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Abstract

This paper tries to shed new light on the research on the village history in the Red River Delta during
the 18™ to early 19 centuries, based on the reexamination of the materials collected at former Bach
Céc Village (Vu Ban District, Nam Dinh Province) and its surrounding villages in the joint field research
project during 1994-2006. Although several preliminary studies on these materials have already been
published, there is still room for deeper research. After summarizing the history of the research for the
communal village in Northern Vietnam, this paper closely examines the information of landholdings
in 1805 of Bach C6c and two neighboring villages (Tiéu C6c and Dwong Lai). The striking deviation
among these villages are then analyzed from new viewpoints other than conventional one that
concentrate in the scale of landholdings (of only rice fields). For instance, judging from the records
of Bach C6c and another nearby village named Thi Mai, female landholders played an important role
through their marriage in the land transfer among villages. Records of Ti€éu Coc shows that, besides
rice fields, the land category of “housing lots, gardens and ponds” should be paid more attention to
understand the household economy and the relationship among clanspeople as well. Finally, textual
problems so far overlooked (the lack of uniformity among the sources of a same category and that
among the listed information within a single material as well) of well-known materials related to the
three villages such as dia ba (land cadasters) and gia phd (family genealogy) are raised, hopefully
providing basis of further research.
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The author of this paper has specialized in ~ materials, mainly from the 18" to the early 20®
the “Medieval” history of Vietnam focusing on  century. Of these projects, the most important
the Ly-Tran Periods. Simultaneously, however, = one was undertaken at former Bach Coc village
he participated in several joint field research  (lang Bach C6c F %% cfi, now included in the Coc
programs in village history in Northern Vietnam, = Thanh Agricultural Cooperative as its five on
during which he collected numerous Han-Nom  eight xém or hamlets, in Thanh Loi Commune,
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Vu Ban District, Nam Pinh) from 1994 under the
leadership of the late Professors Sakurai Yumio
and Phan Huy Lé!. Research on the contemporary
economy and society of Bach Coc/C6éc Thanh
is still ongoing (conducted by young scholars).
However, its pre-modern history, for which the
collection of materials from neighboring villages
continued until 2006, has almost been forgotten
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following the sudden demise of the late Professor
Sakurai Yumio in 2012 (before completing his
monograph on Bach Céc, the first daft of which
was written in 2006 [20]?). Younger historians,
including the author of this article, were charged
with other tasks and projects from 2007
onwards?, though they had published several
articles before then, too.

Tiéu Coc

Dwong Lai &

- Dong Chi/Pong My

- Thi Mai/Nguyét Mai

Map: Bach Coc and neighboring villages in Nam Dinh, on which Sakurai Yumio
conducted research (adapted from the map of Sakurai [18, p.350])
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Since December 2020, while preparing a
couple of lectures and conference presentations
on early modern Vietnam and East Asia, the
author chanced upon several interesting pieces
of information in the materials collected up
until 2003, which had never been examined by
anyone. Following this, he decided to widely
reexamine these materials to make a new case
study on the formation of the village and the
family during the early modern period®* This
paper is the first report of the author’s research,
intended to reorganize the research into these
common topics from such viewpoints as family/
gender structures and household economy, and
to point out textual problems so far overlooked of
well-known materials such as dia baiti# (land
cadasters)®and gia phd Zi (family genealogy).
hopefully providing basis of further research.

1. A background on village studies

Behind the joint village study, there were
well-known debates on the nature and structure
of the ‘traditional’ village in Northern and North-
Central Vietnam[18][19]¢, which was a corporate
body organized on the basis of communal rice
fields (called cong dién ~H or quan dién &
H, which literally meant public rice field, and
which were periodically (re)distributed among
all full-status villagers), although the proportion
of the communal field in the village was usually
smaller than that of tw dién #\H or the private
rice field. The membership of these villages
was stipulated by their own customs and their
internal affairs were generally controlled by the
council of elders rather than by the legal and
administrative system of the state. This village
society provided the basis for both colonial rule
and anti-colonial movements, and later provided
resources for the anti-American war in accepting
socialist land nationalization (as a new type of
céng dién system). For this reason, the village
society has attracted academic interest since
the French colonial period, and a large number
of studies have been published in western and
Vietnamese academic circles, not only in the field
of political, social and economic research, but
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also in the field of cultural and religious studies.

Japanese scholars, including Sakurai Yumio,
have also been interested in this topic since the
period of the Viethnam War’. Sakurai completed
his monograph in 1987 by combining three
methodologies: (a) traditional skills in the
textual study in Asian history, (b) developed
Marxist theoretical studies far beyond the level
of the Soviet Union and China, and (c) emerging
Southeast Asian area studies focusing on ecology
and agricultural technology, to draw a new
picture of the history of communal land and
village communities in the Red River Delta [18].
Previous studies, both in foreign and Vietnamese
academia, were preoccupied with the idea that
communal villages with communal landholding
systems must be a remnant of primitive/ancient
times, and believed that they survived the
development of private landholding systems.
However, Sakurai pointed out that there is no
direct evidence of the communal land system
before the 14™ century?®, and the famous Marxist
theory of Asiatic Modes of Production was not as
systematic as other socio-economic structures
(such as slavery and feudal systems, and even its
plausible part is only applicable to dry agrarian
societies, the eco-systems of which are clearly
different from that of wet-rice civilization). Based
on these views and a broad comparison of the
“public” land system in Asia during the medieval
and early modern eras, Sakurai drew a new
picture, according to which the early modern
cong dién derived from the sate-owned fields of
the Lé Dynasty in the 15" Century. The H6 and Lé
Dynasties accumulated a large amount of land by
confiscating it from the elites of former dynasties
and Ming colonizers and expropriating the lands
abandoned in the anti-Ming wars. After Lé Loi
gotindependent, the government allocated these
state-owned fields to villages, strictly regulating
their distribution among villagers according
to official and social statuses, so that the state
could secure tax-based income, while the large
number of ex-soldiers and landless people could
be guaranteed a minimum livelihood. However,
this system reached a dead end after the 16™
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century due to demographic pressure and civil
wars. Under the restored Lé Dynasty after the
17™ century, the income from public rice fields
and then public rice fields themselves were
appropriated by local officials, soldiers, and
powerful local families. And the appropriated
fields were converted into their private fields.
Since the early 18" century, the Lé-Trinh central
government had to conduct reforms to secure
enough tax income and prevent corrupt low-
rank officials and local bosses from arbitrary
exploitation. Among these reforms, the central
government granted villages the right of self-
control over the public rice fields in exchange for
a fixed amount of tax, and started levying regular
taxes on privaterice fields (the modern definition
of private property then became applicable
for tw dién). Thanks to these measures, many
villages were able to survive natural disasters
and social unrest in the mid-18" century, at
the cost of developing a large-scale class of
landlords. The Nguyén government seldom
intervened in these villages. Then, what would
be regarded as a "traditional” village of strong
collectivity led by small holders was crystallized.
The French generally maintained the system for
their purpose of dominance and exploitation.
Based on this wider picture alongside research
conducted from 1979 to 1990° on the history
of agricultural reclamation in the Red River
Delta, Sakurai conducted field research at Bach
Céc and later in other regions together with his
colleagues and students. Besides the research
in geography/ecology and agriculture, his
team tried to examine the nature and historical
evolution of the village community together with
its internal components such as residential and
ritual units of thén, xom, and gidp, and clan-like
units of dong ho'°, as well as religious centers
like Buddhist temples and shrines.

2. Land holdings recorded in the land
cadasters made in 1805

Just as uneven land holding and the
necessity of its reform were urgent issues in
densely-populated East and Southeast Asian

villages in the mid-20" Century, regardless of
the political and economic systems of the related
countries, land holding in the village society
has also become an important topic in history.
Historians under the influence of Marxism
considered it the key to understanding the social
structure of the agrarian village as a whole. In
the case of early modern northern Vietnam,
land cadasters attracted attention. While those
established before the Tay Son Period seldom
survive today, most of the cadasters established
under the Nguyén Dynasty are still preserved
by institutions such as the National Archives
(Trung tdm Lwu trir Quéc gia) and the Sino-Nom
Institute. Every village established a cadaster
under the observation of local officials, and a
bound volume of all villages in its jurisdiction
was made in every tdng % (the unit between
district and village). The cadaster of a village
(usually called xd #t) was divided into multiple
village units called thén #f(a unit usually
regarded as a sub-unit or a segregated part of an
original village) in some cases, while a thén had
its own cadaster in other cases. The cadaster lists
the location!! and area of various categories of
land in the village, as shown in Tables 1-2 below.
It also records the three-rank grade (1%*grade is
most productive) and cropping season (Summer
field £ for lia chiém or Fifth lunar month
rice and Autumn field # H for lila mia or Tenth
lunar month rice) of rice fields. The cadasters
made in 1805 are of special interest because
they record the “cultivators’ (= holders’) name,
area, and the names of holders in charge of the
surrounding plots (in the East, West, South,
North), of each plot of the private rice field (and
sometimes of other categories). Public rice fields
possessed by other villages (categorized as ky tai
H.AF) and private rice fields cultivated (held) by
people from other villages (categorized as phu
canh [fi#) are also listed.

Sakurai Yumio examined the cadasters of 19
villages (xd or thén) in Nam Dinh, which happened
to have been collected by Toyo Bunko (see the
map above), and compared his analysis with that
of Nguyén Dtrc Nghinh in Tt Liém, Thanh Tri, and
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Thwong Phuc [18: chaps 6 and 8]. After the 1990s,
more statistical research in wider areas in Ha
Pong, Thai Binh, and Ha No6i were conducted by
Vietnamese scholars led by Phan Huy Lé. These
studies mainly examine topics such as the ratio
of public to private rice fields, the scale of private
rice-field holdings of individual holders, village
headmen (chitc sdac'®), clans, and of females as
well. However, Sakurai only partially undertook

the attempted update of the analyses of the Nam
Pinh cadasters based on fieldwork since 1994.
For this reason, the author of this paper tries to
review the relevant materials; first the cadasters
of the three villages neighboring each other, that
is, thon Bach Cdc, thon Tiéu Coc NEA (the
information of both thén compose the cadaster
of xa Bach C8c), and x3 Dwong Lai f5K4t" as
shown in Tables 1-3 below.

Table 1. Rice fields recorded in the land cadasters in 1805 for the villages Bach Céc, Tiéu Cdc,
and Dwong Lai

Thén Bach Céc
Public rice field /A [ Private rice field FA [
Rank | Season | Plots fiT Area Season Plots fit Area Holders
1 Autumn 3 29 miu 0 s30 0 thuéc 0 tAc | Autumn | 19 (2?2 ) | 76 miu 2 sdo 1 thwéc 4tic | 13 (1) 2 +1
(3.3.10.3? )
2 Autumn 3 59.6.8.7 Autumn | 30(37) 101.4.7. 4 20 (2) 7 +2
(11.6.4.3)
3 Autumn 9 117.3.9.4 Autumn 42(1) 145.3.2.6 25 (1)
(3.4.12.6)
Total 15 206.0.3.1 91 (4) 322.9.12.4 (18.4.12.2) |[39? (3?2)+2+4
Thoén Tiéu Céc
Public rice field Private rice field
Rank Season Plots Area Season Plots Area Holders
1 Autumn 3 20.5.1.0 - - -
2 Autumn 7 57.7.8.9 - - -
3 Autumn 12 122.7.2.8 Autumn 42 15.9.9.9 30
Total 22 200.9.12.7 (+ky tai of 2 42 15.9.9.9 30+4
villages: 143.4.4.5)
Xa Dwong Lai
Public rice field Private rice field
Rank Season Plots Area Season Plots Area Holders
1 Autumn 1 5.6.12.0 Autumn 12? 45.5.11.77 117
2 Autumn 4 5.5.12.5 Autumn 35 (4) 115.5.14.4 (13.6.12.3) 32(4) ?
(5.6.12.0)
3 Autumn 1 1.7.6.4 Summer | Summer Summer 47(45) ?
/Autumn 16 79.6.7.0
(16?7 ) (79.6.7.0?)
Autumn Autumn
42 (40) 200.2.7.2
(192.1.7.8)
Total 6 16.2.0.9 (5.6.12.0) 105 (60) 441. 0. 10. 3 83 (49) ?+19
(285. 4. 12. 1)
Notes:

1) The units to indicate area were indicated with the units of four grades, namely mdu #4(approximately
3,600 square-meters), sao 5 (360 square-meters), thuéc/V (24 square-meters), and tdc~} (2.4 square-
meters). The area in each column indicates the sum of the numerical values recorded in the information
for individual plots, not the total amount written in the top lines, which is for the village.

2) The number of holders is calculated with the assumption that the same personal names always indicate
a single person. The number accompanied by a question mark indicates that its original information
includes questionable entries (about the holder’s name or home village) for the application of this
assumption. Besides individuals, the private rice field holders of thén Bach Coc include two groups, as
shown in Table 3. The number of private fields held, shown in italic letters after a + sign, indicates the
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number of holders who only appear in the information pertaining to the surrounding plots of a certain
plot of land (private rice fields, dry fields, or housing lots, gardens, and ponds).

3) The number and numerical value displayed in parentheses after a plot number, a numerical value of an
area, or a holder number indicates the number or numerical value of a phu canh field included in the
total number or numerical value showed before the parenthesis.

4) The public rice fields of Tiéu Coc include ky tai property of other two villages, namely thon Nhué Doai
and thon Dong Bic of xa An La, Thwong Nguyén District, Thién Truong Prefecture &= ff It If: 2 i# 4t
#ite i IE —AF (Nam Dinh), while Dwong Lai possessed public rice fields (3 plots of second rank fields
are shown in parenthesis, of which the total area was 5 mau 6 sao 12 thwéc) in the form of ky tai, which
were reportedly locates in three villages in the vicinity (x4 Trung Phu™' %, xa Trinh Xuyén#£ 1|, and xa
bai be K2).

5) In the cadaster of Dwong Lai, 6 plots (2 plots of 1% rank, 1 plot of 2" rank, and 2 plots of 3™ rank
Autumn field; a plot of 3™ rank Summer field) of private rice fields were listed without the holder’s
name (abandoned or uncultivated fields must be classified as "abandoned fields” for the purpose of tax
exemption). Besides, Dwong Lai has 2 plots of mounds (thd phu-- ) with a total area of 3 miu 8 thwéc
(or 3 miu 8 thén)

Table 2. Other categories of land recorded in the land cadasters in 1805 for the villages Bach
Cdc, Tiéu Coc, and Dwong Lai

Bach Cdc
Rice fields of . . . o
temple and shrine Publlc/ {iry field Housing lots/gard“ens /ponds 1T Graveyards Sjl{';am;
AL /N JEl A JBR 222 3 BRIRIKIE
Plots Area Plots Area Plots Area Plots Area Passages
2 1.3.10.6 2 8.5.0.0 3 70.1.14.1 (*32.1.0.0) 2 0.4.5.0 5
Tiéu Coc
tenlll[l)ig :f:r(::idssh(;'fine Public dry field Housing lots/gardens/ponds Graveyards Streams
Plots Area Plots Area Plots Area and holders Plots Area Passages
- - 3 28.0.9.0 72 (43 housing 27.7.14.7(housing 4 0.7.7.0 3
lots/gardens—+29 lots/gardens
ponds) 20.6.3.+ponds7.1.11.7)
(*25.8.0.0)
15425 holders
Dwong Lai
Rice fields of Public dry field Housing lots/gardens/ponds Graveyards Streams
temple and shrine
Plots Area Plots Area Plots Area and holders Plots Area Passages
3 0.8.4.0 - - 12 73.0.4.3 (*13.5.0.0) 6 3.4.7.0 1
12+ 14 holders
Notes:

1) The units of area are the same as those in Table 1.

2) The numerical values shown with * marked in parentheses in the columns of the category "housing lots,
gardens, and ponds” indicate those noted for the amount of the current total amount in 1805 as the
tax-exempted commoners’ residence (dan cw [X&) that “used to be approved” (by the government of
the Lé Dynasty).

3) Two holder numbers are indicated in italic letters in the columns of the category “housing lots, gardens,
and ponds” respectively, in Ti€u C6c and Dwong Lai. Both of them indicate the number of persons
recorded in the information pertaining to the surroundings of a certain plot of "housing lots, gardens,
and ponds” (while its holder himself/herself was not recorded), but the first number indicates that of
the holders of private rice fields, while the second number indicates that of the people who were not
recorded in the pages of private rice fields.
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Table 3. Private rice-field holdings calculated by clan for the villages
Bach Céc, Tiéu Coc, and Dwong Lai

Bach Céc (Autumn rice field only)

Bui ST #£11:2; Bui Bach #£1A2; Bui Nhw 3£ 111;
Bui Van 35 3 1; #54£1; Bui Hiru #5551

. Total clan possession
Family/loneage/clan Plots Area (plots: area)
Nguyén i 62:235.5.13.6
20 men 51 205.5.4.7| (including phu canh fields:
Nguyén Cong Bt (FtA) :7 20 87.9.11.3|14.9. 14.6)
Nguyén Dinh Pt iE: 5 21 79.8.8.0 [-1% rank: 13: 56.3.6.8
Nguyén Viét frEl: 2 3 16.0.6.0| (including 2 plots of phu canh:
Nguyén Lang PtiR: 2 3 9.6.14.4|3.3.10.3
Nguyén Nhuw Bri: 1 2 8.1.14.0 [ -2 rank: 21: 80.8.8.5
Nguyén Tai ft 4" 1 1 2.4.0.0.| (including 3 plots of phu canh =
Nguyén Thé Britt: 1 1 1.3.3.0(11.6.4.3)
Nguyén Dang Pt #: 1 11 1.0.11.0 [ -3 rank: 29: 98.3.13.3
6 women: 30.0.8.9
Bui 3£ 19: 68.0.11.6
9 men 17 64.4.10.2 | -1 rank: 2: 9.1.1.0
Bui Huy F¢/#: 3 10 30.0.5.1 {-2™ rank: 6: 16.5.8.9
Bui Van 3£ 3C: 3 4 22.6.12.5|-3" rank: 11plots: 42.4.1.7
Bui Tri #5101 1 5.1.14.0
Bui Pang: 3£ %: 1 1 1.0.11.0
Bui Thé : 35 {H: 1 1 0.4.13.0
2 women 2 3.6.14
b6 #t 3:9.4.10.6
Man of D6 Pinh: 1 3 9.4.10.6 | -1t rank: 2: 6.7.6.0
-2 rank: 1: 2.7.4.6
Tran [ (2:0) 2:4.4.7.6 wide
2 men 2 4.4.7.6|-1%rank: 1: 3.4.2.6
Tran Huy: 1 1 3.4.2.6|-3"rank: 1: 1.0.5.0
Tran Dinh: 1 1 1.0.5.0
Phung % ofxd An Trién %/ (0:1) 1:3.4.12.6  (phu canh field)
1 woman 1 3.4.12.6 |-3"rank: 1: 3.4.12.6
Other groups 3:1.9.0.4 wide
Tw van hwong i 348 2 1.1.6.4| -1t rank: 1: 0.6.0.0 wide
Cuu xa trwdng LR 1 0.7.9.0 | -2nd rank: 2: 1.3.0.4 wide
Tiéu Coc (3™ rank autumn rice field only)
) Total clan possession
Clan (men: women) Plots Area (plots: area)
Nguyén 22:8.6.4.9
12 men 17 6.6.2.9
Nguyén Ding Pt & 5; Nguyén Duyén P
2; Nguyén Cong FtIhi1; Nguyén Dinh PriE1;
Nguyén Déc fr#31; NguyénTong Fr>r1;
Nguyén Hitu fr1
4 women 5 2.0.2.0
Bui 10:3.9.5.0
8 men 10 3.9.5.0
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Vi 4:1.4.3.0
2 men of Vii Pinh i #E 3 1.0.3.0

1 woman 1 0.4.0.0

Lé 4:14.20e
3 Lé DacZ{Smen 3 0.9.7.0

1 woman 1 0.4.10.0

Po 1: 0.5.0.0
1 woman 1 0.5.0.0

Dwong Lai (including phu canh holders of Ti€u Céc and other villages)

Total clan possession

Clan (men:women) Plots Area (plots: area)

Bui # 33.6.13.7

6 men 9 - 1%trank: 5: 16.0.8.2
Bui Huy £ #i: 3 5 17.8.12.2 |- 2™ rank: 5: 17.6.5.5
Bui Plrc2E4: 1 2 5.1.0.0
Bui SigE+: 1 1 4.2.8.0
Bui Pinh#4E: 1 1 3.3.11.0

1 woman 1 3.0.12.5

Pham & 7:25.0.1.3

4 men 5 17.2.0.3 |- 1% rank: 2: 8.5.6.3
Pham Diénii H: 2 2 6.6.9.0 |- 2" rank: 5:16.4.10.0
Pham PinhyEE: 1 2 7.4.6.3
Pham Danhy44:1 1 3.1.0.0

1 woman 2 7.8.1.0

Tran Bf 6:20.3.6.0

3 men of Tran Vin [ 3¢ 3 10.5.7.0 | - 2" rank: 6: 20.3.6.0

3 women 3 9.7.14.0

Pang 5f 5:20.3.1.3

5 men 5 20.3.1.3 |- 2™ rank:4: 15.3.1.0
bang Hiru 55 3 3 10.2.3.0 - 3" rank: 1: 5.0.0.3
Diang Van Bf3C: 2 2 10.0.13.3

Nguyén i 5:16.8.10.2

2 men 6.7.5.0 |- 1* rank: 2: 8.8.0.2
Nguyén Huy Boif#: 1 1 3.7.7.0 |- 2™ rank: 3: 8.0.10.0
Nguyén Van fr3C: 1 1 2.9.13.0

2 women 3 10.1.5.2

Dwong 15 6:16.6.4.6

3 men 5 13.5.5.5.|- 2" rank: 5;13.5.5.5
2 Dwong Thé #1tt 2 5.8.5.5|-3"rank: 1: 3.0.14.1
1 Dwong Vin 15 3C? 3 7.7.0.0

1 woman 1 3.0.14.1

bo ft: 2:7.6.0.11

2 men of P8 Vanit 2 7.6.0.11 (- 2 rank: 2: 7.6.1.1

Vii i1 1:3.3.6.0

1 woman 1 3.3.6.0 - 1**rank:1: 3.3.6.0

Nguyén from Tiéu Cdc (and Bach Céc?) 31:146.4.4.1

24 men 31 146.4.4.1|- 2™rank: 1: 2.8.3.3

6 Nguyén Dang Bt (*3. One from Bach Cdc?), 4
Nguyén Hitu ftH, 3 Nguyén Duyén B3 A (*1),
3 Nguyén Dinh PtiE, 3 Nguyén Cong Frih(*1), 3
Nguyén Van it 3¢, 3 Nguyén Viét frt (1 from Bach
C6¢?), 1 Nguyén Dic, 1 Nguyén Tong P s

- 3" rank: 30:143.6.0.8
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Tran ¥ from Tiéu Coc 9:41.0.6.4
3 men 3 14.7.7.0 |- 2" rank: 3: 10.8.9.0
1 Tran, 1 Tran Xuan P %, 1 Tran Nao [ - 3" rank: 6: 30.1.12.4
1 woman 1 5.0.5.8
1 Tran Gia (ho Trén) 1 5.4.10.0
Tran from xa Trinh Xuyén 2 )|
3 men 3 10.8.9.0
2 Tran Pinh [%%E, 1 Tran Danh [ 44
Tran from xa Vu Ban # 4t
1 man 14 49.4.6
Lé 22 from Tiéu Coc 38.8.1.7|7:38.8.1.7
4 men of L Dac B215 (x 1) 7 - 3" rank: 7: 38.8.1.7
Bui 3£ from Tiéu Coc 6:25.3.2.5
5 men 6 25.3.2.5|- 3" rank: 6: 25.3.2.5
1 Bui Nhw 3540 (¢ 1), 1 Bui Hiru 3745, 1 Bui St
4L, 1 Bui Bac 3641, 1 Bui Pinh 384&
Vit X from Tiéu Coc 2:9.0.4.4
2 men 2 10.0.4.4|- 3" rank: 2: 10.0.4.4
1 Vi Dinh #U4E, 1 Vi Hiu i (X 1)
1 man of Cao Vin % from Tiéu Cdc 1 5.6.11.0|1:5.6.11.0
- 3"rank: 1: 5.6.11.0
1 man of Pham Van 5 from Tiéu Céc 1 3.5.3.0|1:3.5.3.0
-3 rank: 1: 3.5.3.0
Notes:

1) Units of area are same as those in Tables 1 and 2.

2) To avoid making the columns too complicated, different forms were employed in three parts of this
table (corresponding to a village) to enlist the male landholder numbers in a clan.

3) Among the holders’ number of phu canh fields at Dwong Lai, the number of villagers of Tiéu C6c who
possessed private rice fields in Tiéu Coc itself was indicated in parenthesis using a * sign.

Despite the general situation of the
rural area in the Red River Delta such as high
population density and small-scale agricultural
production, scholars of village studies have often
been impressed by the diversity among villages.
This is also the case with these three villages,
although the difference of population among
these villages during those days is unknown
and textual problems with cadasters and other
materials are still to be closely examined, as
discussed in the final part of this paper. In both
Bach Céc and Tiéu Coc, there are plenty of public
rice fields (more than 200 mau each, the whole
of Tiéu Céc had another 28 mau of public dry
fields or cong tho) but private rice fields differ
in scale from each other. In Bach Coc, more than
300 mau of tw dién was held by around 41 people
and groups (average: 7.88 mau). Most of these tw
dién holders were resident villagers. If 18 mAu 4
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sao 12 thwéce 2 tic held by probably 3 phu canh
holders are excluded, the average area of 38
persons and groups who originally belonged to
the village was 8.01 mau. The differential among
villagers was relatively large: the smallest one
only held 4 mAu 13 thwéc and the largest held 51
mau 1 sao 11 thuéc 9 tAc (Nguyén Dinh Ky Pt it
). In Tiéu C8c, only approximately 16 mau of tw
dién (of 3" rank fields) was divided into 40 plots
(from 2 sao to 5 sao wide) and held by 30 holders.
Only two holders held more than one mau in their
own village. In Dwong Lai, there was a small scale
of public rice field (around 16 mAu), while there
was more than 400 mAu of private field, but 64.7
% of it was phu canh held by people from other
villages. Specially important was the fact that a
maximum of 255 mau 0 sdo 4 thwéc 5 tic, a 89.4
% of the total phu canh fields, were held by 45
villagers of Tiéu Coc (of various family names as



Momoki Shiro

listed in Table 3) including 38 who did not have
a private rice field in their home village. The phu
canh fields in Dwvong Lai belonging to these 45
holders (averaging 5.67 mau) varied from 2 mau
1 sa0 5 thwdc to 13 mau 5 sao 14 thwéc, were not
as evenly held as the private rice fields in their
original village. Nonetheless, no villager of Tiéu
C6c had more than 10 mAu of private rice fields.
This was also the case with Dwong Lai: a total of
34 private holders of Dwong Lai only held 4.58
mau per person. No one held more than 10 mau
of private rice fields.

3. Female holders and the transfer of lands
across the borders of villages

From the viewpoint of the micro-scope
village study, the information of land cadasters
should be combined with the information
available via other sources, such as family
genealogies (gia pha) and stone inscriptions that
recorded donations to religious bodies for the
purpose of rituals after the donor’s death (bia
hau). Here, the author would like to mention two
topics for the study of which such a combination
will be helpful.

The first of these is women’s right to own
property (that was to be maintained even after
her marriage), atopicthathaslongbeenregarded
as a symbol of the Vietnamese traditional family
system. Table 3 also shows that a proportion of
private rice fields were held by women in the
three villages. From the viewpoint of studying
villages, women’s property recorded in land
cadasters can shed light not only on women’s
rights, but also on the transfer of land across the
border of the village. For example, the cadaster
of Bach Cdc recorded a female name Nguyén
Thi Vé Pt [Kf# among private rice field holders.
She had a plot of 1% rank field in x&r Pong Loi [7]
I&JE that amounted to 2 mAu 4 sao 10 thwéc 3
tic, while the other 2 plots (one first rank field
in xtt Dong Bén [F]{& )& that amounted 9 sao and
one 2™ rank field in x&r P6ng Lai that amounted
3 miu 4 sao 7 thwdc) were recorded as phu
canh fields held by Nguyén Thi Vé of x4 Thi Mai,

Nam Chén District F§ESRFEH. Xa Thi Mai
(located around 3 km South of Bach C6c) was
later renamed Nguyét Mai H i# in the reign of Tw
Ptrc (due to the imperial taboo surrounding its
previous name) and its cadaster was bounded
into the cadasters of Trinh Xuyén Ha Tong £
JII'F42, Vu Ban District according to the late-
Nguyén jurisdiction. In the 1805 cadaster of Thi
Mai included in the cadaster of Trinh Xuyén Ha
T6ng, we can find a Nguyén Thi V&, who held as
much as 46 mau 9 sdo as a villager of Thi Mai
[5]. If these Nguyén Thi Vé were all identical
to each other, she was the biggest land holder
throughout the 19 villages studied by Sakurai.
For her possession, it can be inferred that she
was born to a certain Nguyén family in Bach
Coc and owned (by inheritance?) 3 plots there,
then married a Thi Mai villager (a bride usually
moved into the husband’s house after marriage
in those days) and obtained a large amount of
new property (while the compiler of the Bach
Cdc cadaster failed to indicate one of her plots
as phu canh?). One of the two family genealogies
(hereafter called version A [2]) entitled P4 gia thé
phd ¥ 5 of the D6 Clan in Thi Mai/Nguyét
Mai recorded in the part of “the Second Branch
X" a husband and wife named D6 Sénh #1:2£
(who died in the year Binh Tu4t A, possibly
1826) and Nguyén Thi Vé (who died in the year
Tan Miao =FUYl, possibly 1831), respectively.
Judging from the genealogy, inscriptions, and sac
phong (the letter of appointment or permission
for ancestral rites issued by the name of the king)
preserved in Thi Mai/Nguyét Mai until now, it is
apparent that the D6 Clan was the most powerful
clan in Thi Mai in the 18% century.

Although it is unclear whether the Nguyén
Thi Vé in the genealogy indeed came from Bach
Cdc; there are some records of marriage between
the P6 Clan and villagers of Bach Céc. For
instance, according to D4 gia thé phd (version A),
D6 Bac Trach, who was the eldest son in the 7t
generation of the Major Line (Trwdng Phai k)
of the “First Branch 37" and who held 49 mau
4 sao 10 thwéce in the cadaster, was the son of
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Trong Khan i (the second son of Hitu Tin
{&, who was the eldest son in the 6 generation
of the Major Line) and a woman of the Nguyén
Clan in xa Bach Céc (whose grandmother was
a daughter of P& Hitu Nhiém 14 {fin the 5
generation of the Major Line). The adopted son
of Hitru Tin, named Trong Nghiém i, also
married a woman from the Nguyén Clan of xa
Bach Coc and appears to have had a son named
Ptrc Trach & who held 48 mau 3 sao in the
1805 cadaster. D6 Bac Dién 11t wasrecorded
in version B of the genealogy as the eldest son
of the Major Line (who might be identical with
D6 Huy Dién fLI# M in the 1805 cadaster who
held 19 mau 9 sao) and his mother named Pham
Thi Lién came from x3 Bach Coc. On the Bach
Cdc side, the genealogy of the Nguyén Cong Clan
(a quéc ngir text compiled in 1966) recorded 9
women who were married to men with the family
name D6, including two from Nguyét Mai [20, p.
243]. There remains in Bach C6c a large tomb
called Lang Gach, that belongs to a powerful
eunuch named Béi quan cong £ /. According
to one of the inscriptions incised on its surface
(Phat tw bi ky fRILAHAC incised in 1735 [8]),
Bai quan cong’s wife whose family name was
D6 was recognized as hau phat (who would be
worshiped after her death) in 1735 by 2 gidp (a
group of villagers organized for rituals) of East
and West. Therefore, it is possible that she also
came from the D6 Clan in Thi Mai/Nguyét Mai.
There is also interesting information
related to the female properties recorded in the
cadasters. A D6 Thi Han #1 [C % of xa Dong Chi [7]
4t (a village nearby later renamed Dong My
[F] & #t the cadaster of which is also contained
in that of Trinh Xuyén Ha Téng) is recorded in
the cadaster of Nguyét Mai as a holder of phu
canh rice field of 27 maiu 9 sao. No person with
the family name D6 appears in the cadaster of
Dbong Chi, while 7 women of the family name D6
were recorded in the cadaster of Nguyét Mai as
tw dién holders inside the village. They held in
total 96 mau 8 sao 8 thwdc on 669 miu 4 sao
3 thudc of the private rice fields in the village
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(14.5 %). Therefore, it is likely that she was born
to the P6 Clan of Nguyét Mai and possessed (by
inheritance?) tw dién there, then married a man
in Pong Chi.

Sakurai [18] analyzes the background
of the diversification of landholdings among
villages in the Red River Delta after the 16™
century from two perspectives. The first
perspective is of “pawning (dién mai #£%)” and
the appropriation of public rice fields, as well
as the buying and selling of private rice fields.
The second perspective is of natural disasters
and social unrest (which occurred especially
frequently in the 18™ century), which tended to
disturb the unstable Summer Rice production
more severely than it did the stable Autumn
Rice production; therefore, a large part of the
Summer Rice Fields had been abandoned and
subsequently possessed as ky tai or phu canh by
the people of other villages before the original
holders returned. It is now clear that female
inheritance and female marriage outside the
home village was another factor that may have
caused a considerable scale of land transfer
among villages.

4. The household economies of villagers

The second topic concerns the household
economy, including aspects other than rice
production, which also became a much-discussed
issue among the present-day villagers under the
Doi mai Policy. In this regard, the land category
of “housing lots/gardens/ponds” (tho trach vién
tri [ h) shown in Table 2 deserves more
attention. On the one hand, housing lots had
been exempted by the Lé government, at least in
its last phase (see Table 2), and the amount they
paid (by copper cash or silver money) for gardens
and ponds was usually smaller than what they
paid for rice fields, according to the cadasters
of 1888/1889 which are bound together with
the 1805 cadasters. Although the tax rate is
unknown, it is possible that some of the rice
fields were disguised as housing lots or gardens.
For instance, the total amount of housing lots/
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gardens/pondsrecorded in the cadasters of Bach
Coc and Dwong Lai, both of which were far larger
than that of Tiéu C6c and the amount of tax-
exempted housing lots in Bach Céc and Dwong
Lai themselves, can be perceived from this angle.
On the other hand, villagers could utilize housing
lots and gardens for purposes such as planting
vegetables and fruits, breeding pigs, poultry, and
so forth. In ponds, they could fish and harvest
aquatic plants. None of the cadasters of the three
villages recorded who occupied these lands and
ponds, but the recorded 3 plots of thén Bach Coc
and 12 plots of xa Dwong Lai must have been
occupied by many villagers. The cadasters of
the thén Tiéu Coc and xa Dwong Lai recorded
the holders of the rice fields or housing lots/
gardens/ponds of surrounding land plots of the
listed housing lots/gardens/ponds. Especially in
Tiéu Coc, 40 holders of surrounding land plots
were recorded while the recorded housing lots/
gardens/ponds were divided into as many as
72 plots, including 43 housing lots (probably
including gardens) and 29 ponds. The average
area of a housing lot was 6.46 sao (2,327m?),
while that of a pond was 2.48 sao (891m?). The
difference in the area of housing lots was not
large, most of them ranged from 3 to 6 sao, and
only two plots were more than 7 sao. Through
the clues provided in this information, we may
make some inferences regarding the household/
family economies of the villagers in Tiéu Céc.

As mentioned above, the privaterice fields in
the thon Tiéu Coc itself were neither wide (only
around 5 sao per person among 30 registered
holders), nor productive (all belonged to the 3™
rank),and 38 among 45 holders of phu canh fields
in Dwong Lai (also all belonging to the 3™ rank)
did not have a private rice field in Ti€éu Coc itself.
Additionally, as presented in Table 1, there may
have been some other private rice field holders
in Tiéu C6c, who only appear in the information
regarding the surroundings of private rice fields
in Tiéu C6c or Dwong Lai, as the case of the
(private) rice fields of Nguyén Doanh Quy Ft#
Hwere reportedly located to the South of the

private rice field of Lé Thi Tuu 22 K5t in Tiéu
Coc. If we suppose there were around 70 Tiéu
Coc villagers who held private rice fields in 1805
and all the public rice fields and public dry fields
were distributed among them equally (averaging
2.87 mau and 0. 6 mauy, respectively), those who
only held 5 sao of private rice field in Tiéu Coc
without having any phu canh field in Dwong Lai
may have produced a subsistent level of rice and
other crops (taro, sweet potato, beans, among
others), though people like the village headmen,
villagers charged in state service, and drafted
soldiers who may well have been favored in
distribution, and the exact burden of individual
families/households (taxes and corvée labors,
and the expenditure of the village community),
is unknown. Furthermore, the products of the
housing lots, gardens, and ponds must also have
improved their diet and family accounts.
However, we need to consider the
population of each village and the size of the
family/household. An ordinary village of Viét
(Kinh) people before the French colonial regime
was usually supposed to have had around 500
inhabitants. If we assume that every land holder
represented a household of five persons, a
village of 70 landholders or 350 total residents
(together with some people who did not have full
membership of the village) does not appear so
strange, especially after the turmoil seen in the
late 18™ century. Then, how did 70 households/
families use 43 housing lots? If those who had
rice fields only in Phti Céc did not have housing
lots there, it is possible that they were allowed
to reside in housing lots in Tiéu C6c belonging
to their wealthy clansmen (or those in their kin
group on the maternal /wife’s side). Additionally,
in thén Bach Coc and x4 Dwong Lai (especially
in Bach Céc where the registered number of
private rice field holders was small judging from
the total amount of rice fields), villagers who had
no or little private rice field allocation may have
lived in the big housing lots of wealthy people.
In such cases, family/lineage/clan (not always
patrilineal) ties, and kinship (not always the
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paternal side) ties as well, must have functioned
among the rich and the poor, rather than simple
class relationship between landlords and tenant
farmers.

Regarding the family ties, the research
in former lang Hoa Ban, Son Tay (present-
day Phwong Ban (5#k) village, Phung Chau
commune, Chwong My district, Ha Noi city)
undertaken by Ueda Shinya [23: chap. 7) is
worth considering. A fewer number of men than
women were registered in its 1805 land cadaster
as privaterice field holders, but the scale of men'’s
land was larger than that of women’s in most
cases (this is also shown in the chuc thw g
documents of property distribution from parents
to children). According to his closer study, itis not
likely that this situation has reflected villagers’
maneuver to reduce the burden of labor and
military service levied upon male adults. Ueda
rather stressed the possibility that the recorded
men represented a multi-household compound,
while each woman was given smaller properties,
mainly as a future bride price. A multi-household
compound is a concept of Southeast Asian
sociology (having also been applied in ancient
Japanese history), according to which a plot of
land was resided in by multiple nuclear families/
households with respective ridges. It differs from
the Chinese-style of extended family in which
all married sons of a parentage are encouraged
to live together on a plot with their wives and
children. Rather, the co-living units of multi-
household compounds change according to the
life cycle of family members. When a child (not
always a son) would get married, the new family
would build their own ridge in the housing plot
of his/her parents (by this stage, all the fields
that the parents and the child cultivated could be
registered as the property of the father). Younger
brothers/sisters followed this pattern, but they
would leave the plot one after another for new
residences whenever they had enough land and
their own children grew up. Finally, the youngest
son or daughter would live together with the
old parents to take care of them and inherit the
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original plot after the death of the parents. The
records of the housing lots/gardens/ponds of
Tiéu C6c may have partly reflected this system,
which Ueda inferred from the records of rice
fields.

5. Remaining problems and issues for further
research

Through the 1805 cadasters of merely
three villages in Nam DPinh, we were able to
discover several things, especially when they
are combined with other local sources such as
family genealogies and inscriptions, or when
compared with village studies in other areas. For
instance, regarding basic topics such as the scale
and frequency distribution of landholdings, from
which the structure of village communities can
be inferred, the striking discoordination of the
boundaries between village and land ownership
of xa Dwong Lai (which held public rice fields in
other villages, while the larger part of its own
private rice field was occupied by people from
other villages) is of special interest in relation
to the 18™ century social crisis. Information
pertaining to the two other villages and land
cadasters, including the records of land other
than the rice fields, can shed light on new issues
such as the trans-village transfer of rice fields
through marriage (xa/thén Bach Céc) and
family /household economies (thén Tiéu Coc).

These findings may stimulate further
research in many directions. Here, the author
would like to mention two key issues that
require attention: one related to the village
community, the other related to family, kinship,
and clan. Regarding the history of the village
community, the author is especially interested
in the cadaster of Tiéu Cdc, according to which
both categories of private rice fields and housing
lots/gardens/ponds were divided into small and
relatively even plots. If the thon Tiéu Céc was
actually founded at some point in time in the 18®
century, the records in the 1805 cadaster may
show, in a faithful way, that it was recognized by
the government at the time of its establishment.



Momoki Shiro

Once a cadaster was approved, the real situation
of land holdings was seldom reinvestigated by
the government. However, the first governmental
approval of a new village must have been
accompanied by an actual investigation. For this
reason, total research in the history of Ti€u Cdc,
as conducted at Bach C6c, may reveal a typical
pattern of village establishment in the post-18™
century context. The even distribution of land
may not simply be understood asaremnant ofthe
primitive/ Asiatic community. If these villages
did not physically inherit an earlier division of
land plots (from the 15% century, for instance),
the land distribution appears to have reflected
the peasants’ decision to bear such burdens as
taxes, corvée labor, and military services in equal
measures under the condition that land was not
abundant in comparison with the population.
This, in turn, suggests that the cadasters of
Bach Coc and Dwong Lai may have not only
recorded the situation of old villages where the
differentiation of land holdings became clear
but also reflected expedient declarations and
disguises. The detailed information of Tiéu Céc
also appears to be comparable with the situation
of contemporary villages in Japan under the
murauke or village contract system, under which
every village was contracted with its feudal lord
to submit a fixed amount of land tax and labor,
and the villages had strong communality and
strict membership.

Regarding family and clan, studies of land
cadasters and family genealogies can also be
connected to land cadasters. For example, there
were 13 clans (dong ho) in the area of former
lang Bach Céc in 1994 [20]. Table 3 indicates
that the Nguyén and the Bui were two big land
holding groups in thon Bach Céc in 1805, but
the former has now been divided into 8 clans
according to different middle names (Nguyén
Tai ft 4", Nguyén Lang PtiR, Nguyén Cong Pt
12 Nguyén Dinh Frt £, Nguyén Nhw B i1, Nguyén
Van B3, Nguyén fch Pr#s, and Nguyén Viét it
F1), while the latter has been divided into 3 (Bui
Huy 58, Bui Vian 33 and Bui Dodn 3 7).

Other clans are Vii i and Tran 5. Probably the
small clans distinguished from each other by
their middle names were formed after the late-
18" or early 19' century as a result of internal
conflicts before then, in the cases of both the
Nguyén [20] and the Bui [24], while the Bui in
Tiéu Coc continued to be a single clan which
compiled agiaphdin 1891. Among these 13 clans
of Bach Céc, Nguyén Vin, Bui Doan, and Vil do
not appear in the 1805 cadaster, while a D6 Dinh
Vinh is recorded as the holder of 3 plots (that
amount to 9 miu 4 sdo 10 thudc 6 tic in total).
There are also personal names in the cadaster; of
which the middle names listed do not exist today
in the village, such as Nguyén Thé P i, Bui Tri
2£3 and Bui Thé Z£1H. The vicissitudes of these
groups are still not well known.

To undertake deeper research into these
aspects, textual problems must be examined
more carefully. In this regard, the author would
like to introduce a few problems to conclude
this paper. First, several personal names were
only recorded as holders of private rice fields or
housing lots/gardens/ponds in the information
of the surrounding plots of land that was
formally registered. Second, among more than
30 private rice field holders registered in the
1805 cadaster of thon Bach Céc, only around 16
people can be identified as having been recorded
in the family genealogies of Bach Céc according
to the author’s preliminary observations.
Neither Nguyén Dinh Ky (who held 51 mau 1 sao
11 thwéc 9 tic, the biggest landholding in this
village if the abovementioned case of Nguyén
Thi Vé is omitted) nor Bui Huy Dung ZEHEES (%)
(who held 30 mau 3 sao 1 thudc 3 tc, the biggest
amount among the Bui Clansmen) appears in
any genealogy, while the second largest holder
Nguyén Cong Cin PFrIhi# (45 miu 9 siao 7
thuéc 9 tdc) and Nguyén Cong Ban (who held
26 mau 2 sao 4 thudc 8 tic) are recorded in the
genealogy of Nguyén Cong. Nguyén Dinh Ky and
Bui Huy Dung are also listed as village headmen
in the 1805 cadaster with their signature. Could
any fictitious persons be registered in the state
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cadaster?

The possibility of total disguise and the
simple mis-spelling of personal names put
aside, these facts may lead us to some textual
assumptions. First, judged from the above-
mentioned records of Nguyén Thi Vé in the Bach
Cdc cadaster, information pertaining to different
land plots may indicate facts of the land from
different points in time (it is likely that one of
her plots was recorded before marriage but two
were recorded after her marriage to a man in
Thi Mai). It is technically difficult to immediately
update the information of surrounding land plots
whenever the owner dies or transfers the plot to
another person. In many cases, a land cadaster
may have been composed by simply combining
information pertaining to individual land plots
from different points in time without strict cross-
checking. Second, the same randomness can
be found regarding the indication of names. In
privatesourcessuchasfamily genealogy,itis often
found that the members of a clan are recorded
by different categories of names. Male members
were not always recorded by their formal names
(hdy 7##). They were often recorded by their tw
7 (their current name or posthumous name) or
hiéu 5% (a pseudonym), and sometimes by the
combination of a middle name indicating their
natal position in their generation (such as B4 1A
and Trong f) and their own (current) name.
Such arbitrary/ad hoc ways of writing appear
to reflect the everyday lives of villagers, and this
does not appear to have been challenged even in
official documents such as land cadasters. Both
the fair copier of the cadaster of x4 Bach Coc
(including the part pertaining to the thon Tiéu
Cdc) and the compiler of the family genealogy
of the Nguyén (Pinh) Clan in 1809 were written
as Nguyén Xuan Thiéu Ft##R. According to the
genealogy, however, Xuidn Thiéu was the eldest
son of Cong Mao J)j/%, and Xuan Thiéu was the
current name, while his formal name was Théng
5 and posthumous name was Doan Lwong tién
sinh % RS 42 ([7, p-4]). This suggests that even
the hereditary middle name had not yet been
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fixed. In the land plot information, including
surrounding plots in the cadaster, such disunity
and inconsistency must also be reflected.

Paying enough attention to these problems,
the author wishes to publish future paper(s) on
the village history in Nam Dinh, focusing more
on the issues fk related to families and clans.
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