNRAEHRFELY: “HETRATLLLN ., 18R A, #AT
AL, . FRICRMZ NG L, B, 4
A, DORRLEDR. SRR T2 A ME RS, M
B, WA ZBA LGy E . AN A LA K,
LRk E LA ER L

AR (YRS 2.0/42B: “HiByiRz G, N[E)]
AR AR, AR ] RN k)
LA RS [REE] Wb, AR, JLIE”;
B (—ate - #i)1ed) 2/tA GhAba TiR): “Pibi
[FRIERE] ) METTHONE S ? B E: AT, JoAH,
WLOR AR E, R R, BORJihke. B
ikt ”

Fan Zhongyi mentions the location of the model
towers without mentioning how he arrived at this
conclusion. See i L CRAREVFALY, v | HEH
AL (1996), p. 74. A 1569 entry in Qi Jiguang’s
biography shows that Qi Jimei built towers to be
emulated in Dashui Yu: “F #4308 206 Hi) 1156
W25 G AT B KA AR SE D AL (OB PR AETE )
8/52A). According to Qi Zuoguo, Qi Jimei built
seven model towers: “JH, & LHEAS, NLRERE, BUF
., AU O AR SE T N Sk, iF R SUT
M, BZE EBEUAGE, LU, Jhihnise B i
AR, N iiE” ( ORARAERR) 8/10B); according to
Tan Lun and Liu Yingjie, Qi Jimei built three
model towers: “JZ4kIEARBTIETERE G =, . IEA ]
ARSI B IR T . NOWEEZ I, EF B, LR,
VUAIB 2B (W4 GREEAZZIX) 8/8A, 1oA (B
R h A g ) s XA (PN AZE) 3/22B,
23B (L H& & T B ALY ). K&
WL 22 BRL (eI, HERLR: P S SOAb A
(2001), p. 76 incorrectly state that these model tow-
ers were built on the wall at Jinshanling, just west
of Simatai.

See above note citing Wi (FHFEMHAZZIL) 8/8A,
1A (BIAKFRIE AR ; QIR N0 AZE30)
3/22B, 23B (LIRS Tog EET T BAR A G 5
see also Fan Zhongyi, p. 74.

OB RAEREY 8/2B, WA (GEEAFLMEH); see
also VEII R CKERE) 87/2A (HULHINIL) . Accord-
ing to another account, the number of towers was
scaled down to 1600 by the Ministry of War: “#47



Downloaded by [64.111.126.32] at 00:20 27 December 2017

60

61

62

G2 L] FLAT A %, LAREN. =T 2480 —
TFoNEPE, MRS EEGEEF. LR 2R,
PFs NS ( (4siliid) 1/46B) ; other sources say
1500 towers (M1 (MR AARLHIN) 21/31B (#
LG ISR N1 A5 L SE AR ) 5 ST ORI
MIEEUAERE) 9/96A).

WL CREEAZE) 8/1B (Wi R R i Th28 i) ; X1
R CE N AZR) 3/16B (LI #cE Togll]
RIRIAPNIVY D

TR CORITb R A IS Y o/o7A: “H EIFLG L5E
On ongoing wall-building during this period, see
QR RAERE) 8/15B, 15B—16A  “fi[44. Hdb. &
TI=H e, JCEER. . . K. M. 6. Ak
R ISAAG W =, BOKR T, — R R, IR

B LA L=AE, Rabngte, Wbk, (il S Pt
. (1569). Regarding wall construction methods
while the tower-building project was going on,
see OB TRIEREY 7/24A: “TOUREIRE RIERE[ R 52
PR S IR, IGE 5. On the continuity of
the wall construction methods used in the pre-1576
period, see (PUBI=ICE) 7/252A: “HBERVIFEIHTT
AU RN, BRI, I BB, 4
AN BFHEZ I Brlis) I, BUl=51
Py, REAEAL, R, 2i B, 5 IR L
WA Ol RAERE) 11/36B also has a very similar
version of this passage. The Wu Jiahui standard
wall in the Ji-Chang area in the 15505 was a field-
stone and mortar wall.
U SR LT RO LB, 1858 BE TR, TR
ARG A AT IR R S TN, A L, EEA RS,
WMOBESR eSS, BRI, 2t T H BT, AR,
M2 BRI R, gL, AR TSR S IR ( (W
ERSERY 457/7731); “HotE, WIERFESBL SR, B
FHER SORIGR, WIATRASE o 2 BRAR” (W4 CRFER
AZEWD) 6/26A (K VTR LU T A 226D 5 XY
CANXIAZEW) 2/5A).
On Tan Lun and Liu Yingjie’s explicit reference to
Liu Tao’s “building through non-building,” see “4t
BT AT. R, VB I R AL A I A
REES MBI, BOIhAEZE 2 Ul Kl TR
TREZE, HEHSE, mpraIME) > (ibid., p. 25B/
p- 5A).
Bai Cuiqin, pp. 23—24; Cao Yongnian, pp. 77—84.
Johan Elverskog notes that the Dayan Khan
successfully reaffirmed the idea that there was an
unbroken Chinggisid lineage from the time of
Chinggis Khan to his era. Johan Elverskog,
The Jewel Translucent Sutra: Altan Khan and the
Mongols in the Sixteenth Century (Leiden: Brill,
2003), pp. 9—10. This concept is helpful in explain-
ing why Eastern Mongol leaders of the mid-
sixteenth century found it sufficient to trace their
lineage only as far back as the Dayan Khan, via the
first son in every generation.
Perhaps the only exception to this was the Dayan
Khan, though the authenticity of his bloodline has
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been called into question by modern scholars.
(Christopher Atwood, Encyclopedia of Mongolia
and the Mongol Empire (Facts on File: New York,
2004), p. 138.)

Waldron, p. 36 (distilled from writings on the
causes of nomadic raiding): “[Raiding is] an activ-
ity which facilitates the formation of supra-tribal
confederations, one tool an ambitious leader can
use to reward his followers, and ensure their
loyalty;” p. 81: “Nomads generally strengthened
political cohesion by distributing wealth captured
from sedentary peoples;” p. 93: “[The Mongols,]
needing resources with which to wage their inter-
necine struggles, they began to draw nearer to the
Chinese border.” Su You (1492—1571), an expert on
northern border policy, observed, “FH [H 4, 15 Ht
SORI. g5, RIS RO, WORIATRE . o)
#, XH—Al BN E T, S, A, Y
L, SR AT AN E AR, SRR
TAAT FE i T30 1, YIRS AR R A T A B, 77
B, KR, RS RO TS, S
FIEHE A G D E oMK, s, R
(In#i (BIRZE) (4-chapter  ed.) 3/9A—9B (Fl
JINEHY); (EMLMCGE) 216/7B: also  quoted in
Nagayi Takami, (OCFREEHITTTS), (G346
) 78 (March 2000) 4. Gu Yingtai suggests that
the poor quality of Altan Khan’s grasslands com-
pared to those of other powerful Mongols was
a reason for his raiding: “[Altan Khan’s older
brother] ##M A, M, HALGE. ME%23ITE.

R, BT, DAUREONE.”( (WRAFHAK) 6o/ort
("h4E13)5 edition), cited in Wang Tianyou, p. 93.)
A, B BACRTT, BEAKMERE, AFISE, LA
[0 ( CEBIZAE ) 166/10A, Sl (EHLE K b1
Bi) ).

B YUPT B W E s 9E A B R AR B NSk B
( CHIHESRSE) 364/6494).

“[EIEA L iy, RSP . &, WA ot
IR (LR CESORN AU 6/14B—15A (Hi%¢
AR ); B2 NGE, NAFEELGL RT3,
Bz aEg, Foegs, FIAT R (ESRE (RS
EABRZEI) 8/28A Ch EAETUZ BB W TTT A Z
HE ALK HEH) ); see also Su You’s quote in
note 63 above.

For the dates of Dayan Khan’s life, see Atwood,

p. 138; for the year of Ciiriike’s death, see Henry
Serruys, Tables of the Descendants of the Dayan
Qan (The Hague: Mouton & Co., 1958), p. 94; for
the dates of Darayisun’s life, see ibid., p. 24.
Tomor (“PERZA" 5551 BINAIL), p. 211.

For the birth and death dates of Old Batur, see
Serruys Tables, p. 120; Sengge’s birth and death
dates are from Elverskog, p. 97.

BUE R T R Dy 2 AE VR I ) chis article
appears in (Gl SCHE) , WRRITERE: NS B IR
41 (1992) and (1ERKFHEL 16 (1985); his argument
appears on pp. 145—46 and 114-15 respectively.
For Tiimen’s birth and death dates, see Serruys
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Tables, p. 24; for a confirmation of the year in
the twelve-year cycle that Tiimen was born, see
M BB (BRIEHE) 16/17B (JTHBMHERA U 2 [ 5L] A 4T
PO “ikep HAn BB ZEN, 8BS AKE.” (1539 was a
L% year).

“MEETIEEREAT, kL. RO A, SRETR
DL, B, R, R (R v (R
[T ZEM) 4/21B—22A).

FTIE (EIE) p. 22A—22B (BRABIZEND: “HIfE
AL G /N EF . UK, Wb [ 2 Fi.”
TG ChE D4 vol. 7, p. 82. Borjigi-
dai Oyunbilig points out that these were not the
names used by the Three Commanderies them-
selves. Collectively, they referred to themselves as
BT, S TTE R, or B AT 2304, The
Duoyan Commandery referred to themselves as JU
[, the Taining Commandery as /4% or 1L,
and the Fuyu Commandery as 505, (=% 0
#[Borjigidai  Oyunbilig] (28500 R AR
B, (S AP SE-BH (2003), pp. 221-22.
Cao Yongnian, p. 82; PHIE (WIRGHIEIL T R
R, (LRI B4 (1985), p. 265 (WIS
) 196/2946: “HAR T AL AR AR TU
R s, LU .

C[EB= D E AN E T4 (1514, (PREEYR)
116/2357, cited in Oyunbilig (¢ F2HUC0 KGN 45
TR, p. 227); “CrdrhBRIN I E: 2E0HE M2 HEIL
SN G/ LS (1522, CIIHESRY5R) 38/952).
Note that these and other marriage alliances men-
tioned in this article took place between parties of
greatly differing power and status and probably as
a result the husbands of princesses were not
accorded the title tabunang, which during the Ming
dynasty was often used by husbands of princesses
directly descended from Yuan dynasty emperors.
For more on the use of this title during the Yuan,
Ming, and Qing dynasties, see B{HUEI (Fiflt Fif
BR— BT ), (RIEFIF) 34 (March
1985), 29—36.

Tomor (PR A" 55881 BIIASTY, p. 2115 Oyun-
bilig (OGFZBU R NI4T 18D, pp. 228—30.
Tomor (“Pefliz " 525 BIAZIT), pp. 213, 220.
Oyunbilig (12500 R AR TR, pp. 231-
32.

On the attack, see (J7Jj¥isk) ch. 8 (& H4
1) p. TA: “HIBAE M. . R, A AE R,
5z, JEHIL. R ATE N 28, He Dong
served as a Supreme Commander from early 1551
to early 1554 (Wu Tingxie, pp. 1—2). On Bayan
Tegiis” position at the time (#HH1%4:597), see (W
SRUSE) 246/4944. On the location of Bayan Tegiis’
camp at the time, see AT (s KRBT LA 210
(1o-chapter ed.) o/TsA CMHHRE BTG : “Hitidb
A TR R 2 ) LARAR, SO 244 0hS, =
R, ABEZIEER. .

See a memorial from the third moon of the thirty-
fourth year of the Jiajing reign: “/5. . Mt R F
RSHVES, DR A 2 (W ORI R A AR S

90

91

2201 (12-chapter  ed.)1/6A—6B (JFWRE; ¥ Hi4H S 1
SRR ).

1398:  FWISC. NI (LY, bRl bRl AR
(2003), P. 127; 1449: “[1444] = L0 N5&. iy p[E 2
RIS B AL AR AR, . IR
Sl b, R R, Xz, A IR, R
SPAY, PltsE S NER” (Gl « 28i=
Y ); 15500 TR EL TN = B2 RIEIRW, 5
AR RV E . . AREALE, BrldeR” O L
(Aimgid) 1/21B), but see fTHE (KHEIIALE)

3/6B (EHVEREABIAD) . <A, ERILE, (R0 K
s, TR, DUIE A, B/2) 51 20 Bt i, R
WML 5.7 1563 “BEABETIE. V), Mk ol 542
T R, SR, BAPEAE” (RIE (D

ch. 64).

HASRSE (22 1/35B, 35B—36A Chilik Bt LG E
VPG AT, WIBRAEASE, HACE A, AR,
fap SRR G EIE 2 AL L AT A )k, FLE AR,
WEE R KIF 2, BT ICR; BN I, SAFIE; 4
BN NIFIHIEISAAER L IR A 2 iR .

On the Eastern Mongol practice of planning large
raids several months in advance, see #f k7 (iR
id « iGFE) pp. 25A—26B.

CITRA HHLILEA KK LB IE 7107, HEH R
HRIUNA, s B[ 565 U [referring to the
Raid of rs50] AR (Wit (WHERAZR6 « 1055
Bi) p. 40A CRBEL KB ).

On how the Mongols disguised their intentions as
to where they were going to raid, see i K% (i
id e ARFEY p. 26A.

(W B E1T%) (95-chapter ed.) 65/4B (it 3e5k
D A B BT ARG, A B g,
JEAELE S U SIS R, UL, WL RE
P sk i K k. A2, Y RS .

it (BN ZEG « $IL5EH) p. 32A CRBFELKR
BOEHEG): MBI FAMIG SR, SRR EAILE S
RBHTRINE 6, TEHA R ILER S, Ok )LATEAH
g, NH bt b makg

T B R, TRIRIR. WL, BRid
FEME % LM [referring to the Raid of 1550]”
(ISR SIER) 376/6696).

On the Ming diplomatic recognition of Altan Khan
and the resumption of the horse markets, see Wang
Tianyou, pp. 95-99; kb (HIIRE AR 558k
AR ETTETY, GaIER2ER) 23 (March 1982),
T41—46.

Ma Chujian calculates that between 1522 and 1544,

the Mongols raided the Chinese border 105 times.
Of these attacks, Altan Khan’s caused the most
damage. (Ma Chujian, p. 52).

On the relatively quiet Ji-Chang border before
1576, see Robert Thompson, “Defense of the
Northern Frontier in Ming China Especially the
Chi-chou Area Northeast of Peking 1569-83,”
Master’s thesis, University of Chicago, 1962,
pp. 42—43.

On the pre-Raid of 1550 territory of the Xuan-Da
Supreme Commander, see #1552 (=2 1/43A
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(G- R URE NP et S SN YN S N7
B CEOREBL, UL, B ZARINAEIARAR. e
HeE DI In addition to the post-1550 regions of
Xuanfu, Datong, and Shanxi, the fourth zhen
presumably refers to Baoding.

Tomor points out that expenditures in the Ji
Defense Command in 1582 were over eleven times
the level of expenditures before 1550. Tomor (“pi
R AR G AL INASEDY, p. 217.

DS (CRZRHIA) 43/42B, M A Eigk
BRIAvhgey: “unsih. 2o g =B, AR B
TRIAK, (YT ik, 2 L AN, B B3 L
Py B R IRDIBUEE TR, JEAECR AN, YR
BT, (2 AN, B

XIEIRE C#ITIR3E) 1/29B Ch 5 H RAILIL 43849
2 IACH DhE L AT g ) - sl LG T R N
). (1616)

On this raid, see (W) 327/8485.

This raid occurred in what is now Eastern Hebei
Province, ending in disaster for the Mongols when
their troops plunged off a cliff, lemming-like, as
they were en route back into Mongolian territory.
The most detailed account of this raid is in (JjJj;
KD ch. 1o (CLAFIME 1) pp. 2B—4A.
Regarding this raid, see (J7Jjiths) ch. 13 (N
PICEMFERKRYIE) pp. 12B-13A, 24B—25A, (K&
Bt pp. 29A—29B.

On the location of Sengge’s base, see Serruys
Tables, p. 85; on the logic of his close relations
with the Three Commanderies, see ibid., p. 86.
Ao Deng points out that Altan Khan married one
of his daughters to the son of Menggudai (%fii' %)
and that Sengge married one of his daughters to a
“Shao Chaoman” (/DIB2). (X (AR T EREFCRA
), p. 175, in CEERRFLED 208K, 1986). On mari-
tal alliances between the Tumed and Duoyan Mon-
gols, see also FiAH) [Tomor| (/520 g M4
BUELY, (AN R AR (NS FAR) ) 36.3 (May
2004), p. 53 and L% [Borjigidai Oyunbilig]
CGRATBREESN), p. 207, in (SETLHIRYD) 58\
(2005). On Sengge’s other wives and their origins,
see Serruys Tables, pp. 86-87.

RPN (HRAHI= L, UL, A,
HRdge 518 A 205, B3 06 % 4R UMAE R, il
T BEIL L I (S OBZENS) 15/21A. T have
consulted Buyanhuu (i) and Wang Xiong’s
CHIARSEN DU RN SN ) 3 8, SN KA AL
MPRIFEEE  (2000) in punctuating this and other
quotations from Lulong Sailue.

IR SK) 521/8527.

For a biography of Sengge’s wife A%t (Mongo-
lian beyiji, following Serruys Tables, p. 86), see
i) ch. 13 CREEHAL) 11A—12B.  Ming
Shilu does not mention the Great Beyiji until 1576,
thus I have left the upper bound of her active dates
as a question mark.

3 Serruys, “Two Remarkable Women in Mongolia:

The Third Lady Erketi Qatun and Dayicing-
Beyiji,” Asia Major 19.2 (1974-1975), 194; “Four

"
ol
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Documents Relating to the Sino-Mongol Peace of
1570-1571,” Monumenta Serica, 19.1 (1960), 5.
The Ming scholar Wang Shiqi also calls a b4 a
wife of a prince, or princess: “Lbi, Z&% G EHZIE 5
SRELRL (BEH (ZaHM%) 2/24A).

CHELH, W ( OFBEERS) 15/21A);  C“HPGE
2%, R B (CRIIEES) 57/33B, KT AR
CEI1%) ).

CEEZSE) 57/33B: “HI& RG22, Hrhilng ks
WL FMEHA N4, B HEERE, PIsbE 25, flist
ANATANJE”

(MUY, ch. s, cited in Wada Sei, (AW LIS
*54itka). Moko hen (Tokyo: Toyo Bunko, 1959),
p. 581.

The Great Beyiji, the Lesser Beyiji, and a Baotu (%
%) Beyiji were all daughters of Duoyan chieftains
and wives of Sengge. See (/7 JB3ENE) 15/21B.

For the lineage of the Great and Lesser Beyiji, see
(5 ledEns) ch. 15. For the year of Qotong’s death,
see (A RATILE) ch. 12 [vol. 33], JiiE Chil
BHEEY): “QE4 2 FE, A EPU4E” (memorial written 3735
FAETH A H); see also $A#) [Tomor] (=& L
F—LL o5 a Ay ey, PhD dissertation, Nanjing
University, 2001, p. 10; cited in Oyunbilig (3¢ T4
UL R NIIAT 8D, p. 225.

A BB\, PO 2 3 ( (R IE
%) 57/31B). Note that this text renders Bahazhen
as J\/M.

MHEMZN, =2, 7. ERIUE, ¥, KERENE 2
SRS AR T L A 2] e R
WEEL, B = O JRZENK) 15/6A.

(5 edERE) 15/6A. Ayatai’s base was also near &
i, which shows that this was in fact another name
for the Great Beyiji’s brother Aitaibi: “ff1Z41 k. b
FESEHMEIEEZAN . TohT, ELRNERE” (b
TRAEREY 9/48B; (ELHAHHIESE) $8/6A.
CHREDAPE z: [hAb B S, AR WL
Ak, AGE, Bk EREE R R EIKk 5, Bk
ML (RS (et « #HiT)E) 2/12B (G dbdrE
)

CEPFIIRRT N 2SR 2 A, pbE i (BREE
(e« 71 2/11A GhdbdeEiE) )

CNBEE” is the rendering given in ( =HUL% EE)
vol. 3/36A and (PUBL—=E) 6/89A. (/i EIEM)
15/21B lists a Chaoman who had a older sister who
was Sengge’s Great Beyiji (15/21B), a “Younger
Chaoman” (1) who was a son-in-law of
Sengge (15/22A), a Duoyan Chaoman who was the
first son of M4/ (15/13B), and a Chaoman who
was the second son of Bayan Tegiis (15/6A). The
first, second, and fourth Chaoman were one in the
same person; the third Chaoman was Chaoman
the Elder. (Jiiaksha) ch. 13 (a5IfE) p. 12B
identifies the Chaoman involved in this raid as
the second son of Bayan Tegiis. (W]ili%:) renders
Chaoman as 4ily (66/25A); (LWIFIREEL) as #Ra8
(2/70B); (HHHZESEE) as Hi4 (138/2576).
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'S On Chaoman the Elder’s genealogy, see ()5/k%E

1r

2N

3

°

o

) 15/13B. (WIS PEE SRR 40) Vol. 2 (punc-
tuated by TERBD), MPRIERE SO AL
(2000), p. 563; Tomor, (+/NtHaljG-mf e Fitir)
p. 3 (2004), 53, and Wada Sei 1959, p. 581 all mis-
punctuate a passage from (UML) 57/32A—
32B KT (HI1%5),
mistaken impression that the oldest son of Hahachi
is known as “At#.” Yu Moying mispunctuates
the sentence as “A MG JRAERLIEY, (15— Ak
. KIBA5. . " not realizing that the text is cor-
rupted: the “—” should be “7,” and that J%k%
and BB K are two different people, both younger
brothers of Hahachi ( (PU—%#&) 10/8A is cor-
rect in stating “# ~A”). In the case of Tomor, he

giving the reader the

accidentally omits the first two characters in the
three-character name of Chaoman’s uncle %K,
then mistakenly punctuates the “K”as being part
of Chaoman’s name: “#—AJELZE, Kb#...”
Wada Sei starts a quotation as “ A WLA 2RI
.. (MU= 6K), while written earlier than (i
1%, may have used a source in common with it.
Page 10/8A uses the character “X” to separate the
name of Boluoda and his nephew Chaoman, but
mistakenly places the character before the “X”:
NEEE S ON U

CHARAEEY o/47B, CEBIHSE) 58/4A.
Curiously, I am unable to find sources listing his
pastures here or elsewhere, only references that he
received his fushang in the Gubei Kou area. ( (/4
= KA&) 6/89A) For Bayan Tegiis’ home base, see
Wit (ARIZERIL) (24-chapter ed.) 7/8B (itfify Hiidi#i
BUR RS G ; (e EN%) 15/6B.

See also note 114 above.

Tomor {TNHALGFIHZEHUL), p. 53 points out
that marriage
Mongols and Uriangkha Mongols usually hap-
pened after the former brought the latter under
their control. By the mid-1550s, Sengge was already
in his early thirties, making it unlikely that the

alliances between the Eastern

Great Beyiji was his first wife.

(P9 —K&) 10/9B (published 1578) lists her base
as Lftf, 350 li from the border, near the camp of
an Aitaibi & 0. (UML) 57/31B (Hi]1%)

(probably reflecting information that Mi Wanchun
collected while serving as a Mobile Corps Com-
mander (77K 7%) in the Chang Defense Command
around 1584 — see (MIMPSEYIK) 154/2849) lists
her as living in Aitaibi’s camp itself: “[K%EH]4
e, N a0 E 2. (RHIELES) s8/9A K
4k (#iEAR) lists her camp as being over 100 /i
from Aitaibi’s camp: “4& G0 HAE (1351, LI TEH A
HLORHPURER, LU= H A" Wada  Sei,
p. 581 states that Aitaibi is FIffl1}%, (presumably
the Chahkar Mongol listed in (f7E2E0%) 15/14A
as the suzerain of the descendants of Hahachi,
including Chaoman the Elder). Serruys Tables,
p. 29, on the other hand, identifies this Ayataibi as
a son of Emil and a cousin of Darayisun. Wada

124

128

124

o

130

131

W

13

13

&

Sei’s assertion is clearly wrong, because it would be
illogical for the Great Beyiji to abandon her own
biological family whose suzerain was the Tumed
Mongol Sengge and seck the protection of the
Chakhar Mongol Ayatabi.

IS OiRaha) ch. 8 (A 1E) pp. 13B-14A:
A, BEE O EE, WATRE R, R A
AZ, UABETRNE, MAEAEPIGER, HgmACtr o, LIS
ShFE, BT DB TRESHE.” IAT (BRI 3/67A
CERURBR[TRAERL B “Ba b EREE, HyEHn
AU ESE (DREENEABRTZEID) 10/4A itk
BN P DUREE EE): CEAHEE A R
PR, DriEbEE, FLRIEE, REVEJCHL, ARG, Ak
FHFIA AR A, AGETRIE, RIS RE, HE
TH” (1573). Oyunbilig ( (&4 EBIFZ N, p. 207,
states that Sengge divorced his Duoyan Mongol
wives in order to marry his father’s powerful
widow the Third Lady (1551—1612, Chinese —#
). He does not state his source, but it is likely
CIPIIIs) ch. 9 (ZARAE) p. 10B: “fh, WA
PIAFE AR %, L IR sz, AR RE
Tt 7 Serruys Two Remarkable Women, p. 207
cites the same passage to support his statement that
the Third Lady compelled Sengge to divorce his
other wives. For the birth and death dates of the
Third Lady, see Elverskog, p. 114.

PPy ch. 8 (FHAEHLHIE) p. 17B.

P S UE CHRAEAE) 16/15B (ST BB ER I S [0 ] A AT
AR CRUTENEEEY 4/26B. “¥), #aEEA, A4k
R, R NERRAEZE, BTG, 3, 852,
JRZE ST Yo g b R EE.”

PRGN L, HUB S TR 2 1) (5 i
) ch. 8 (HEAFHIE) p. 17B.

SRR FCRVEE EAEH )L IR, VIR, 3%

POAEEG BRI - CRB IR
4/62A (IRFITHMGTHA S4BT .

T8 CRVBIIBE ) s/41B CICHE L B4 00 5
B): =R IO IRAEE, L R AL

At (CHUL4 R IE) vol. 3/6A: “BLH R =T <+
JUM LB — 7Ly P B A 2 I A M 5 AR T D B 55
T, AR B LAY, SRR TN
[ p Tt - o

( (WIHIRSEa) 140/3266: “HEPLELIALEIA. . H L
O IE B 2) 4 15 19 1 Sk B 55 7). For  fushang
amounts and locations in the Ji
Command, see ( =144 M%) vol. 3.
CUIPIIRWIZ ) 130/3A.

For an early reference to the granting of fushang,
see (WAtHIRYE) 130/3083—3084.

T% CREPIHIZEI) 5/33B [page with memorial
title is missing]: “PETAILLPRE FZ 0, H LI T
X2 et

CWIHSRSIIR) 370/6614: “HMITAL, A H AWK, 15
BEA D, VPR

QISR SIIR) 399/7002 “Aeiiid TR AR P, AN
R R, A ZE, B IR, I OCHU:.
WA IO, RS E B2 2. AT AN, Bk

Defense
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CHPIRTIE) ch. 8 (MEEFIMET) p. 37B: “an—=T4k
BOAE, WIHITR. AL, A %L e se L 3.
CRMZICG) 317/25A—25B, T4 CHliERH B4
WAL E TR Z S ) A D,
S ETRM. MBI, BCRIMMEZ, WMATF
ENCA

B8 CRWIIESE) s6/50B: “PEFb s, BT
SAEKEE. APTEA AR 2, a2
TV T W&, SRR, WIRZ %, FEROAMERT:
P

Tomor (T /NHAF I IZEE R, p. 54.

YRS (it e #il 1SR H) /7B (BRI (2))
CHELL ISR Al 25

The first indication T can find that the Chinese
knew that the Great Beyiji had been scorned by
Sengge is in her biography in chapter 13, (K1
HHUE) p. 11A of the Wanli Wugong Lu, which
was published in 1612 (Franke, Sources of Ming
History, p. 63). On Chaoman’s use of his sister’s
status to extort fushang, sce (W) 2/70B
and (HUAEAE) 16/18A (Ll BIFP [ 5L AFTRD -
OB LU G, Pt i, .

For late-Ming sources that indicated that Sengge
and the Great Beyiji were still married, see (W
g %) 2/70B (Chongzhen era) and (Hi#E4E)
16/18A (SBR[ 50 A1TIR) (late Wanli era):
AR, DIHBEFR G, BB Bl BB
6. A7 Zhang Juzheng indicates that Wu
Dui informed him that Chaoman and the Great
Beyiji were married: “SURMEYE, SPHEENN
8.7 ( CRRE B 28/21A (BB SR M
[#5]) ). Though published later, Ming Shi also
reflects the Chinese belief that Chaoman and the
Great Beyiji were married at the time: 4kt (W]
$) 212/5616 “AZ, WAMEIEREE L A, HED
Wz

ORI, DILBRZE A, B, il BSOS g
RWGE” ( (RWIRBSEE) 2/70B).
CHIMHETTHEN, RS Em Y. BT kAR
AERE BB, BN WA A, E
WEE e RO S N GEEE” (R (d gk - )] e
Hi) 2/20B (BIPR[EEE LB ).

SIS PG 2%, B L Ko 4, [
EEE, WIsdblE 2R, WA RARE (R
&) 57/33B.

FRES etk « #1153 1/25A—25B ( RATJEIRF15):
HEFH, REEG L. SR80, AL E#.
WAL B AR APHERI LG RN T
HPBE L = RURIE, HEWMT-4, FiEte, s
W, HirmIoR, R, WskaBe. M E B, Wk
AR N A, SR T =, ARSI AR A4
W RN

For Ayatai’s rank, see (/7JEZEN4) 15/6A. For
listings of titles granted to Three Commanderies
Mongols, see generally, (f/E%EHE) ch. 15.

See (PUHT=) 6/89A, which lists Gubei Kou as
the place where Chaoman collected his fushang.
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He probably married Sengge’s daughter not long
after the Tumed-Duoyan alliance was formed in
the 1550s. The Great Beyijii was probably well
aware of the effect that irking Sengge’s kin could
have on the Chinese, as seen from the Tonghan
incident and the Raid of 1563, described above.
(ISR SI5E) 494/8202. Since Chaoman is men-
tioned together with Ayatai (here rendered Fi%f' ),
I conclude that this refers to Chaoman the
Younger and his half-brother.

See (PU#{—=3K) 6/89A, which lists Gubei Kou as
the place where Chaoman collected his fushang.
Dating of the raid from (/5JE%EN%) 11/22B.
For evidence that this raid was in retaliation for
Chinese refusal of additional fushang, see ( (W3
S23) s1/1190: “HIHUE RIS IBTAE, WAL L),
For the number of raiders, see (JiJjit®st) ch.
13 (MbE4%) p. 13B. According to Guo Zaoqing,
the Great Beyiji herself took part in this raid: “&
RN 3 AN e WS R TR (AR P57
( (5 EZENE) 11/22B) Other sources do not list her
as personally participating in the raid. On the
woodcutters’ path, see (JJJiEsE) ch. 13 (4
WAMEY p. 13B; LA (AiAkEid) 1/49B.  Guo
Zaoqing said that the raiders did climb a wall to
get in: “KAE, BRI ST AT EEREE N b g
JEFRI ( EIENS) 11/22B) and Qu Jiusi writes
that there was a wall in Falcon Gap at the time: “/%
. T, R e\, SR g2 (O k)
sk) ch. 13 (BEL) p. 13A). The modern scholar
Fan Zhongyi claims, without indicating supporting
evidence, that the raiders did not breach the wall
in this raid. Fan Zhongyi, p. 96: “H N UHA&EAT L
ok

Author’s visits to this section in March and July,
2006.

OTPisahst) ch. 13 (L) p. 13B.

The account of the raid is from (JipiEIh=%)
ch. 13 (Ba1L) pp. 13B—14A.

MRES (gt « i1 3E) 1/20A (40 4k
Y s “SCBER R AT A, ARV, b, L
IR R, BIRB. B, SRR Y.
On the people that the Chinese suspected as
guiding for Altan Khan in 1550, see (W{H5505%)
379/6723 and (BB « Z5Ei— B).

CiDiRIisE) ch. 13 (ALY p. 14A.

See (MHMIZEIRAGHND) 56/385  “Jukt, FYESAEZ AL,
i A B L RS ERASRE A R T, SRR, dih
AL OEBUEEGAE, TR R P AR — B4,
RN, BB IR AE LR Sk e, B
ENBERS, VAT HY, Moy 2 Wl b, &
DIy

ORI ch. 13 (ML) p. 15A.

R gENE) 11/23A—23B: L. HLF IS S K AR A
ENPERE LA A b o Al Bs R L, AL L, il
Hifir.”

AT N, AT TR, RS IR
M, KB, bR, MG SRR N B, AT LA
SO BRI CESFIZKIE) 2/19A.
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On the Great Beyiji’s raids in the 1580s and the
Chinese continuing to provide her with fushang
after these raids, see (HIHiZ3%) 138/2576 “Hijfi
BRI AR H R S AN R
BrE AL LA 25 RO i B L, SRR
KT —T—%, WEEN—TL4; BwEWTCBENFE. . .
SR R AR S A AR, BIEAIHE . ahiE
FCRI ™ (AN ESR) 144/2680  “HRIAKEELUAAE
ANHMNUEAER, SR, JER A ke,
JIULHE, AKFRBUN, BT SRS 2 s R IH SO S,
DLz gy, S . 2.

MR (7)) (Wanli  ed.) ¢T4LIAE) 7B (ki
Wy: “EH[1576], KGN IIERRY, b ILR I, ik
D, SRR R | A I B, B i F gk
28, WAMEAN LR . ST BHMINAR, A 81 J
P TR AL s/T5A: “BRRTEBESE, 251 P
WU R 2. HF R, FRRUE b, W A, 2
oy Tyr e, A6, AL T LA kIR

738 zhang of wall were built in the Gubei Kou area
in 1577: “JI PR BUIHR AL B SE BTN,
HbE =B % Chal i) 4/61A (HIE
SEHUE LA S )

Jin Hongkui, pp. 248—50.

SRARE (SFRIAT) 2.1/31B, T RAE (G DG
By s (PEKIAIY 1/196.

(MU= 7/252A: “HIE LERIYAE, HEHFRIH
B AEFHE I BT NI, B =A R,
FMUGA, R, AR, L ARG e A
R RAENE) 11/36B also has a very similar ver-
sion of this passage.

Other memorials included in (PU# =) seem to
be abridged versions, as evidenced by the character
% at the end of their titles. The title of this memo-
rial as listed in (PUHL=C&) does not bear the

character I#%.

OB RAFREY 8/16A “HUE MR Tk, BRIARENR
“” (1569).

The core of some sections of wall in the Gubei
Kou-Simatai region were built of fieldstone and
sanhetu (Author’s visit).

There is, however, a short section of fieldstone and
mortar wall remaining in Falcon Gap (Author’s

visit).

Notes on contributor

171

174

17!

176

B (—adk - #iT1RgE) 2/3A AR “ILM
HIELREAT, TANEIS L0, VLRI RS L35, 4 ont £1. 4
ez, Hsgse, L.

WRA=8 (BROK S Ie B AR « i4E) t/61A (ALHITT:
Y. “JOEHME L, SRR H . (4R B R L
AN LR uE)

Inscriptions in the Badaling area provide the date
of the reinforcement of that wall with brick. See
e CEPRIMKAR(2E)), CPEIRMIEY 11 (Sep-
tember 2003), (ZERRMIIKIN(4L)) p. 425 and EET
CHRAR A 52D, dbat: RIS (1988), p. 306. Some
of the bricks at Qiangzi Ling have a date stamped
on them, wusually “JjJiT4EBHE RKB i
(Author’s visit).

Nan Bingwen, p. 1054.

On the Korean War in the 15908, see Mote and
Twitchett, eds., Cambridge History of China,
(Cambridge University Press, Cambridge: 1988)
vol. 7, pp. 567-74.

ARM (2R BORSEAEZEI) 1/10B (AMRBI R G : « [
VUK, B BRI )45 T8 B B R, r LD s e is e,
IR HER I )i B TA %75 1/30B (RBRIEHIHE): <1
MGLAERIE CAT O], JoRERME, D2 TR,
SISy, (RAEINGY. AR — SR T4, RO
— IR 4. HARUHIRIR, Rl %, Tasm
BB Wik E OBEEBAERE) 24A: “TOLWTE. B,
ILZE R TR B R BE s JOR IR SR JE . Tk
JIVAT T, Rg9 ML, BEUR S (1594); R (b2
SRR 2/33B—34A (THEUEHITHD .

Based on an analysis of 39 wall building projects
between 1578 and 1623 recorded on stone tablets,
usually mounted on the wall. Most of these inscrip-
tions have been transcribed in Hua Xiazi, pp.
301—06; YLHARH g0 (Z3 5L KAk, dbat: Jy At
(2002), pp. 368-83; (FFMICL TR HPUGH; i
CREEE IR 20 kL) 87885 (SLWARAK) 41
(May 1998), p. 42; Cheng Jinlong, Fang Fang,
p. 265 (YR . For examples of brick wall-
building projects in the Chongzhen era, see [
— PRSI T AR R b B A SR
vol. 40 item 2897 (LA & BULVTE = B &1l TRAE B
FEATRRY, FEAR: 7UPGIITE R AL, 2001 (Shanxi,
1641); (W SORL) 240, vol. 1, pp. 98A—99B (JtR}
PPV ERSPOEA) , R BFFEBE D S SO0, 1972
(Xuanfu, 1633).

David Spindler is an independent historian based in Beijing.

Correspondence to: davidspindler@yahoo.com.



