Paul D, g
Center for East A
Western Washingto

A. Background and Interpretation and Marsha] Bayan's:i'qo

The Sung dynasty seéme
1. Introduction mandate passing to Mang:

H;]‘pdhinj

_ . hsrenant)
When the capita] Lin-ang%, ch"".’

to the Mongols in
1276 after Protract
its surrender, 1

;? fell 2. Resistance
the early Spring of

ed negotiations over
much of Sung China (MAP
assed into the hands of

Some loyalists no
refused to recognize the
Planned a new Sung re

tempted repeat. of the hi

8r 0 the  achievement of a centur
new dynasty quickly and were in any case earijer,3 Through theit.é
i rum by .Mangol horsemen ance to the Mongols was

allies advancing on another three years and
Southeast-- the area now
the provinces of Chian

The end had come aft

er more than 40 and Kuang-tung and Kuan
-af chronic conflict with

and their Chinese
several fronts,

years

ik
Mongol  vered momentarily by Sun CClu'ry-)/W'M’? (,);frjn)

rulers of the North and nine yYears of the dynasty a brief new:

" almost continuous large scale Positional The success Of resistanc

warfare alang both '

achieving this in the face
obstacles wag due O
largely untapped

ications had barred the ag- resources of the
vance of the Mongol enemy for many base. '

¥ears, seriousiy delaying the inevit-
abie.2

Kuang-(nax) surty

The energies that had held At the time of the

vang, however, weére exhausted by early Movement, the sgutheast’ as
1276 and Sung field farces were scatter- much terrg Incognita to. .4
ed or desiroyed, The imperial Outside of a few commerciail

was empty, and the State centers such as Fu—chDUf%. *
and tax System charged wit ton (Kuang—chnuﬁ‘ M it

it was in disarray, The ed barbarian and’ﬁndeve{oPQ_
virtually defenseless, To attempt tqg in common with most other

hold it any longer wouldg have invited 3z focused on the large and::
Mongo} massacre. The gates were opened SOPhisticated

Hsiang-

treasury
administrative
h replenishing
capital was

Map One: The Ju of Sung China

cities af




140

Politicaily and administrati incor- ; ; " b
porated into Chinese domainZEIin lgg?f merCh?ndlse entering the - 4], and Chien-ning}ff7§3.11 This dist- by the Mongol conquerors  to
~ (220-206 BC) and H :;é - - P?rt is a marvel to behole fion is largely confirmed by our comnections with them, and. -with
- and han/; (206 BC-220 t i . .

AD) times,® the southeast had remai city and its ports goods are other south Chinese aboriginal
~Chinese in name only and isoiatedma;?:d to the whole province of Ma well, is clearly indicative of the rela-
the rest of China for most of the T assure you that for one ‘s During the resistance the She were tive power enjoyed by such groups in a
thousand years. nex that goes to Alexandria or portant source of local troops for region far more ethnically disparate

to ‘P1Ck- up pepper for oyalists They used them to garri- then than now.
The 1isolation of the southeast ghrIStendam’ Zaiton is vis towns, including Nan-endw ., on

however, began to break down quickl' undred. For you must know outhwestern coast of modern Kuang- A second southeastern aboriginal
from T'ang (618-506 AD) times on ay o of the.two ports in -hg,iz as well as for offensive opera- group which participated actively in the
Indian Ocean trade, for which Canton h : w%th gthe biggest flow of’ as. The largest component of loyalist Sung Resistance Movement was the Boat
2 dise, sneral Chang Shih—Chieh'sﬁEiﬁ{ﬁgla Peopie, more commoniy known by the deri-
Tanka (Tan-

edition to recover Ch'uan-chou in the sive Cantonese expression

ly summer of 1277 appears to have chiagg‘if ,"hatched from eggs like rep-

sisted of She troops, some led by =a tiles"). The Boat People, still found
in waters off the City of Hong Kong and

long been a major entrepot, expanded

rapidly.6 This important dev
. elopment, . -Chi
coupled with the Southern Sung cogmerc- % Non-Ghinese Elemonts

ial and maritime orien i .

concurrent emergence z?tlgn thTg 225 o Rapid economic and social &k -_:_nan.14 Another major loyalist comman-

regional agricultural and commodit E. Southeast' (although onl ar, Wen T'ien—hsiangxi?iﬁ, ig re- the New Territories (in very rapidly
y ~during the Ch'ing, in the late aigh atedly associated with the She and diminishing numbers as more and mare are

T forced to take up permanent residence on

exchange system based u i
pon tea grown in th century, due to the Imost certainly used She troops for his

the foothills of what is ~ahi - overse
and Chiang-hsi,8 scon begannzz g:ngilin trade with Europe)!® vas thus 3 avasions of Chiang-hsi in 1276 and land), live on house boats and wmake a
forces that were to change the char i e becoming clearly evident by thé_" 277.15 [t is alsgo highly probably that living by diving and fishing. They once
acter eenth century and was one major he loyalist army concentrated at Shao- occupied most of the off-shore.areas and
) the river mouths of what is now Kuang-tung,

of the backward southe "
and gradually make it iniztonzomzéEt:éy why Sung loyalists thought it pos udy &, in what is now Fu-chien in
richest and most advanced portions ? to rebuild the dynasty based up arly summer of 1276 contained large
China. o southeast as an emerging regiony umbers of She since Shao-wu was located they also cultivated new lands formed by
old. at th?t time had still by n n an area of She concentration.16 She aliuvial action. The Boat People are
One result of the changes taki entlre!y_glVen way to the new, an ay also have played a role in the num-~ believed by some to have once been moun-
place, the emergence of the great o;:g the ¢1t1e§ and towns of the = rous uprisings in support of the loyal- tain people who took to life on boats in
of the southeast, was already com lgt js were flourlshing and increasingl st cause within Chiang-hsi during 1276 late T'ang times, if not earlier, when
evident to the Venetian Mareo P ? ely ~ese in character, much of the nd 1277.17 they were pushed out of the mountains by
described one of them, Ch'ﬁan-chguDEZa?e :tllt remained unaccuiturated, inha other groups.
ton) ] i j . R Y a great variety of igi s
ooy ’ofl:h:hg per;od_]ust following the some more sinici:ed t;:zrlgigal ;!
the follewin ung besmtance movement in played an active role in th e;
. e
g exuberant terms: ;he Sung loyalists against the Mg
To turn n . hey thus participated, alon it
nust  Enow Dzhzg :;her matters, vyou Chinese and sinicized i;habitgn:;th
leaves Fu-chan [F fn, the traveller cities and towns, in events of &
V4 an impact wupo 5 . ;
proceeds southeastwards for five days upgn the zn:ifail 1:v01VEG in  the
thzough a country full of weil-built ¢ southeast.
cities and towns and homesteads :
: . and Most i
rich in important among the thea
the onn ﬂzguizé ;ﬁizur;es .+ - At ern China aboriginal groﬁps p:?:iée'
lies the splendid city o?y;ait;zurne{ ;ng in the events of the Sung Resista
; . s a2 ovement we th i
which . re e peoples call
e a;:itze ?g;; fo;‘all the ships in the sources. The iame come:dfrg'
ndia laden with old Chinese word for swidden agricu

Kuang-hsi, Fu-chien and Che-chiang where

The reasons why the She took such
‘an active role in resistance to the
Mongols were many. That most She serving the She involved, for example) partici-
‘in the loyalist armies were probably pation of Boat People in the Sung Resis-
“foraed inductees or mercenaries rather tance Movement is very well documented.
‘than free-will volunteers moved by the Boat People flocked in numbers  to the
_justice of the loyalist cause is probab- final Sung base at Yaifshanéf.dl {see
‘ly a safe inference. There is even sone MAP 4) in 1278. They formed the basis
;indication of this in our sources. 18 for an unsuccessful attempt to take and
Some, however, seem to have willingly hold Canton (Kuang—choug )/} ) in 1279
chosen to serve the loyalists or fol low- to prevent the junction “of two Yuan
ad leaders choasing the Sung side, und- armies advancing upon the 3ung fleet.20
erscoring what was apparently - a long- Boat People also rose in revolt in 1284-
term connection between the Sung regime 1285, long after the last Sung armies
and ecertain aboriginal groups of the had been c¢rushed, to support a man
south. But whatever their motivation for eclaiming to be a Sung prince.

supporting the Sung cause, it is clear

The wiiling (as opposed to most of

costly wares and precious st
great price and big pearls g?esfigé i ?raCtICEd by the She. They that the She were a very important ele- 6, Local Militias
quaiity. It is aiso a port for th accordlng. to Hsf Sung-shihif 4 % ment in the populatiom mix of the Chin-
e local variety of Yao?% concentrated ese southeast in the late thirteenth Aboriginal = troops, however, only

century and held the bhalance of power in comprised a small part aof the numerous
many portions of the former 5ung domains local forces empioyed by the loyalists.
now fought over by Loyalist and Yuan In fact one noteworthy characteristic of
armies. The special efforts later made the Sung Resistance Movement in general

merchant f i
domains]f g;a?a?gl gzhzlforﬂir Sung  late Sung times, in what is now east
. ; ) ' 2 sur- Kuang-tun ; oy
round g, eastern Kuang- BT
amouningo;eiigiﬁ?y’-so that the total Chiangthi,and in the inﬁe:?;; so:th?o
ic in gems and other Fu-chien, especially around T??;gfcﬁ"
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was the extent to which it was supported dence that the militia and

by local armi i i ; .
ere playezlzs,szlth a rTlatlvely small tive systems did not correspo - gely unassimilated and isolated from the late Spring of 1278 until ~the
y Sung regulars. To some In Ch'ing times, for example, th 4 sutheast. : end of that year, loyalist forces had
= their main base in what is now Fu-chien

extent this may be have been due to the ization of local militias

geographical focus of resistance in para-governmental and had I?
areas not heavily garrisoned by the connection with the official adp
Sung. But this fails to explain why tive structure.2® S
regulars were little used when they were
avai{able. The answer, [ suspect, lies Not all militia wunits,.
in the.resistance movement's nature as a were associated with +the s;h'ﬂ
l?st ditch stand of the Sung local elite structure described above Anbtg
with strong local connections among of popular force was rai;ed by
tenant farmers and the local population of the gentry or local elite -:
at large, the popularity of the Resist- supposedly  independent loca; unit
ance cause among the people 1in many in fact have been raised unde :
areas of the southeast (such as the elite influence. One example

The examples of heroic determina- and drew their support primarily from
n and resistance to oppression set by that area while attempting to organize a
Sung loyalists of the late 13th general resistance throughout the south-
entury in the southeast have found many east and adjacent regions. During the
oes in the later history of the reg- second phase, lasting from the end of
on, most notably in the agsociation of 1276 to early 1278, the resistance move-
Canton Delta with the events of 1811 ment was based upon Kuang-tung, although
nd the succeeding reestablishment of fighting was by no means confined there.
spubiicanism in the 19205.93 That ‘}t In the final! phase, early 1278 to the
a man of Hsiang-shan hsienéd{_ﬂf{, early Spring of 1279, the loyalists
n not far from the site of the last moved first to what is now the province
mactic battle between the Sung fleet of Kuang-hsi but finally returned to

Cant i : . 21
quzs:?onng:eiéan?i a?d the at times personal forces is provided by the f#d the Mongols, who was to lead the Kuang-tung. Each phase was marked by an
yaltly of regular troops. raphy of Ch'en TsanFj?jf in vement resulting in the overthrow of initial loyalist expansion-of influence,
snehu  rule and the beginning of a new Mongol counterattack and then the col-

The lai.:ter were often demoralized by chien t'ung-chi?ﬁg)ﬁ" %
§ep?rat1?n from home and their wunfamil- tions that he raised a ém;ll T
iarity with tropiecal China and its well- troops from among the members o
known hazards to health. "household. "30 Some aboriginal u
: have been raised on the Tea
Local forces 1in the southeast estates (ch i+ ’ '
. : s uang-yuanit
including many of the aboriginal units, § Y_ * @) =
seem already to have been organized into 6. The A i i
. . wakening of a Regio
the tungwM®, hsiangdfP and Juf€d militi- : sher

'a in Chinese history was no accident. lapse of the loyalist position. Twice
Yat-sen?ﬁ‘?m was in every way a the loyalists were reduced to. little
uccessor to the leaders of the Sung more than their fleet, and in the end
esistance, built up his movement in a this fleet itself was destroyed, only a
egion that they helped create as a . score of ships escaping in a vain at-
elf-conscious unit, and often thought tempt to continue the struggile.

nd spoke using the images of the move-
ent.

While their movement was not -ulti-
mately a success, the ability of the

as well known from Ch'ing (1644-19 ; L

cources.22 Spallest of tﬁ 1911) T?e Sung Re§1stance Movemen_ m c 4 _

localit militi T them were the the first time in Chinese histor The Sung Resistance Movement of Sung loyalists to continue their resist-

com ride 0; 1 13? mobilized from tung, the southeast, of growing econonm 976-1279 thus marked in many ways the ance for almost three years and to sur-
P one large or several smail- political importance but still cu oming of age of an important region of vive near total defeat on two occasions

China, the final emergence of the peo- is nonetheless impressive. There are a
ples of the far coastal south into the number of explanations for their staying
ainstream of Chinese history. [t is for power. Foremosi was the ability of +the
this reason of interest both as an epi- local Sung elite of the southeast to
ode in Sung and Yuan history and as a often mobilize their every resgurce
ey event in the regional history of the in battles to the death against the
outheast, and in particular of the ~Mongol conquerors. Here the strict sub-
Canton Delta, where events were concen- ordination of local systems to the el-
‘trated. 1t is also noteworthy due to the ite, above all through elite controlled
light the movement casts upon many fac— tenant farming, seems to have stood the
‘ets of medieval Chinese history that Sung cause in good stead at the time of
‘would otherwise remain obscure. These crisis.
‘include the relatiomships of the elite
and its administrative structure to However, an assumption of strict
‘aboriginal groups, sub-county (fung and Sung elite control of the regional soci-
‘hsiang) political structure, local mili- eties of the southeast alone cannot
tary organization, the whole mechanism explain the ability of the Sung resisi-
‘of restoration at a time of crisis and ance movement to sustain itself so well
regional social and economic history. for so long, often long after the local
elite itself had given up the cause or
7. Periodization and Character of Events had simply come to lack the means for
effective mobilization of local resourc-
The events of the Sung Resistance es in a ravaged land. Ultimately it was
Movement fell into three weil-defined the continued popularity of the movement

. 253 s
Group-24 Next came the univs drawn fron  matiost e Spoiistive
. 5 nal events. For this reaso
hsiang, sub-county (hsiend# ordf chi icipation
suk ' : X fen  because of the participation
. ) p?11t1c§1 unéts existing at least movement of broad cross sections 6f
gsince T'ang times. 5 Under the Sung they local popuiation, both Chinese and
wete clasely associated with the pao- Chinese, the events associated wif
?hIa {%:Ef system of mutwal responsibii- resistance have left their inde
ity for violations of law (households impression wupon local traditions,
were organized into units of 10, 100 and the memory of them has remained .
1900 househoids -~ with all individuals to the present, not only in the
w1tbin any one unit resgsponsible for +the east itsekf,al but among Cantone
actions of all other members).26 other southeast China migrants 't
New World and their descendants.

In Sung times hsiang, as adminis-
trétive units, were organized into Participation of an ancestor
hsien, "c?unties," and chien, "industri- Sung Resistance Movement became ani
al counties," hsien and chien into Ffu of pride for later generations th
ﬁ?, "prefectures," and fu in turn were out the region and the movement
logseiyz? groupei_ into iuj%, "cir- has provided symbols that all in
?u1ts." Lu militia forces were thus, ants of the Southeast, Chinese and.
in theo;y, unlike those drawg from tung Chinese, can identify'with As a GO
and hsiang reg%onal units, <8 "However, quence the Sung Resistance.Movemen
the bureaucratic analogy must not be helped promote identification with:
pressed too closely since there is evi- tional values, regional integratioﬁ-

process of sinicization in the once  phases. During the first phase, lastihg:ff 3:“
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the southeast) to negate

The ultimate failure of the attemp-
ted restoration of 1276-1279 is attribu-
to the nature of
it faced,

opposition
comparatively
resource base available to
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ings on the part of Chang and
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rtance. %9 [t is also clear, however,
- & more immediate cause of
; Chang and Wen during the
he resistance itself was their disa-

barrassment
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the other handiy:
very unsuccessful when meeting
on water. S

strategy and planning of the loyalists,
splits within their ranks and a carefui-
Mongol policy
suppression of resistance combined
openhandedness
willingly to their rule.
had its impact
fortunes and together they speiled ulti-
and total failure for the
Conditions in 1276 simpiy did
a repeat of the success
in 1125-7.

to all those submitting Mongol military strategy
superior to Sung. :
one single reason for the fa
Resistance _

totai reliance of Su
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-ion on efforts to secure the interi-
f the Sung southeast, above all
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which he hoped to dominate the interior.

In the end no comprocmise was pos-
sible between these opposing viewpoints
and each loyalist commander fought his
own war. Wen advanced into Chiang-hsi
and Chang operated from Fu-chou and
later from various points on the coast
of Kuang-tung. There was only minimal
coaoperation between them. This state of
affairs persisted throughout the three
years of resistance, even during the
final phases when both men fought from
Kuang-tung. The degree to which such a
lack of cooperation eased the task of
the Mongels can be well imagined and the
rift between Wen and Chang was by no
means the only one within the loyalist
camp.

The Mongol pacification policy also
created serious uncertainties within
loyalist ranks and undermined their
position on more than one occasion.
Traditionally, the Mongols had extermin-
ated those who resisted <(and thereby
of fended Heaven, which had empowered the
Mongols to conquer the world), but hon-
ored those submitting. This policy was
used to much effect against the Sung,
The populations of Kuang-tung cities
such as Ch'ao-choui%§ A} or Shao-chou
%% s , which resisted with too much
vigor, as will be seen belaw, were mass-
acred along with their garrisons. Sung
generals and officials who surrendered
quickly, on the other hand, or who put
up only nominal resistance, were common-
ly restored to their offices as agents
of the Yuan or were given equivalent
posts elsewhere. 0One famous example
among Sung turncoats who profited Egom a
quick surrender was P'u Shou-keng’i#
gi , 40 the powerful Sung superintendent
of Maritime Customs (shih-po shih F &8
f§53.44 P'u not only retained his old
position but ultimately increased his
powers. There were many other exampies.
The choice was plain to many Sung gener-
als, officials and local leaders: Either
surrender and be honored, or face anni-
hilation if resistance (often deemed
suicidai anyway) failed. Some surrender-
ed, and others continued to resist des-
pite the dangers of failure, but the
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Mongo! policy of rewarding those who
surrendered meant that resistance lead-
ers could never rely on the total and

undivided support of their base areas.
8. The Sources

The sources used in this study were

varied and very uneven in quality. They
encompass standard histories, i.e. the
Sung shihF . ("Official History of

the Sung Dynasty") and Yuan shih 3, %
("Official History of the Yuan Dynas-
ty"™), local gazeteers (fang-chihZy
various wunoffical histories, including
the Hs# tz'u-chih t'ung-chien ‘ﬁ#ﬁ,‘ﬂ
{Wé#"Continuation of the "Compréhensive
Mirror for Governing'™) by Pi Yuani@
$7.(1729-1797), unofficial biographies,
some fragments of the Ching-shih ta-
tien h% # AP, the great imperial ency-
clopaedia of the Yuan Dynasty, literary
remains of loyalist generals and minis-
ters?2 and a genealogy. Most accessible
but not necessarily the most useful were
the standard histories and the Hs#l tz'y-
chih t'ung-chien. Since such works are,
however, compilations of earlier materi-
al made long after the events described.
They (particularly the official sources)
often contain major errors of fact due
to the limitations and prejudices of the
works from which they were drawn. More-
over, neither the compilers of the stan-
dard histories nor Pi Yuan seem to have
made much use of the many loyalist sur-
viving histories and other sgurces.
These include the Yai-shan chiéiﬂlf*
("Yai-shan Record"™), a late Ming compii-
ation of fragments of the now lost early

20,

Ming work, Yai-shan chihBEg £, ("Yai-
shan Monograph"), written by the Kuang-
tung loyalist scholar Chang Hsﬂ}&}?ﬁ
and incorporating many loyalist tradi-

tions still current in the author's time
in his native province but not found in
other sources. The Yai-shan chi has
Froven to be the most reliable of ali
the sources containing accounts of the
Sung Resistance Movement used in this
study. Its only deficiency is the rela-
tive paucity of information on events in
Chiang-hsi, which are fortunately well
covered in other sources, including the
various biographies of Wen T'ien-hsiang

and his supportérs. ¢ of the Sung Resistance Movement.

Other importanf layaligt Books on the subject i? ChiﬁESf
include the Ch’ung-hsiu yaj_qh.“_ "dealt by and large only with spec
Fu z i ized topics such as the exact route

RS

of Huang Ch'un ;&;é

; . the
tailed and thorough revision o

Jowed by the Sung fleet carrying

shan Chi, the Erh-wang pen- pretenders,4 or the role played b¥
History of the Two Princes"), an area tha? is now the.Crown Cz%ony zt
Yuan sequel to the late Sung Sén ng Kong in the resistance, mo

fien in a highly uncritical manner. The
o4 journal articles on the subject are
more specialized and {frequently
less critical.

cheng-yao =% % F.("Essentials
Regimes of Three Courts™) by

Cheng-wei PR TP (1212-1283)  an,
Chao chung lu %7 ’;g_ gi("Record a
ing Loyalty"), a~ short biograp
oriented account of the late Sung
tance to the Mongols that is lijikea
product of early Yuan times bu

represents a totally different tr

There are numerocus popular biogra-
hies of resistance leaders such as
Shih-chieh, and especially Wen
but most were written as

than that of other loyalist ationalist ?nliti?al pFopaganda ratz:;
Also representing its own traditi han as serious historical ei?aii;ians
great value is the Kuang-tung re not ?r.mucﬁ use for his 'lablé
genealogy Chao-shih tsu‘p'u;%ﬁfﬁg These deficiencies in the :v?;rShi
("Genealogical Record of the : Chinese-language secondar¥ sc ? esz
Clan™) : ‘are doubly unfortunate since apan
. and Western scholars appear to gave
i i < ery little interest in the ung
Discrepancies between the :ézzizta:cey Movement, in spite of the

confusion and even outright contra
tions were many and not all were ra
able. Serious ideclagical differe
from one source to the other were &lua

movement's importance for the history of
‘Boutheastern China and the variety of
‘interesting and useful (if difficult and
material a-

valuated) source
evid?nt and had to be tagen ?nto co lg??:bl:?eli is hoped that the publica-
eration. There’was conflict 1n,Fhe tion of the present study (which 1is
ces not only 1n.terms of Yarylng intended as no more than a preliminary
and Sung loyalist evaluations of examination of a complex topic) will

Resistance Movement as a whole but

Co - stimulate the further interest that the
within the laoyalist sources themselve topic richly deserves.
regarding the disputed role of =¥ opt
T'ien-hsiang, fo? example. ' In the pages that follow [ have

attempted to outline the major events ot
the resistance in general rather than
spacific terms, leaving the many spec-

Available secondary literature
not very useful since much of it conce
trates on Sung literati loyalists ¢

[ -min 7 3 i ialized problems involved with the sour-
;ef;:;fl tfige;ve’ig:'nezhsijn sg:z_ ces and with the resigta?c? mgvement

i : itseif for another day. Sacial an ec9n—
o odopting other mea?s of lntEI!ECtu omic background has aiso not been d1§—
PO o took no direct part in sussed in any detail, although certain

armed resistance to the Mongols and - ar facets of this background necesssary to

i (43
gzgz tbeyggg thE scogei:f ET%S\ stu%?%*; understand the events of the movement
shorz d : -z4 n? ig s?@ . are presented. The study focu§e§ an the
'ai - very_unc?1 1oa. ne court and on resistance activities in
t'ai yN0 Sung Li-ehih hai-shang Kuang-tung,

what is now the province of

ch'aoa"RILGEBFEL Gl {FHER 44

- ’ where the most important events of the
the even brlefer'sumwary in Frankeﬁg movement took place, and which has been
Geschichte des chinesischen Reiches,* an area of long term interest to the
there exists no published general :

acT
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present author.4® An earlier version of
this study was presented in 197} to
members of the University of Washington
Canton Delta Seminar and I would like to
thank the members of the seminar and its
directors, Professors Winston Hsieh and
John Brim, for their expert guidance,
encouragement and the many suggestions
offered for the improvement of the

study.
B. The Events of the Movement

i. Escape of the Princes and Jperations
in Fu-chien

Various plans for continued resist-

ance and an eventual Sung restoration
were in the air as Mongol forces moved
closer to Lin-an., It was Wen T'ien-

hsiang, a major prop of the ‘court in
those last days, who first proposed that
Princes Shihf%,and Ping & ., young off-
- “Z (r
spring of Emperor Tu-tsungZ 7% (r.

1265-1275), the penultimate Sung ruler
in Lin-an, by minor consorts 49 pe sent
to guard Kuang)% and Min , 1.e. the

Modern Kuang-tung and Fu-chien.2% al-
though the proposal was not then accept-

ed, the two princes were allowed g?
leave the palace for the first time.
Later, as the danger grew and the fall
of the capital seemed imminent, members
of the imperial family renewed the re-
quest andp Empress Mother Hsieh%%jSz
agreed. Shih and Ping were both g%VEn
office, Shih as I-wang %z F. ("Prince
chien

roducing benefit") pfan fu-chien
iu-chiengan-fu ta shin? ?3@%.3? f:?ﬁ
A 4% ("Deciding Officer for Fu-chien and
jointly Great Fu-chien Pacification
Commissioner™), and Ping as Kuang-wang}%
F_  {("Spaciocus Prince™) p'an ch'llan-
chou 'an nan wai-tsung che’ng-’#d

chien p
g M %%@%ﬁ'fﬂneciding Officer for

Chtflan-chou and jointly Chief 'of the
Southern Exterior !mperial Clan®"). The
latter office conferred authority over
all Chao clansmen in the south excepting
the members af the immediate imperial
family.53 The titles chosen clearly
indicate - the planned role of Fu-chien

its great port Ch'#lan-chou in ‘the
for future restored Sung regime.

and
hoped

Various adviscrs drawn frem the maternal
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relatives of the two Princes were alsg

appointed at the same tipge,54

The two princes and their escorts
left Lin-an even as Mongo] cavairy ap-
peared under its wajlg, They moved down
the Ch’ien-t'ang River towards Wu-chou
ﬁ?fjﬂ » to the south of the capital,
There they were overtaken by Sung  turn-
coat general Fan Uen—hu,55 now  serving
the Mongols. Fan had been sent by Marsh-
al Bayan in Pursuit of the Sung refugees

and sent envoys to the Party to order
them to retyrn. The princes and their
fol!owers, however, refused to submit

and moved on, leaving behind the imper&;
al son-in-law (Fu-malfft i) Yang Chen#g
¥ ; who bravely volunteered to fight a

rear guard action in which he lost his
[ife, The Sung party then took tg the
nearby hills on foot and remained safely

concealed for a week until Sung command-
er Chang Ch'uanZg £ leading a score
of soldiers, foung them, Chang conducted

the refugees to Yung-chiaik.gé an  the
coast, ywhere they crossed the Yun-hao

River to the comparative safety ot Wen-
chou’d ¥ (MAP 23, stili in Sung hands,
Their arrival in Wen-chou is dated to
the third intercalary month (April 16 to
May 14, 1276), some weeks after the
occupation of Lin-an by the Mongois, 56

News of the escape of the twog prin-
C€s soon spread. Su Liu-i%fj who
had taken up position with hig troops
near Wen-chou shortly before the fall of
Lin-an, met the princes ag they
Wen-chou, and offered hig services, Hig
Move was quickly seconded by the brill-
iant Lu Hsiu-_fuf}i}k ,28 who was tg
contribute considerable organizational
talents to the renewed Sung

who hurried tg Wen-chou from his home at .

Ch'u~chou to Support it,
tion a summons was sent
chieh, who soon arrived with hig troops
and ships frop Ting~hai )@ -4, 4 major
naval base guarding the sea approaches
to Lin-an, ang another to Chten [-chung,
who came from the-nearby anchorage ot
Ch'ing-aop j with his fgreges. Like
Su, both Chang and Ch'en had earlier
withdrawn from the capital with their
troops when it had become apparent +that

At Lu's sugges-
to Chang Shih-

.the Empire (t’'fen-hsia

entered -

the Empress-Mother intendey

rather than stand 3 siege b
first suggesting that t{hea ’}\
taken on board ship g "4 -
fight.59 : -7 \

At the Chiang-hsin =
Temple in Wen-chouy there remaj
imperial throne, left-gyer ¢

”~ - & C;r“”j-a,n

of Emperor Kao-tsung (r.1127 g

had fled to Wen-chou at the i 4

his own restoration, Seatad ,’f o Shap-wil

throne, Prince Shih was acelaij ’“'fha Kuan ) . .
mander-in-chief af the Horse ‘ang -7 Och;en-ﬂmj

Ping nma ty
shua.z'ﬁ.T-,’jE& %F;Z} g'!’-’) by weep! g
iers and supporters. Prince Sh
ger brother, Prince Ping, was
the new emperor's assistant. The
steps were taken to establish a
ment, troops were enlisted an
sent to Fu-chien calling upon th
cials and Population there to
Mongols,B

eunuchs

Y Nan-chien
Hia C"%

Fu—chau a
Empress-Mother to recai] :
Princes at the behest of her new ' Mongn

masters were drowned in the Yun-hdé ‘Riy
by Ch'en I—chung. The intentions a.
loyalists were now plain tg all.SIﬁ

%

Hsirg-hwa-'tl'“"
) [
Some time during the same
Intercaiary month the princes and -
court teft Wen-chou ang sailed to
chou¥g # in what is now Fu-chien.
port city was to remain their base
almost the entire first phase of
resistance. The court, moreover, arriv
in its new headquarters none too S00
since it j{g evident +that only the
stabilizing presence Prevented the quii

Ch'wan-
_cho” 0

loss of the entire regiogn. import Chang- o
garrisons at T'ing-chou ang Chien-ning chbu
M » guarding the approaches fro

Chiang—hsi, had been gn the peint

surrendering to the former Sung gene
Huang Wan-shih% ye.a » NOW gone ogver
the Yuan. Backed by Mongo! armies advan
cing down the Kanfd River basin toward
Kuang-tung, Huang “had hoped to make
qQuick sweep of Sung Fu-chien tg

his own stock with the new dynasty,
the arrival of the Sung princes,
er, resistance hardened at both T'ing
chou ang Chien-ning and Huang's forces:
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Were repulsed by

from  Nan-chj A§Einforcements 5 iy
. ien % gy, S sent  JBZ an
positioned shao_guﬁz\/ . Strategicajly into Chd Chang_ Te g&?gwere
base for a countes zf;&_qﬁa potential o e*tu”gkﬁﬁji,sa But e . however, rejected this appointment,
hsi-- was reegy attack into Chiang- f;_ements were being carrjg ;E? ag ae "all court business was being
operation,®4 The :red during the same ra;st was developing Witgi ou jded by Ch'en l-chung and his [Wen'sl
;msroved FU‘Chien?EUi;;egi TUang‘s army s. LI . . w;s bylandhlzrﬁ? no;nbeing fol-
u further pes ate security 5 en alsoe ha is isagreements
needed if o c]im:rze? would be quickly f1i h?En T'ien-hsiang, hearing n  Chang Shih-chieh and as a result
tinuation of the av?rable to a con- a ght of the Sung princes h € ..of ] requested a field appointment and
was to be createdw:r with the Mongols hgpear?d at Wen-chou in Ia;e ;d'sud as given office as shu-mi, _ shih t'ung
ion. | hroughout the reg- ha;m:l“E escape from Monggl C:y at u-tu chu lu chun-ma AR f.ﬂ,%}‘?g%ﬁa
negcti::? taken prisoner dUPisg' -E%(:Tiéitary Commissioner Assisting in
To . . ons before Lin- & vera upervison of the Armies of the
were mad;hij cend active preparations :teadf?St‘Y refused tglﬂsir' Wen: arious Ju"™y, a military office that
as defencive m?T?UCt offensive as wel] D?verelgPtY and had made an gende feft Wen out of the loyalist civitlian
envoys were sent itary operations, and att continued resistance if tEEn-_t government entirely and allowed him to
ing areas still ung nearly all surround- thEEmPted to extinguish Sung eN ”_ take the field. He established a head-
ing upon theirp popsfaf?gg c?ntrol call~- to F:f:hgzurt; which had alpéadyoté- '§;$Et$£s in Nan‘chiengﬁigﬂ on August 15,
aid the state, T ns to rise and » of his presen .
- To gain ti . ness to s ce and wi
chung conduct & ime, Ch'en |- erve, Wen
ed | . Was sum
campaign by spre:d?lever Psychological E?w ;apztal shortly after t::ned t - The exact nature of the conflict
Sung counterattack Ing the rumor that a heaq rince Shih and arrived at access between Wen, Ch'en and Chang is not
along the Yangtse had quarters on the ninth offoyal gpelled out in detail in our sSources.
Ju ‘Clearly, however, much more was involved

cut off .
> ! Iuan arnies operating in the 1276.99 He soon came into

conflict than simple precedence within the loyal-
clear

south. The rumor vas wi Cha \
nervous idely believed ng Shih-chieh and Chten.
caused chOSEZ;iP?ENfand?rs and near?g ;2; dominant forcesChiin igghuTg" is? government, ~since there is
Yuan force that hada @ withdrawal of one Prisée Shoftly after the acceSs?yah evidence that Ch'en and Ch?ng made every
vestern Kuangeton PE:Etrated as far as iad Shih as emperor, Chren 1 ;on . effort‘ to keep any effective power out
southuestern bace garerom. the  Mongo| ohin Qufd tso ch’eng-hsiang Chfe: be of Wen's hand§ (perhaps ogt of fear that
Resistance now bogan ta in Yun-nan, B4 i s tu chu lu  chun-pa ii«—/rg% ov?rhasty a}ct1on l?ylwen‘mlght erlmdanger a
where, piecemenl sear o stiffen every- jg;ntl gP’Efiaﬁkﬂ"Senior Ministen” still fragile position in Fu-chien). Wen
number, enders decreased in ; y Commissioner of Milit er and. was not, for example, sent to back up
n Overall Supervison of thea;:méffai : Ch?? e o clon of Chiange
ies: infiuence in his home region of Chiang-

5
upporters began to tlock to the th
e

loyalist ca
use and seve Vari
made to int ral attempts we > Janious Jum) ang ¢ ;
er  Sung rule::zptfth? train of the for;f ;?;P*gﬁgvff_(weputy 223,5- S{Ju-m hsi, where Chao was to conduct his oper-
north  tonspen Mzn Lin*an’ ‘then moving c;nitary Affairsn), giving t;:S;one{_ ations. Moreover, when the loyalist
final step in the go. 'Captlvity,eﬁ The oo rol gver the civil and w? ?9?. govanment. attempted to establish con-
initial anches of the ney Sung g milit nections with potentiat allies in Huai-
hsi Ju, it did so behind Wen's back,

consol{ i
dation vernment, ?

of i
the loyalist Position was taken

June 14, 1278,86 . on
for N en Prince . The rea
Yea?alégrf3332;;§h:§ as emperorSQ;S ::; s:;ial figursp::rszﬁew?{hfgcghan intlu al of the local situation. The resu t
C]:ll'ng-yen? ?é, %he afiom Te-yuf,‘%% to pregedcreatEd an immediate pfoé?)fah_s wr:.\s that _the garrison commander in
tion had begun, empted restora- the m:?ce- This difficulty was feg : T ung-chouﬂi,ﬁf refused to credit an
e oot ho herzE that Yen vas [afe e O e leties ron ven 2
in Juliflz?:h :élitary opérations began go?th while the !oyj?iszou cor almost surrendered to the Yuan autherities.
Chao Chinﬂ%}LEb@mznts~WESt and north. c:::g Organ{ized in Fu-chogoxiigmggf This meant the loss by the loyglists of
chih-chih Shjh;?f’fé #s;po]r;ded Ch_l‘ang~hsj arrismatw its head. Shartly afteren a large area without a figl?t.72 Wen, on
Official fop ehiang B ("Regulating homa len was offered the bost the .ot?er ?and, Yas a.continued 's?urce
to si"), was ordered g-hsiang chpiep shu-mi  shi of . Qi éifltatlon’ with his free c¢riticism
o . :
(24745 O e 1o are o, establis

chy lu ¢ un-ma 22 e
Gy orinna T £ XY AE P

|
ad an army to reinforee Shag-wy 4P

B., block the ‘
unior Minister 3ngd jointty

~ immediate |j
advance from Chi ine of Mon ; :
hiang-hgi gol mission P . -
counter offensjive 6% §1 and prepare a SUperv'er of Military Affairs in 0 Com. . .
. ison of the Armies of N veral | also made it plain that he had iittle
he Various confidence in the capacity of Chang

Separate forces |ed

by Li Shih-kuei ET’%

, Fang Hsing % fu™), makin

hi a
loyalist g M in theory second in the

government ¢t
to Ch'en [I-chung. cause.,

Ch'en refusing to beiieve Wen's apprais-

the authority of the new Sung regime. He

Shih-chieh's troops to defend the Sung

At the root of the conflict betwsen:
three loyalist ministersr»=howévép;f
to have been Wen's '
maritime, coastal strategy and:
Wen's wish to set about recovering the -
interior, including his native Chiang-
hsi, as quickly as possible,74 In hind
sight Wen's view was clearly correct,
since each passing day reduced loyalist
chances of ever securing Chiang-hsi and
other interior regions for their cause
--without which the coastal areas could
not be held, as Ch'en and Chang were
soon to discover-- and swift and reso-
lute action might have considerably
enhanced a precarious Sung position. As
it was, by the time that loyalist armies
ware ready to strike into Chiang-hsi in
their main line of advance from

the
seems
Chang's

force,

Shao-wu had already been blocked by Li

Heng's’-ﬁ"ﬁ 75 hurried occupation of
Further south,

Chien—ch'angiﬁ g .78
Li's subordinates thwarted another

of loyalist advance by defeating
loyalist commander Wu Chun ;'*‘9"

Nan-feng@‘y, turning back the first
joyalist invasion of southern . Chiang-
hsi.77 Moreover, Wu's defeat also doomed
an apparently successful penetration of
the eastern Chiang hsi {Chiang tung-
luL ﬁ__%) and adjacent areas of Che-

tung as uel].78

line
the
near

The arrival of Li Heng's army, and
loyalist reverses in southern Chiang-hsi
and elsewhere were clear signs that, in
spite of initial sucesses, time was
running out. During the late Spring and
Summer, Yuan policy towards the Sung
resistance had been gone af containment,
using available forces, ‘including those
‘commanded by Li Heng, to hold a perimet-
and block further loyalist expan-

er,
gion. Such a policy was unavoidable in
yiew of the still fluid nature aof Yuan
contrel in the south. Much of the inter-
ior of the formerly Sung domains still
remained unpacified, even though the
larger tities had been taken. Many Sung
strong peints on the Yangise also con-

and

tinued to hald out, creating supply

communications problems for Mongo! com-
manders. By the early Autumn the pres-
sure on limited Yuan forces had eased

Az a result, the Yuan

considerably.

distrust - ofi o0
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recovering lost ground seem
government  in Khanbafiq, by now fully tle
cognizant of the extent of the

_ . P'u Shou-keng, a -tung had originaiiy]__ :
OPPOSi-  wang [Chao] Yu-che fought outsy e prlvate.emP;;?g?:s who controlled d ﬁga:ﬁe Moﬁgols in the early - e
tion that it faced in the southeast, city on Decenber 20, 127s,85 Evey an of PETSIEn itime customs income of et 1276. Kuang-tung miliﬁa;; ER;?%JQZ)
began to organize meaningful countermea- Tung closed in on loyalist fores ne lucratlvetﬁ:;stern ort. His loyal- ?L ang-nan ‘ching'}ﬂEh'shlhjiﬁbJj;
Sures to suppress the loyalists ang Wen-chou, - Alagan sailed south tg thra he great sou 81 When the loy- u
complete the conquest of the gguth. en the loyaligt capital. E

fes were questionable.

. 2 ., 32,
i PTA ’
i P‘ i i ].y H ﬁ C l ? EO‘
i arr [ g"t

had fallen,  and threated by
At the beginning of the ninth lunar

ital . -hsi, Hu-nan
: . d requested cap into Chiang '
Chang Shih-chien marshaled ent to pay hls-reszezﬁzeagn shore and nongoé a:;aazisgénhad sent his geEEE:;
nce - uang- 1 ~hs
month  (October 9 tg November 7) it yas fleet along the coast and prepared fg that  the two;s:; under his protection. E?an Hsiung-feif % fﬁ% to L§2§ate a
decided that forces under Li Heng (in battle with Alaqan.B86 gyt the situa place them:T atarmed Chang Shih-chieh, y ¥#Z in Chiang-hsi to neg
Chiang~hsi) would cooperate with those was already hopeless fqp Sung forces This propos
under the Mongo! genera] Alagan (A-]a-

= : : Arig-qaya.
already distrusted P'u, and the zéirender with the Uighur

Ariq-qaya, who held overall responsibil-
rig- :

iddle
; in the far and mi
i for operations in _ d accepted
; further ity opire, ha e
suspicions of the loyalzstslgre:he Sung gouth of the S;nﬁoinEEd Liang a P§°1i;'
‘when P'u refused to SUpp qusal. the the SUrrend?r,. ier (chao-t'ao shlh?F
‘tleet.92 Faced with thl?g ;n to Kuang-  cation commlss;it him back, along with
:lﬂyaliSts prepared zokiié advantage of i{4i)éh':n:sfung%&-#' Liang w:? ;;10 i
: irst, ta - n ih- NP EGAY tablish-

tung, but fi lundered the pro Huang the area pending the estat oas |
their strength, t?ey P s considerable, oversee regular Yuan adminis

perty of P'u, Whlihhi:aships to expand ment of a

and seized some ©

urugei's advance wh?nces remained on board ship. Rela
pri

'tLOI!S ra 1 i1o0ra ) an

hanpgﬁje{;?)m and under Tung

P93 Wen-ping Chiang tung-1lu.
§ @80 (5, Che-tung-1u) and

The Mongol general
launch a entered Fu-chiap through the famous §
simuitaneous attack on  the loyalists kuaniH’WPass. This strategic
from severs] directions, However, before that had apparently been jeft
this pian ecould be put intg effect, Lj Soned by the Loyaiist
PTroposed instead that his

troops advance swiftly, he
into Kuang—tung to prevent the loyalists Chien-
from regrouping there once they had been

denied Fu-chien, and to insure that rated for anp

southern Chiang-hsi would not be Ilost sion of northern Chiang-hsi,87
should his armies become engaged in Fy-

chien. The Proposal, which

armies. Moyj
took Shao-wu, Nan-chie

Liang and
: d reasaon to is return, however, . ”
) ; h there is goo Upon his ry differ
was fuylly Pressed on aj] sides the loyalj is said, thzggdition,94 staughtered all his Yuan lieutenant found " Vee: master
Teasonable in viey gf the gains that position in Fu-chien began tg crumble doubt the of the Chao clan that he nt situation than he or his “Hsﬂ Chih-
loyalist forces hag already made ip There had already been nutinies the men?egsand any Huai regulars sta- iriq—qaya had anticipated.

Kuang-tung (see below) and the gathering Chang-chouj #H and Hsing-hua chun B&2. ~ could. fin

af a new army in centraz] Fu-chien under during ‘the

n-

tioned in Ch'ﬂan-chou.95 The.breaid cg'u

}ete the loyalists set sall gongOIS’
grepa;ed to surrender to the

s loyalist
; n-ping's . support the
much to their SUPPrlsi- TungJaizarz 13, local figures, to sup
the city on
army entered

ios  and troops to
sent ships and 1 ;
Ptu's further wuseful- cause. tizﬂ Shih-men % parrier, Just
1277.%9 10 enﬁzreto the new regime, Tung  guard
ness and loyalty

] tan, and
iy of Can
. rth of the ci iver force
" ned the golden tiger tally ;?LGH ::sist Liang. The VOl?g:ﬁEq - however,
and other. . Joyalist hinoiimself wore and hung it Onositi;n led by Li Hsing‘tige tand forces ably

: e ; im i i ; -
' g, . Thus the Planned navaj battle thereby reinstating him in his 7 pru failed to support 4££ and the loyal
Iu-ch'lhﬁﬂl,ﬁ ). outside of Fu-choy never took place it in Ch'fan-chou. led by Huang Chun <& ! ed Liang ‘

2 _ : instead the loyalist ministers togk and authori Z ta prove a most useful ist position gquickly C?}lapz a;CE and
Tung Wen-ping appears to have been young emperor and his brother on S??u*kiggth:aﬁongols. Fu-chien waite:z: hiiung—fei contiTUeg5 hi;7sa ;fter Hsh
Positioned just south of the former Sung  on December 21, and three al’ly lists. Only sca k Canton on July 29, "t Once
. . , . : to the loya . the too d the city.

c§p1ta£ O; Llnggn 1nd0ct0ber of 1278 ::11. foih gh‘ﬂ:p-chou. TT$g_OSSOk with iZTzndS of rESiStaE;etgeza;EEd b::e in chih—lianih:aza?2§“2?:§ of the region; |
when he €gan his advance. em on eir ships some , . iled sou ton ng-tun
already come into contact with loeyalist ars  (including 10,000 elita Huai prlncfiunZ?lle i:g b;en takeniothe rest of Kuang
forces in late September, when he had guard troops) ang 300, 000 militia, Byt Kuang soon submitted.
refieved Wu-chouy on the 23rd after a twg abandoned Fu-choy tg its fate, The town
_vang [Chaol may in any case have been indefensible : d in the :
Yﬂ-che%l". 3] 1E# g .83 Tung advanced dye to earthquake damaged wallg.89 The - i early however, scoOn developed rapidly. Leader i
first to T'ai-chou, to farce the with- Yuan fleet, after a brief éncounter with . tas-chou in Kuang-tung in th? tion Canton delta, and sprea ¢ the commoner
drawal of Sung forces stationed there By the withdrawing Sung ships, anchored f Ch'ao f 1277, they found a 51tual £t of the new resistance Wih village of
Chang Shih-chien, Perhaps to block Yuan near the city, taken by A-la-han without péitleobetter than the One‘therhaguaig_ Hsiung Feién ?E bfﬁiégf' ?n' Tung-huan
navai movements, and clear the wayszor a a .fight on December 29, pe f ;;hind them in FU‘?hien. M?sﬁazds, des-  Liu-hua t%’”?dgg';siung was a man 9f
Yuan coastal fleet under Alagan, He  joined by Tun tung was already in Mongo save the hsien$ 3 2 SR according to his
“then marched to Wen-chou through Ch'y- All ?tz spirited local efforts to hances of military proclivities,
chou)z,:l n o There he rendezvoused with pi loyalists, and the cha
Alagan. Wen-choy fell after a harg bat- lu for the Y

early Autumn, just a

Wen T'ien-hsiang, was accepted by Alaqgan Yuan forces were Preparing te jnvade,88

and Tung,8! They then Prepared to carry Many local leaders, officials ang gener
out their part of the plan. |t involved alsg ip Fu-chien now began to haye Secon
& land and sea Bovement upon southern thoughts about Supporting the Restora
Che-tung and Fu-chien. The role origin- tion as Yuan armies approached, Indec
ally intended for Lij Heng, the landward sion gripped the
assault on Fu-chien from Chiang-hsi, wag Chang Shih-chieh
now assigned to the Mongo! A'urugei (Ap- leaders,

i hih's
liang had received word of P;l:gz ge;id~
e;tablishment in FU*ChD?, anDf Conertul
ed perhaps at the urging

L

14

board

days latep set

regul-
body-

2. Resistance in Kuang-tung

¥ ain,
Opposition to Lliang s coup de m

eastern 4
When the loyalist fleet anchored at

Was sogn
g Wen-ping ang A'urugei,

Quickly went in PUrsuit of the flee~
ing loyalistg, 90
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service aboard the Sung fleet. -Together
with Ling Ch'en'% Z,125 Chang had
already begun to raise an army comprised ;
yalist forces could arrive., Chao <Chin of local militia (hsiang-pingﬁfﬁ@@) to L
d fled the eity on January 6, 1278, advance on Canton on-several fronts and :
rning its_defense over to his deputy recover the city.126 This force, coupled
ng Hsingzyfﬁg. Fang himself fled on with the threat of a loyalist envelop-
e 10th, leaving the defense of the ment from Chia-tzu men, now constituted

ty to local loyalists led by Chao Jo- a major danger to Lu Kuei-shih in Can-
118 ton. Lu was in any case was having sup-

?;ographyi yho had taken anlactive role
Ko OfEENIZIHE local militia units in
I“.::mgltung as the Yuan threat to Sung
gru:ia” When t?e restoration was first
forms SSEdgadHSIUHg’ nis biographer in- Th
loyalist’ armi::ds ?reparatiQns to  join along :ith
T'iEn-hsiang T 913g organized by Wen tung, was d 9:§tern and ecentrg
. e Yuan occupati Lo estined, howe
Canton prevented hi pation of lived ; . wever,
a him from ¢ . eéd, since Li Hen ;
his plan. In - arrying out wrest t fon g0 W3S Prep
stead Hsiung "feigned suh- once ag:?n P?flg: ffﬁm  yalist
. e late Autumnig

Hsiung-fei's '

army had - . _

Kuang—tuﬂg as ¢ far fecover more centralized location for resist-

hsiung, 10 ce, such as Canton, was in any case
zired. Canton, however, fell before

loyalist recavery gf.:

@mission” and was put i
n charge of Ch'ap- .
chou and Hyi- g h'ao Li sent hi o ng{? .
chieh . 105 chou® Jil by Huang Shin- #e110 :;j gg:z;aleLu Shih-kuei & ply difficulties due to loyalist forces
with what was apgar U:g—sh;n?&; - Yuan troops arrived shortly after holding out in his rear and Wen T'ien-
An opportunity to  ioi of infantry and cguafn ty a'mixed ng's flight, massacred the population hsiang's operations in Chiang-hsi (see
Join loyalist  tung Ty to invade Jiving south of Canton outside the below). Lu, taking with him Liang j
flee Hsiung-fei, evacuated the city, but the |

o Li .
o odvance was coordinate 11s, and forced the survivers to
into the countryside. Chao Jo-kang
burned their dwellings, making a waste-
[and out of what must have been a pros-
percous suburb. 119 After eight days of
resistance, he and colleague Ch'en Yung
F}.g prepared to open the gates, sur- city.
render, and spare the city the fate of

although isolated by the

Shao-chou. But that night, when Ch'en Canton,
came to order Joyalist forces in Canton continued presence of Yuan forces near-

to surrender, he was kiiled by the en- by, had been recovered, but elsewhere
raged garrison. [t was another week the loyalist position in  Kuang-tung
before Yuan forces were actually able to continued to deteriorate. The Yuan gen-
enter the city, which fell on January eral Chou Ch'flan/d 4 128 1eg long cav-
25, 1277.120 Lu Shih-kuei then, as re- alry raids into the interior of the Ju
ward for his cooperation, appointed Chao and suppressed any opposition_encounter-
Jo-kang magistrate of Nan-en. Chao ar- ed. 129 Hui-chou surrendered,lao and was

als, Hsiun : , )
€ resisted energeticall rived there only to find his former quickly follawed by nearby Hsun—chouféi

betraye : .

the c{ts :: E;Z’M;:OO?PQHEd_the gate " commander Fang Hsing in occupation, and 4}, an important naval base, which

himself in the §eif. H51ung .d owned was unable to enter. surrendered on February 7, 1277.131

leading his men i chiangdt, > T : Ch'ao-chou, isociated by the advance of
in desperate house: Whiie these events were taking Yuan forces from Fu-chien under Hu-lu-

house fighti 114
massacredg t;gg. . 'The Mongols piace, the loyalist fleet had taken up yunﬁﬂ- ~ (Guruyn?), fell on February
city's population the 22.132 Mei-chou #@7# , to the north, was

October 19 127g,107
Canton in ;ahic' ESI ‘ Huang evacuated usual fate meted position at Chia-tzu men ‘f—?‘Fﬂ on
v ‘eaving the loyalist sigteq ¢ meted out to those coast opposite Hui—chouz M}, on Janua- taken by  I-cheng-ta HIE A (Eljige-
ed tos long and too wej], 115 i dei??),133 while Nan-en, in the far

turncoat Li Hsing- . :
Hsiung Fei quigkiaoi‘&’é in eontro]. put in ry 30, 1277.122 Ajthough unable to rein-
Y Pursued Huang to force Canton in time, the arrival ef the western part of the Ju, was . surrendered

Shao-chou £ 77 ; ;
prevent aﬁf rri}ie?h;;:hche Occupied to  fortresses co main loyalist armies nonetheless stabil- by Ch'en Yao—taofi%%, shortly there-
anton from the © ywhi mmanded by Hsiag ized the situation and quickly made the after.134 Most af Kuang-tung was now
hile Yuan armies hurried : q
on  sou

north. Meanwhile
s another loeal loyalist They took Ying-t ;gi;ga . relatively unsupported Yuan occupation under Yuan control, and Yuan armies
Tie sometimé
Pt

militarist Ts'en ”

magistrate'of HsinghuiF::ig;lu'ngg}:i%é‘ , December, 1276, oy J af Canton untenable. Chang Chen-supg blockading Canton were soon reinforced. |
n Ex e, in loss of Canton’seemedan;larsf’ 1277, 111 ﬁ}?, 123 a pan of P'an-y8 hsien% k4 The city, again controlied by €hao Jo- ‘
mminent. Thi

the west Canton D
elt ; :
2, had led Ais own the situation th . E%h in which the city of Canton was kan%, was once more forced to surrend-
n that faced the loyali . er.135

then loyalists were unable to gain much ad-
vantage from his flight, since Yuan
forces still held the banks of the Pearl
River and prevented entry. Only Ch'en 1-
chung was able to temporarily enter the

::rc:i, howev?r, Soon presented itsef
s e loya!%st general Chao Chin un:
ccessful in his efforts aéainst

Chiang-hsi, moved i
inte Kuang-t )

towards Ch'ao- . €-tung and Jing

Establishing cgzs: tln' early October. forceg ofp:z? and S90n encountere

secretly withdrew ;iswith Chao,  Hsiung Ts'eng Feng-;ggg Fe; a:d oie

his home in Tun roaps by boat tg to def + Who had been .

g-huan hsien d efend Nan-hsiung b
enlisting still |ap an began Defeated b ] Y Chao
ger forces t Y Ll Heng's ge

Chao Chin's o - G support lost hi \ g§enerals,
perations and th 1s life. Hsiung fe} '

cause, id- , € Sun tung fell back ¢

cause. In mid-October Hsiung was Peadg ;hou,. he{g by Hsiung's subordina

by K e ag;;nst Canton, but was repulsed Zu-llgj@j_

uang ih-hsiung who .

ordinate ¥ I ?ent his sub- Shao-

Hsiung's 4 ?o Wen h”1ﬂ;12%1n Pursuit of yag pao

h ng efeated army, Hsiung, however supported by

Yurr1edly‘remarshaled his forces, kill '

ap and dispersed hig army. 106 ’ ed

Yuan movements i

no . against the
5051t1on in Fu-chien. Ly ang Charig
ered the Ju through the strateg -

mountain stock
c?mmande§ by Hsiao Hsingéifﬁ? .ilgk
steged in Shao-choy by the Y;an' '

cou lH:iun.g's victory over Yao, howevar
Chag eChi:}thf the gradua] movement o;
S forces towards
Ch'ao-chou seemed ey L rom
to have chan ed
focal balance of power completgly tS:

who'
F charge of what remainesﬂ
instructions tg reduce the mount:

gocated, and who had gained note as The loyalist cause again seemed
lost. The Sung fleet was forced to -move

troops to Canton in su
Fei. Li Hsing- P?ort of Hsiung as their ; .
city and aft:;:tzgt Is en? outside the waters, fleet sailed into Kuang first place chin-shih in the palace
Ts'eng would, however havp acate him, ‘ : examination of 1271, was appointed gov- from its exposed positign at Chia-tzu ;
, € none of jt, The Sun " ernor and military intendant of Kuang- men to isolated Lan-touz/# ¥ Island in
g leet remained on tung (chih-chih chien Kuang-tung ching- what is now the Crown colony of Hong |
|

killed Li, and occupied the city shortly
136

after Huang's i
ter ght. On Qctober
Chin's army arrivag, 108 Meaiih?T:O

:ho;t time at Ch'aa-chou, where it
yE: o;ed. The city was threatened:
U torces advancing from Fu-chien. a

l8eh shzh?fﬁﬁ]&ijf’gfﬁ ). 12% He was Kong.

also notifidd that he had been accepted
az commander by Canton men in loyalist




3. Recovery and
Resistance

High Water Mark of

ruler, Ariq-boke'g

but to take action against Wen an
; gn T'ien-hsiang

campaign

throne, although ey

generals. He first sent a_i??ﬁfﬁ;?hg*t_
. . o 1 o
ih-shang's advance fr i hAaa
' the wultimate reason Chzotig;hm:rchgd towards Wen's mleebéiil
- . : . . s a : :
supported Was unap| f:und_q But Whate:Egcess of loyalist a;ms 2: T*ing-chou, arr1;123r;:§r91277-
e 0. -ms : rea . en Lo ebu [ ,
remained agajngt Q;bi]ai's well-entra _thetﬁe Summer of 1277, it thi Mei- January or early in :
locate the loy- tion in China, ang Ariq-hgyk % nghsiang's sudden reconques
isolate and destroy'it and to Surrender inp 1264,
e fey remaining islands

In the Spring of 1277 it
only for Yuan armies to
alist Fleet,

of

140 to have sent his
\ itreme eastern Kuang’tun?ter Wen, Who-appeaéiiang‘hﬁi’ had no
blzai the loyalist recovery. Aﬁgust best troops 1nT? upon his generals for
2 f e in . t to ca . He
Two events, however, pre- . the lovalist entourag ili- choice by Tting-chou.
ai's armies frop Iégg Wen had built up his ow?rozl as helpl4’ and eszcg:;:g;gcnlthe coast,
oal and Prolonged = b;se by enlisti?g trofizn 141 py retreated to;aio admit him, 148 and even
r two more years, i th : Yaway as Wen-chou in Che hgé begun which refuse position at Lung-yen. |
fallying ar, ia early Autumn of 1276, Wen ations in tually took :zinforced by troops f‘ii’é‘ :
The first event, the kidnapping of discontented _ ' reasingly to dominate ?Piis by Chang There he.was nder Chao  Meng-ying. i |
Prince Namonqan ang the compiete eg|- ceived se. . ang-hsi, in sg;fznoi_ziuzg to limit ghiazg;zzztioi, however, wWas ?o:g uz?:ge i
any go ; d - en’ had lo
_Chleh an PR was furth . the coast the
Iran the nih Wen's position aple since lists and -
ral - : s influence. ) t of the ’ cm the lova \
: . critical Q?ldu began a Strug ag 13 strengthened thh.the defg:iang'hsi’ fallen ‘awanf;ad sought refuge further !
This was Something outside the controj tinue into the four ; list invasion of m court itsel
9t the Sung loyalists, ang quite wuney- éi;:gl Shih-chieh's general einf south. |
. ive ’
pected. To  counter Qa;du. _ [n spite of Chang':e:?:s;:my that Meanwhile Wu Chun had fal;fnsinﬁg
campaign to cement hig rule inm: p : nt of Wu, it was . role ea at Jui-chin
The second Was the sudden appear- in adjacent Parts of Turkes grosme rth to play the leadfng e to his own base
ance of powerfu] forces under Wen T'ien- defend Mon olia site of as hencefo Fu-chien and Chiang-hsi.
hsiang is Kuang-tung forces capable gf still techgicaiiy the ca 8 n southuestern Fu
? w
once  again interrupting what geepg to Mongolian wor
have been tenuous Yuanp

ld empire,
suppiy [ines Nomongqan tgq the i1i
SUpporting the main forge §

n Canton. army, however, included
under princes who had once
together, these tyo events

18,
from there had retreatejt°¥'§§:izigz Wu
' ~-chou.
e from his 1277150 to Ttlnfi Heng' s ruthless.MGHgii
His direct line of agvzncthe pres- surrendered tD 0k ZP 151 gg-tu then a
—chi blocked by eneral So-tu ’ ain the sur-
ase at Nan ChIEH' in central g to use Wu Chun to ¢ fed Wy
- . Li Heng's army ove  tempted n only execu
Supp: =§2§§ng?isi in October Wern begani;0 mthe render of Uenra?ztnfgz [solated on all
s : ! 1 mge u mor ' . move
A?lq bgke. They taook advantage 3_ £ his base to T ing chohi hlands. He *{g help had no choice but to
a4 completa recovery hy the situation to faj] away fram i) . . tern Fu-chien g 142 gides, Wen
loyalists jnq Kuang~tung and then tg 4 Nomongan apg his military cop ndar EothWES there on November 8, 1276.
reassertion of their influence in the Hantum—noyan, were kidnapped kv arrive
entire Southeast gg Yuan armisg were rebels and Qubilairg
repositioned

he arriv-
-tung, where

ickl astab- into eastern Kuang

: - Wen qul b

a nce in T'ing-chou

Mongoli n.: Onc in

northwards, For the first quickiy

time, loyalist armies

led firgt to

. il
: time in Apri
Hel_chgu some
! - ed and took
hed contact with other loyalist fore ed and took fg; .
. ; i iishe ih-chung is
tutos Juic lggéjapsed in dlsorder_ es under Wu Chun, ChagﬁnJ;: cthe coast) Thus ended the second loyali
constitute a ummer, . Hsing-hua c X an
Serious danger to Qubilaits stijg weak d(ZiEErS and began a major assault
contraol gvep the recalcitrant south. inst an
3) daidut The Centra; Asian Threat

ed to

iang-hsi. It appear

: ion of Chiang e than the

ih-shan invasi . little mor

outhegn Chiang-hsi.l143 ,Chao.ih;§ %% have ac°°”9?‘§23?ort of Yuan forces

%BJ”E 144 and Chao Meng il gr early temporarz : diSCanton and to have ocZ?y

. embe 3 a ' w cov
were Sent lnkia;?ng?izrbtg? in south- sFaiégn: brief second loyallizftrebehiﬂd
_ - to take - ) Wu §io0 ) wever,

second i c: Janii;i Chiang-hsi. Simu égggouiig’ and of the city. ﬁz?’ahzumber of pgcketzhOf

i idu (¢, -1301) 4 1 eas it Yu-tu N im in Chiang- ) ntly, Chac

?gusize Qgiggdyceviif: éf Mon:;:?s b?:k Yan, other importansn-ﬁ Chun was ta asii:ply routes to Kuang SLZistance --including, iﬁgagiesence of

1251-1259) coronation, when forces lgya) Zmanders in the f;nal Campaigns aga : :hr:azigngyt;: Kan River Vallezészlizzz Shih-shang's ?rmi;;r:;dKuang‘t“ng 1imité

to the old line of gap g odel (r. 1229~  gyng, including Tung Wen-pi L1387 0y, ung 2 - dvanced, is own army in . Li Heng an

1241) yere brutall; supgressed for an - mggf of tseuﬂésgol?grce:ntsgzghad “. DE loy?;;itth:rﬁiii f?ared as loti; ;?:de;? Z;Sthe freedo? of ?ﬁZiDZagz army, mor:-

alleged Plot against ‘the ney Mongoi Used in the south and - S0utheast. aga. . t g to come to his confederates. list command-

B z2ad roop ther loysa

ruler, 137 The young Qaidu wasg not among just ag the loyaligtg were recave mObli;st armies-laa . aver, encouragfguig helped cover thi

thase membersg of the house of Ogodei Pasition angd €xpanding their - toya k, and the ers in Kuang_ L ésition an the CO?S

Punished by Morgke ang and gave the new _ Wen's well directed att§2 ' threat- exposed onallsn pshih“Chieh and Ch'en

dan and the new impepig] line his joya)- i ) lacal risings in support 02 ;e;t by Li and al!owedogg?dgr a counterattack.

tl?s. byt Qaldy qy?ckly ca@e into co?— elseyhere. i i : u 19 ened to cut off the t;Z?P Lu Shih-kuei [-chung to ¢

sostn 3 bt Tehein Mot T L e e T i e oot

nge ppo s an e ng Yung-shih.
brother Arig-boke ag the ney Mongo| advantage of it, 139 and  Chang

Qubilai's quarrel] with hig
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¢) The Counterattack Begins
Interestingly, it was nesither from
the direction of Wen's army nor from the
loyalist fleet that the first maves in
the loyalist counterattack were made,
but rather from that of local resistance
leaders. About the time that Wen T'ien-
hsiang had seized Mei-chou, a revolt led
by Ch'en Tsan PR FZ son of the loyalist
martyr Ch'en Wen-lungl’i_i%é‘ ,154
out in Fu-chien and returned
Hsing-hua chun to loyalist
Not long after, probably
May, Chang Chen-hai recaptured Canton
for the loyalists far the second
time. 156 gn the coast, Chang Shih-chieh
retook Ch'ao-chou, Kuang-tung's second

largest city, probably some time in
June. 15

broke

strategic
control. 155
sometime in

The loyalists' counterattack
begun in the coastal cities, but it
in Chiang-hsi that the greatest
gains were to be achieved.
fourth Ilunar
June 2»,

had
was
initial
During the
month of 1277 (May 5 to
some of Wen T'ien-hsiang's
supporters had gained control of Hui-
ch'ang E% in the extreme sautheast
corner af Chiang-hsi. Wen himself enter-
ed the area during the following month,
recovered T'ing-chou, and advanced to
Yu-tu where he won a victory on July 5.
Thisg success allowed him to enter strat-
egic Hsing~kuo§¥ Eﬂ, dangerously near
the Yuan's Kan Vailey supply line to
Kuang-tung. Having established his ad-
vanced base at Hsing-kuo, Wen sent
troops to attack Chig?', in central
Chiang-hsi, on the Kan River, and to
besiege Kan% s located on the same
river further sSouth, 158

Revoits once again broke out
ly, mnot only in central and southern.
Chiang-hsi, which feil away from the
Yuan almost completely, but also in Hu-
nan, Hu-pei, An-hui (Huai hsi-lu &
$4), eastern Chiang-hsi (Chiang tung-
1u;1§;;45) and in Fu-chien as wel].1°9
Region after region rfell away from the
Mongols, Faced with such general opposi-
tion and with now limited manpower, Li
Heng «could only hide his time while
regrouping his forces for counterattack,
and attempting to hold strategic Kan,

wide-

where he dispatched what ¢
he could spare. 160 -

In Kuang-tung, Chang " §
encouraged by the recovery ¢
chun, was preparing to recgver

Setting sail for Ch'@an-¢h
force of Huai regulars, he
with She troops from T'{

neighboring areas --one band led
queen-- and a small contingent .
Ch'en Tsan, and laid seige tgo P
keng's urban domain on Augus
1277.161 pry, however, was dat
resist. He ruthlessly suppresse
eral wuprising within and withs
city lted primarily by Chao cla

Elsewhere in Fu-chien, howeyar.
Yuan ragidly lost ground. Changlf3
Shap-wulb4 were both recovered, . an
quick action (he massacred the off
ers) by former loyalist Wang ¢
1*"*‘%7 185 prevented a rising by
reg&%ars stationed in Fu-chou,
denuded of Mongol troops.186 Wang;:
ever, recognized his weak position
was soon in communication withii¢
Shih-chieh himself.187 Fu-chien appe
to be on the verge of falling away
pletely from the Yuan, and foya
influence was being felt again at
away as Che—tung.16

d) High Water Mark and Failure

During these months of recov
the loyalist fleet moved from Lan-ta
Isiand and took up position on the ma
land, in what is now the New Territdr
of Hong KOEE?b[t anchared first at K
tu ch'angZ'g .f%,'leg the modern
loon, then 1little inhabited, but
important center of salt production.:
The fleet arrived there in May or ear
June.!7! Here Ch’en i-chung and t
other loyalist ministers still in atte
dance had a travelling palace buil
while a lookout tower was establisghed on:

Ka

Sheng-shan®’ W Mountain, just behix
modern Kawloon. Part of this !ookou
tower still exists, and it is venerates

to this day as the Sung-wang t'ai, al
though no longer on its original site
which was used during World War 1!I by:
the Japanese to build an airbase.l72’

decisive defeat on him at K'ung-k'eng in

. d capture. Only
‘which Wen narrowly escapeé Ly ) .
_wge personal sacrifice of .Cha°1 ?Eiig So-tu prepared for an ‘Emiiiili
' dered te Li, cla Ch'f#lan-chou, but was de r
shang, wha surren W to advance on - . pagig-
d the real en t implorings of the g
he was Wen, allowe .0 his wife, two by the urgen : The
' hind him his wile Hsinfg in Chiang-tung.
escape, leaving be i the trate of . assem-
daughters and two sons to fall into magistrate feared loyalist forces e
nands of Li Heng.17’ bling at Shao-wu. 189 Changing hlsCh'en L
i to ien—.
once again back of march, So-tu then hurried .
Wen was :

: ttack on the
: inconclusively. An 2
i iated with the on 1nco ity in September
othe? riéchui:szgajt in the New southern gat? ?f ::3 :;eyenthusiasm of
of ine : i as unsuccessful, : ) bb
tories also Survive, each playigg ghang|s army was waning rapidly. The e

part in local Cantonese folklore. S ale was helped, the Erh-wang pen-

i ili f salt reven- ' -keng, who 1is
to the avalla?li;tYrorelative isol- mo informs us, by j :lshgﬁibed ,the She
and e e 0; r?tories formed a said to havi Secfj nzt tg press the
the New er ' troops _in the arm B
base for the loyalists: siege,lBO This delay before si?;ﬂzﬁizg?g
; hang 1h= "
. tectively doomed C C !
hile the loyalist fleet rested —effe of recovering all of Fu-chien, by
But W ili in Kuang- chances X te advance fi
comparative tranquil ity o restora- and of wusing it as a base ;

ime was running out for )
;;rces in Chiang-hsi ?nd Eui?hl?f
they encountered increasing dlfttiZCk
. Li Heng began his countera °
- inst Wen T'ien-hsiang in late Augus '
even before the crls1§ ha
sided in Central Asia. Lead;ngu i
of "picked",troops north throug

north. P'u and the other Yuan proxies i: |
the army had by September sent urgen I
requests for Mangol aid.

By early October . the immediate

crisis on the Central Asian fr9ntier‘had
agssed, and help was not longvln c?m;?g.
5 under the command of T a-ch'utg

: 175 he So-tu, 1 opera-
] Mountains ; trol of Mongo P
o Ti-fu 1&:§:§é§£¢ﬁen T'ien—h;iang at Hﬁ’iaz-nowC;?aizThsi, was ordered to
gmpieteily s . h 4 in tions 1in _ relieve
d him northwar jand to Ch'fan chou,
sing-kuo and force . arm slowly advance by + to the
\ : Yy i the coas

recipitate fllght% :;igois {n close the city and mo;eaiofzung. 83 Tra-ch'u
dispersing, and e tember 26, Sung base in Kuang “th Li Heng and

ursuit. Finally, on Sep himself, in cooperation wi

. . "
27?,176 Li overtook Wen and inflicted a :

Lu Shih-kuei, was to pfepare to mave
land through Chiang-hsi.

8y November _
f attempt
in T'ing-chou, and after a brie

- 3 x -~ = - a Via
tp resume the campaign 1 Chiang-hsi

ning encountering and defeating a largg
¥

£ Ch'ung-
ist force on the way & '
Y e frontier.186 . Redc

ple on the Fu-chien the S etk
; i those forces he was ? R o-tu defended L Gh
o renssen wlt?rom his scattered armies,  OhISY nlng%taik by the loyalist . general
to reassemy e i through An-yuan and  against B ZE |2, deteating him
zenkfizdpgzii?gn in Hsun-chou in Kuang- C?azi Zmb;si Pursuring Chang, = S
0o e - ni .
178 e left behind hin his e f : ht a series of successfu
ouns. nd was never again to reenter oue t+ him and eventually:
LA Henceforth he fought ~in ~ agains there he marched to
Chiang-hsi. o by one, Wen's aother chien. FromChi—weng e ned. the
Kuang*iung- we:z defeated by militarily whe;? w?gg i
rs _ .
fgiﬁannit numerically} superior Monia; to hi |
forces, which easily rode ~through the Fu-chou had been__?_
largely peasant levies that mage up without garrison before SO°%

bulk of the resistance forces.

and could easily have.
| ih-chieh. Once It
:h-chieh's Chang Shih-chie o
nh Chang Shih-chie .
. In ‘Fucﬁ?;zzichou, well and ably fu—chou, TZ?szto’yihk_ :
ot et by P'u Shou-keng, had dragged in a positi K
Yy

defended




" also

160

forces operating in Che-tung. He could
have threatened, if not taken, Lin-an,
also poorly provided with defensive

troops due to Bayan's departure north to
meet Qaidu’s armies.

Recapturing Lin-an, even if it
could not be held, would have provided a

great psychological boost for the res-
torationist cause. Failure to even at-
tempt to take the old capital was a

major tactical error on the part of the
loyalists. This was perhaps forseen by
Ch'en [-chung when he opposed Chang
Shih-chieh's plan to assault Ch'flan-
chou. He said that the war should be
waged against Mongols, rather than ag-
ainst other Chinese.

Once in Fu-chou, So-tu was quickly
joined by Il-temish (Yeh-ti-mi-shih4®s
f§3¥ 4 ). He had taken Shao-chou and
ended the loyalist threat to Chiang-hsi

and Che-tung from that quarter forev-
or, 188

" From Fu-chou, So-tu marched to
Hsing-hua c¢hun, which he besieged and

took on October 16, 1277.190 gince Ch'en

Tsan had asked to surrendered once, but-

had then closed the gates of the city to
continue a hard fought battle, So-tu
" massacred the garrison and apparently a
large part of the popuiation, taking
30,000 heads.19! Ch'en himself was dis-
membered as an example to others, 192 5¢-
tu then moved on to Chang-chou, which
put up a spirited  defensa. GSo-tu
finally captured the city and cut off
3,000 heads. 193 Delayed . at Hsing-hua
chun and later at Chang-chou, So-tu had
meanwhile sent his son Pai-chia-nu ﬁﬁ
%2184 4 take ship south to meet T'a-
ch'u, since time was running out. Pai-
chia-nu arrived in Ch'flan~chou, however,
to find the loyalist army long gone,195
" Chang Shih-chieh, alarmed by the appear-
ance of So-tu's army, had suddently
given up the siege on October 20, 1277
and sailed back to Kuang—tung.196

Fu-chien was again Jlost to the
loyalists 'as one center of resistance
after the other was crushed. Pai-chia-nu
sailed down the coast, towards Chia-tzu

men. Loyalist forcesuqﬁﬁ he modern New Territories. Probably 't

ly surrendered as the i giémid‘DCtDber’ when word 'wash'r?~

past.lg? Only Ch'ao-chou; 4 of the appearance of T a cflu i 5 .

So-tu seems to have advan & in the north, the loyal1?t ae 318 ro g e 3

resisted and had to be bypaew to an anchorage off Ch ao-chou, ¥ who generously cont
Ypass Fu- tan of grain to feed the

tu then first % to the scene of action in ) : ; : & _
u th trst marched ?ggth* the fleet was rejoined by  ane point during its ‘wanderings -
ect force of cavalryio3d. T?ere . babl durin the the Canton delta, prevented total
where he established contac shih-chieh, probabiy u g

: 219
under Lu Shih-kuei, 200 and " the week of October. lapse.

ton where he finally made coj

T'a-ch'u early in 1278, 201 During this period of great diffi-
= in o :

culty - for the loyalists their ranks
suffered a major defection in the person
of Ch'en !-chung. Ch'en was in favor of

{1l tanegus attack by So-tu's army and muying ope¥at§ons_to Ch:@pi, ;23 I?gag
ghen's fleet, which surprised the chinese principality w_1c d o lone
fleet at 1its anchorage at maintained close. reiatlgns w1t : '%

and severely defeated Chang China and was ultx@a?ely 1tself. od ?
efforts at counterat- prey to Mongol ambitions. In th%s_ gsire
he seems to have met the opposition of
many remaining loyalists. Ch'en then
feft the {fleet and gsailed to <Champa
alone, ostensibly to raise more troops.
After his departure he had no more con<
tact with the loyalists and finally
died somewhere in Siam after the Mangol
assault on Champa.220 Ch'en was replaced

by his old opponent Lu Hsiu-fu.

behind,
(November
loyalist
under

Yuan armies were not far
py the 11th lunar month
pecember 25, 1277}, the

In Chiang-hsi, T'a-ch'y.
ces in eastern Kuang-tung were

his own operations shortly after
invasion of Fu-chien. Enter

tung in the ninth lunar month
(September 29-ODctober 27, 1277),20
ch'u's armies fought a victorisiu
at Mei-1ing203 and then advanced
ease to Canton, which was surrende
Chang Chen-sung on December 1, :12
A general wuprising of the "ri
armies of the various Ju"205 yag:
ficient to save the city and wa
suppressed. ;

hih-chieh's
. 209

The lovalists had no choice but to
jee up the Pearl River Estuary to the
51u—shan§§ WJ Peninsula, located

30 miles southwest of Tung-huan
They probably arrived there
in early December.2}! Most of
had, however, by this time

to Yuan control, soon forcing

Once in control of Canton,
no longer needed the direct sup o
4. The Final Battles, 1278-9

So-tu and he was sent back t . .

Ch'ao-chou, now the largest city he loyalists to move thglr an?hor?ge

loyalist control in Canton. The et again to escapg detgctlzn, tglghzizf The choice of K'ang-chou as a base
cross the Pear! River Esiuary unfortunate one

besieged by So-tu's army gcooper \ . . . P of operations was an
F D#,‘;‘g in Hsiang-shan hsxenémgﬂ. ; P connections

with a fleet under Liu Sheng#: : ; i alist
taken, and its population massac: near modern Macao, 212 where they arrlved S Baae - Zeviriddeﬁi: where the move-
after, a length siege on March “on January 16, 1278.213 The exposed site with the Canto £ !t'on continued to
1278.208 Thisgmaze Ch'go:chou the ‘was, however, not a good choice for 2 ment for = iung r:i 223 ;rt Three major
Kuang-tung city (Shao-chou was. sfuge, and shortly after its arrival ezioy its ; zoggzeriodpgf séveral months
: : 5 ove

- ; the loyalist fleet, already ravaged Dby  attemp - .

e e e ton 1 ‘malaria and other tropical diseases, 214 to take Lei-chqu ¥ M, on the Kuang

chou wan j%g” Peninsula, failed one
after the other.222 Supplies  became
scarce ag attempts by loyalist officials
suers were not far behind, and on Janu- on Hai-nan;é?ﬂpisland to supply the

ary 17 a sea battle was fought between Sung fleet were thwarted by a ;acgzaot
the survivors of ‘the storm and Liu suitable harbors and Yuan blockade.

Shen's fleet.218

popuiation of the city of Canton
had been inexplicably massacred on
ruary 1, by the troops of Lu Shih-ku
and T'a-ch'u.207 This could have

retaliation for some attempted
by the city's surviving population,
no such revoit is mentioned in our sc
ces. In any event, once again resistan
appeared to have ended in Kuang-tung
and the days of Sung loyalism appeared

was battered by a great storm in which a
large proportion of the surviving loval-
ists lost their lives.21% The Yuan pur-

Disease +took further toll within
depleted loyalist ranks, including among

hih-chieh won the ' 0
Aithough Chang Shi ciotime FBrince Shih himseif, who

relentless pursuit its

s t

numbered. battie, Liu Shen's . : . H received the

continued, forcing the loyalist fleet to died on May 8§, éZTB—tsin Bd v 226 e

While Yuan armies were | hin play cat and mouse with Yuan forces 1n posthumous title uiv b gtﬂe;‘ Beinoe

. r ;auncniy the islands of the Pear! River Estuary was succeeded DY 1325 r 1 after
their counterattack and advancing fro until Chang and the remaining loyalists Ping, two days later, but only

heated discussions among the loyalists.

all sides upon it, the loyalist flee
Many new favored abandoning the struggle

remained precariously perched at Kuan-f
ch'ang and later at other positions i

were finally able to shake off their
pursuers by withdrawing down the Kuang-
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and dispersing. Only the fe
tions of Ly Hsiu-fu to
struggle as long as one i1ast Chao

re- Sung, and T'a-chr
mained alive carried the day in this
difficult situation, 226

hed with
be approac

' eem to  position cou:i OE;yany opposing fleez’

- 3 i . imi [
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leading |
ides The other,

Canton on cliffs on both side

he took

way south

Soon after

nNarrow

fed through a

-fan from the nort?ESt’ in the west, between

. 23, 1278.237 Chang Hung Zc; passage to Yal;me? Yai-shan and anothe;
: * r [»}

the departure of the grew throughoyt Kuang<ty, ab f haé been un?blzlzo dszsedp by the ﬁalzoii;aznown as the Ea?szin ;2L?2n

loyalist fleet from Kuang-tung waters, coastal Fu-chien ag poj Li, and was serlouetiC resistance. to tyii-sha“' Strong local ti

the Mongols, feeling once again that ering in the thousandsg: ien-hsiang's energ of

Sung resistance had finally ended, began to answer the call of the

recalling their forces. In s0 doing they

repeated the errgp that
loyalist recavery of 127
crush ai} resistance
the lovaiigt fleet,
T'ien-hsiang's rump a
pressure, as before,
ists to recovep lost
last attempt to restg

by
a into account
: e Li soon had to face had to be taken in
.onSequenT. t counterattack. Wang
is

245
my fleet.
Ling Ch'en were gent north enemy
and Lin

d some-
. . ith . ere anchaore
vai-shan by Chang Shlh—Chlehpez;;‘ The 1oyali52§ :he Yai-men Gate hon
al- d they , to the eas f Yai-shan
. t people, an Li what Main Island o ]
rmy of boa 17, 1279. ide of the here is a
. January 17, by that si tsland. Ther :
d Canton on however, was near : the Eastern . loyal-
’ v facing is site. The
its defendery : ~-fan's arriv harbor at this any as
d of Li Hung 3 ickly natural . 5 perhaPS as m
ing for wor . Li quilc A t including X -junks,
gwiftly. _ ist fleet, - war-Jju
P N and hrea?tjd captured Wang Fu Zio gne thousand QCQEToiglzzctangle’ form-
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e allowe 0 come tg courtiwa 5t eas
and Chang Shih-chieh g

d.._
ttached to 2
247 Each had been a form
t loyalist ward: hips with large ropes to
PPOiNte 20,239 Thus ended the las joining ship
officials to many of the cit et
" the collapse of hig Chiang-hsi cap- ed by Wen,

; Wooden pali-
. sible line. ity
. the tightest poss owers of a ¢
: tempt on Canton sades, looking like the t
_ perhaps as an aff :
Paigns, tgok Hui-chouy, 227 Further north, Wen's Proposal that Canton'b
Ling Ch'en)%ijgd an old colleague of alist headquarters was

any
had allowed the

7 by failing tg

forces, including
not to mention Wen
rmy. This easing of
allowed the loyal-

Wen T'ien-hsiang,i :
most energetic of the lo
as he and his competent gtay
eastern Kuang-tung for defans
ed Ch'ao~chay and extendeg
°nce as far as Chang in Fuzch
er, Wen gained litt]e coop

fu

re the dynasty,

Recovery began in the

Spring and
Summer of 1278,

In the third lunar
month, Wan T'ien-hsiang, who had been

rebuilding hisg army at Hsun-chou after

- d reta-
e made | Meanwhile, Chang Hung fan ha

terns of
ilt on the s

had bheen bul of the
d had reduced various mouz— :21;; located at tTE kizgnziznks farn-
alsory ¥en Chang and ha : ig entrance into le, and interlac
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d
tung. Advancing with unexpecte
-tung.
local leaders by Putting down
cupied Canton for th

i line.
d a wall surrounding the entire
e
e loyalists, 229 gy

) n the
fépidity by land and.bdehgid dg;ptured This arrangement, whichh i:emghiif
Pirates and bandits who had ~arpi éoast, he then surpalfe.o 1ing55 £ been the brainchild of Cha
of this COUpP scon reached the loyalist numbers after the Yuan withdrg Wen T'ien-hsiang at'PU on February 6, have
fleet gat K'ang-chou and a decision was ¢luded amorng them wereg the putside of Hai-feng:%
made to sail back to Kuang-tung, This Ch'en '
.time Chang Shih-chieh

48 the advan-
d Lu Hsiu-fu,248 had
and their She army.zse'T.

led the fleet g ¥as now set for the finaj cqnffdht

Yai-shan, ap island in the west delta
now part of Hsin-huyi hsien that ig fav- The

ored by natupe as a defensgive pPositon of mentally g
some strength. The loyalist fleet dropp-
ed anchor there gn June 28, 1278, pro-

claimed thejp new emperor and called
upon  the

i defen-
had ~ chieh and Lu height to the Sung
i us, eig
1279.240  yen, the CCL lnfgiizted Yuan tage of giving
' ’ ting coor
not bheen expec
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. that must . e
t, something in-chieh, sinc
' the final loyalist stroﬂgh:l: ;iii feared by Changtszl?ni ebb due to
There were advance to the tion of which ha list morale was a also made
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China to revolt against the Mongols, 230 contend with in Chiang-hsi ar bhecome knﬂwn_to t;e Sung fleet did “?t it difficult for the Toging ships. Wood-
' areas to impede their advance up er.243 This time r one final battle d destroy individua
Word of the new loyalist advances main base of resistance in Kuan _ flee but prepared fo an
500n reached the Yuan court, Finally, in On the other hand, the restricted "§co
August 1278, the court appointed

also. be
en wails and pa1asadesfciﬁéddéfenders{j
galment o
useful for conc

three of resistance alsg
of its most aeyx end | sive

the loyalist Rovement once and for alj,
Empowered were Li  Heng, Wen T'ien-

hsiang's oid oppanent, Chang Hung—faniﬁ,

aign.
to decide the outcome of the campalg

Simplified the defe
Perienced generals tg Problem of the loyalists, whe
¢ase had their backs to the

The campaign was no
one for the Mongols

Y
1a ‘S. e well chose

i han had been n b
the lo ;iists as a last refuge. Adequate
supplez were available locally, and t he
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disadvantage
whatever on

awever, had the major
t made any maneuver
¢t of the Sung fleet impossible.
.p, @5 a8 static deployment, the
gement made the Sung fleet subject
ackade and siege, which could lead
& exhaustion of Sung forces without
otual battle. The formation chosen
ne Sung fleet by the loyalist com-
jers, in fact, reveals no clear und-
tanding of naval warfare and a fixa-
n on traditional positional strategy.
“elearly bears out Lo Jung-pang's
[uations concerning the rapid decline
the Sung navy as & strategic and
ticai force from the end of <the

jelfth century. 249

commanders completed
their antagon-
Chang Hung-
March

the

As the Sung
peir final preparations,
sts arrived on the scene,
an on February 25 and L.i Heng on
250 Recognizing the difficulty of
actical problem facing them, the Yuan
enerals planned carefully. It was de-
jded to first weaken the loyalists by
gutting off outside sources of supply
efore risking a general engagement,
ince the Mongol fleet was greatly in-
“ferior in numbers and quality of forces
to the Sung fleet, 251

in accordance with this plan, Li
landed unexpectedly on the Main lsland
of Yai-shan near the main loyalist base,
previousiy considered virtually impreg-
nable by the loyalist generals because
of the surrounding ring of rocky moun-
tains and the difficulty in approaching
by sea. Li had brought with him about
180 iight, shallow draft boats252 which,
unlike Chang Hung-fan's larger, ocean-
going junks, enjoyed free movement in
the battle area and were thus capable of
making the Main lsland landing.

ashore, Li's troops took the
base, and heat back determined

counteraitacks from the fleet
His movement

Once
Sung
loyalist
anchored opposite the base.
cut it off from all local sources of
water, food and wood, the latter being
especially important because of limited
loyatist supplies of arrows. ToO complete
his domination of the position, Li in-

165

stalled batteries of huo—p'ao%’,fﬂ,
heavy bombardment engines whogse missiles
were propelled by counterweights,ZSS in
a stockade built on a mountain above the
former Sung headquarters and bombarded
the Sung fleet. The bombardment, howev-
er, failed to have much effect since it
was apparently carried out at close 1o
maximum range, and Chao Hung-fan, in
overall command of the operation, order-
ed firing to cease since he feared that
it might cause the Sung ships to scat-
ter, making it more difficult to bring a
final end to Sung resistance.

While Li was securing the land base
on the island, Chang himself was carry-
ing out his own preliminary operations
against the Sung ships, with skirmishes
oceurring almost every day. He assaulted
a large, isolated group of Boat People,
about 1,000 sail --possibly the remnants
of Wang Fu-tao's army-- anchored to the ;
north of the main loyalist fleet, out- '
side the Sung lines. Chang's experienced
crews made fast work of them, since the
small Boat People ships were unsuited to
naval warfare, and the Sung ships could
not leave their fortress to help their
allies due to the ropes securing them to
each other. Chang then attempted to use
captured Boat People vessels as fire
ships against the main Sung units. This
tactic, however, proved a failure. The
Sung daubed their ships with mud, em-
ployed laong poles to push the fire ships
away and tubes that sgouted water to
extinguish the blazes. 220 SPCEON

Chang was rejoined by Li,= ¥
left a garrison in his stockade.
the enemy access to the interio
island. Chang then waited so
hunger and thirst to weaken
ists while preparing hisi:
tle. Finally, on March 19
Chang sensed that the:
flee due to their diff
his attack. A ltoyali
him with only 500"
that 200 af these-
play much of .3 L@
Chang dividi
ate flotill
ncamel” h
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it Sung lines.

Heng began his attack in the
as the tide receded to the
He used the force of the tidal
to gain speed and momentum while
hing from the north and north-
e soon became involved in desper-
hting as his attack drew in Sung
a5, elite Hual regular forces,
forced him to withdraw temporari-
eanwhile, a second attack had been
ed from the south, countered with
~fire by the Sung. This attack,
yer, was sSo0oD joined by the remain-
fwo Yuan flotillas, in the east and
The latter attack was possibily
py the Yuan commander, Chang Hung-

The battle lasted most of the day.
ships used their mobility to the
nost, disengaging when pressed by the
emy, only to attack anew at the same
s different place on the Sung Iline.
the afternoon Li Heng reentered the
ttle, His ships, like those in the
ther flotillas, turned about accarding
Chang Hung-fan's orders so as 1o
eutratize the Sung's advantage of
, Li's troops soon boarded one of
@ Sung ships, and cut the ropes bind-
ing i+ to the others. into the gap
thereby created in the Sung lines he led
mall swift vessels (ba’adur, *hera"),
anned by picked crews. Li's boats wove
n and out among the Sung ships, creat-
‘ing havoc. The Yuan flotilia stationed
in the south repeated Li's eariier move~
ent, -and used the pressure of the in-
coming tide to gain momentum. These
ships braved the greek fire of the Sung
line and boarded several ships.

By late afternoon, the Sung had

lost a number of ships and their fort-
ress line had been breached at several
places. guddenly one ship lowered its
standard to gurrender, and others fol-
lowed suit. The battle was won. Some 800
Sung large ships were taken. Many of
these were later ysed in the Mongol
invasions of Japan and other overseas
points.257 seme 100,000 cOTrpses Were
teft floating in the water for a week.
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Ope of these was the body of Prince
Ping. He had been drowned by Lu Hsiu-fu,
since the emperor's ship was anchored in
the very center of the Sung rectangle

and was unable to gscape.

0f the major joyalist figures, only
Chang shih-chieh escaped the debacle. He
cut himself loose from the Sung battle
line with 16 ships, and put to sea,
taking advantage of a sudden fog to
escape Li Heng. Chang took along with
him Empress Dowager Ying, the mother of
prince Shih, and a few of his own Huai
troops, in the hope of finding another
member of the house of Chao to raise UP
ac Sung emperor.

Chang later returned to the site of
the battle to bury the dead and pick UP
survivors. But his presence SoOCT drew
the notice of local Yuan commandars.
Chang was defeated and pursued to K"ang-
chou by Liu Tzu-11i, Hsiung-fei's betray-
er in 1276. The Empress Dowager Ying

committed suicide, put Chang still hoped
from - Annam.

to carry on the struggle

Before he cpuld carry gut his plan,
however, he was drowned during a storm
at gea off Nan-en on June 14, 12?9.25B
Back at Yai-shan, the Yuan army had
carved an inseription to note its vict-

ory and departed.
p. The Aftermath of Resistance

: The prolonged'Sung resistance in
southeast China had great physical im-
pact upon the entire region. it was
especially gevere in Kuang-tung, where
fighting lasted Lhe longest, and was
most intense. Three of Kuang-tung's
cities, Canton, Ch'ao-chou and Shag-chou:
suf fered massacres, while most others .-
changed hands at least twice, and wefégﬁ
thereby exposed to the wrath of ~conz .=

quering forces from poth sides. Loss. qf;}~ 
possibly: .
about onelic

life must have been encrmous,
as high as 500,000 persons,
seventh of the total population. ga

Property loss was probablyfgeqéﬁ'
greater in magnitude, since sieges:;QQQEf
now being conducted with the__usg'f'
gunpowder, and were far more destuc




than in eartier times,

entire province was the sc
ary activity during the resistance move-
zent, not just a few fought over
armies in China, and
where in the Middle Ages,

unable to as much as march
area without completely disru
lives and livelihoodg of

Traditional

ants,
a5 conquerors.

But
physical

total
have
most

tion

Ch'ao-chou.

The results of war
ally damaged Canton,

both from itsg

Chinese markets,
ese

‘had in the past,

Chiang-hsi into competing zo

alist

reaching Cantan.
the

international

perhaps most important of
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ern Kuang-tung were already under Mongol
infiuence if not control by the summer
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32, KTTC, 3396B. -

130. Ys¢,

131. S5, 47, 2B6A, Y5, 9, 187, ¥5C,

KTTC, 3396B, HTCTC, 5000.
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we must
teast 20%

likely

nearly 30% in Kuang-tung after 1264 to

account
event

for the 13893 figures.
that couid have caused

The

only

losses of

Hsin-hui hsien.

CSTP, B4,
phy of
ch'ienZp B £4 .

such magnitude was the Sung
Movement. Kuang-tung (along w
Fu-chien and eastern Chiang-hs
thus be added to Perkins' nji
greatest Mongeol devastation.™ i

260. The KTTC (3406A-3410B, pas
the contemporary CPL contain the
ing information on revoits, y
and aboriginal wars in

surrounding areas in the
the Sung Resistance movement:

Kuang-tu
periagd

L. In 1281-1282, Li Tzu B F¥ ot

hai hsiend: ¢ &%

. raised troops, an

the Sung nien-hao @ /& ("year pe;

Traops bhad to bhe sent
Kuang-tung to put down
(KTTC, 3407Al.

from .
the

reb

2. In the third month of 12835

Kuei-fang #A#& % and Chao

Liang

ﬁ’ﬁ;‘ﬁ‘ raised troops, called the

the Lo-p'ing
nien-hao Yen-k'angi& & .

soon suppressed,

followed (KTTC, 3407A-B). See a

Chao, here called Chao

2i.r Nation and us
Both wer
Although the revo
other similar outbr

I'so

where there is a short hip ra

Chao was the son:

member of the Chazo clan who had come
Kuang-tung in the train of the |

Princes.
the
hidden

He fled to Hai-nan islan
Battle of Yai-shan and r
there, changing his surn

ay
d. af]
emai
am

Lin##*. The same source also notes

eral

persecution of Chao

clansm

Kuang-tung after the revolt and cont

a very
formation
Chao-tzu,
fang's

interesting reference
of a lineage estate,
"Sons of Chao,"™ by Lin

eage In the face of persecution.

possibitly
p'ing
ninth month of 1283,

3. There were general
related to the

revolt in 1283 and 1284,

upr

t .
cai
K

father to support the Chaa -l

isin

earlier

In-

"robbers™ arose an

10,000 troops had to be sent to put

down.

The next year "robhers"

threat

supply lines of Mongol troops assaul

Champa

and had to be suppressed

3407B).

N
a
a

4. Apparently in the same
an-hsi BAFPE of Nan-hai hsien &
nd Li Te#2 #8 of Hsin-hui hsien

force of about 100,000 and

(KTTC

year,

e

rais

revolte

society

ti

“movemen
“yprisin

- manned
- rebel
. smaller
{KTTC, 3407B-3408A).

5. In the third month of 1285,
[-chung and Prince Ping were
KTTC (3408A) dryly informs us

The

6.
Chang
raised
rabel li

281, We

several
later
Edward

262,

the
Chien-

263.
1331f.

rebels

a nien-hao,
each major

these men were imposters,.
were by then dead.

In one part of the New
of Haong Komng,
Boat Festival is interpreted in terms of
battlie between Sung and Yuan.

See

They received the support of a number of
ndividuals
;urnames
elder,”

identified only by their
and the title ta- JaoX %,
possibly indicative of secret
participation in the uprising.
took several cities and
including Tseng ch'eng}iﬂ.ﬁﬁz1n

organized a government

participant receiving
tle wang £ , "prince." A general
t of Boat People supported the
g and 10,000 troops brought in by

' the VYuan government from as far as
Chiang~hsi were unable to contain it
(CPL, 587). The rebels gained control of
Ch'ing-yuan hsien}: 2%, and an at-

: tempt on Canton was barely defeated. The

_end came in a great mnaval battle in

“ yhich 7,000 rebei wvessels (presumably

200,000
much
ships

by Boat People) and some
troops were defeated by a
Yuan force in about 400

"Ch'en
captured.”
that
since both men

Later the same year, a man named
Ch'iang 5{5@ of Tung-huan hsien
over 20,000 trocps, and started a

on to restore the Sumg. It was

quickly suppressed (KTTC, 3408B).

are fortunate in possessing
aceounts of Kuang-tung under
Mongol rule. See, for example,

H. Schafer, "A Fourteenth Century

Gazeteer of Canton,®™ in Oriente Poliano

{Rome, 1857), 67-93. Schafer, however,
seriously wunderstates the degree of
damage caused by the Mongaol conquest,

and his translation of the gazeteer must
be read accordingly.

Territories

for example, the Dragon

See

Yu-wen, op. cit., p. 145, Chien

discusses other such materials as well.

Chien Yu-wen, op. c¢it., PpP.
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This book is an attempt to fuse
together narrative history and biography
in order to review the many difficulties

associated with the Chinese American
past, while at the same time drawing
attention to what the author perceives
as its unnoticed ar neglected aspects.

The voiume is divided into two equai and

well-defined sections. Part I (13C
pp.), "The Golden Magnet,” is a chron-
icle of Chinese American history from

the eariy 1850's, when large-scale Chin-
ese immigration began, through the last
decades of the nineteenth century, when
the United States government enacted the
exclusion laws, Part 11 (145 pp.J,
"Chew's Journey,®™ 1s an introduectory
biography of Rev. Ng Foon Chew, a noted
civic leader in San Francisco's Chinese
community during the first three decades
of this- century.

The author states that her work was
motivated by a wish to offer a
of a "Chinese Frederick Douglass," as
one aspect of her research into "the
roie of [ethnic] minorities and immig-
rants in American hiétory" {(pp. wvii-
viii). The book's organization is sim-
ple and the writing is clear and
straightforward. Given the smail body
of literature on Chinese American hist-
ory, and the fact that this particular
work is directed at a large audience
from "the seventh grade and up" (Books
in Print 1880-1981, p. 1582), then it is
possible to say that Hoexter's work will
provide worthwhile reading for many. {
would caution, however, that this shouid
not be regarded as a positive endorsea-
ment of this book.

portrait’
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BOOK REVIEW

Corinne Hoexter. From Canton to (ali-
fornia! The Epic of Chinese Immigration.
New York: Four Winds Press, 1876, 281 pp
hardcover, $8.95.

.

| have found From {an-
ton to California a great disappoint-
ment. The subject of study and the
tformat adopted by the author were poten-
tially capable of educating us about the
Chinese American past. This potential
is not fulfilled because the book offers
little new information {other than the
details of Ng Poon Chew's life) nor does
it offer any new perspective on the
Chinese in America. Research is contfin-
ed mainly to English language secondary

in general,

sources. With the exception of infre-
quént references to Chung S5ai Yat Bo,
Chinese sources are negiected. The boak

remains content with presenting an in-
teresting and entertaining story. Al-
though it has an impressive title and a
smooth flowing text, it can only result
in disappointment to aii but the totally
uninformed reader.

In response to the paucity of WOTKS
on Chinese American history, especially N
scholarly ones, there has developed_;a }”
tendency among some to seize uponfteqéhﬁv_
offerings and ascribe to them  positive .
characteristics and functieng.i . L '
tunately, only a few merit. sue
ment. From Canton to California
case where such ascriptiofl
misplaced. [t seems useful
ize more responsibly how &
does or does not inform us.
claims to investigate.. i Su
ure at this task should b
test of its value as a
Chinese American histo

This bodk;ai
areas. These inpfud




