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Abstract

In the studies of Vietnamese territorial expansion, the perception of the ‘March to the South’ has
become overwhelming in scholarship. Beginning in the 16" century and in collaboration with the
group of Nguyén Lords, the southward movement turned out to be most active and was able to reach
the end of the long coast-line forming the shape of the letter S that characterizes modern Vietnam's
territory. Ever since then, the Viét people have been dominant in the Central region, the Lower Mekong
and have even touched the Central Highlands in the West. Nevertheless, the Vietnamese history of
going up to the mountains and going west started much earlier and it was another part of the history
that has not been covered to any depth in Anglophone publications, despite a number of excellent
works, especially in recent years (Anderson 2007, Churchman 2016, Baldanza 2016, Davis 2017,
Anderson & Whitmore 2017, Lentz 2019, and others). While these authors so far have focused on the
Sino-Vietnamese borderlands and the Northeast uplands, mostly over a limited period, this article
offers an overview of the relationship between the Dai Viét central state and the entire upland regions
through a ‘longue durée’ approach, from the Pre-Modern to the Early Modern periods. The Northwest
region will be the focus both spatially and chronologically. Firstly, I seek to answer the following
question: What were the conceptualizations that the Pai Viét imperial courts of Ly, Tran and Lé had
built up towards the people and lands in the mountainous areas around Thang Long (Hanoi), further
up to the Northeast and especially the Northwest regions? Although retaining the traditional view of
looking north from the delta, this study attempts to challenge the theoretical concept of “Zomia’ about
the disjunction between highland and lowland polities, as seen from the case of Ly - Tran - Lé Pai Viét
and its surrounding powers.
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1. Introduction

The history of the uplands is a new
direction in Vietnamese history. A view from
the mountains, or a diverse and comprehensive
Vietnamese history and culture, have only been
taken up by anthropologists and historians over
the last 10 years (typically Oscar Salemink 2011,
Phan Huy Lé 2007, 2012) [45] (pp. 27-50), [41]
(pp- 11-32)." Nevertheless, there have been
many scholars, both inside and outside Vietnam,
who have been eager to venture into the
upstream regions to explore and fill in the gaps in
conventional historiography. In that connection,
the Zomia theory of the outstanding political
scientist James C. Scott is an ambitious proposal
[47]. Unexpectedly for a reader from Vietnam, I
find that there are quite a few shortcomings in it,
however.

In terms of space, the mountainous
Northeastern region of Vietnam that is also the
area of the Tay - Nung - Zhuang groups in the
Vietnam - China borderlands are excluded (maps
published by Jean Michaud have corrected this)
[24] (pp. 188, 203, 205). And even though they
are included in Zomia space, there is almost
no data on the Northwest mountains and the
entire Central Highlands of Vietnam. The notion
of Zomia focuses on Burma, Southwest China,
and North Mainland Southeast Asia (but leans
more towards modern Thailand). That is, J. Scott
favors the area east of Willem Van Schendel’s
(2002) concept of Zomia [46] (pp. 275-307), but
lacks Vietnam.

Regarding the time, although he mentions
the chronology of Zomia and wants to consider
it with historical depth from the end of the first
millennium to the end of the second millennium
AD, but, as Scott has acknowledged, Zomia has
an ‘expiry date’, covering the period from the
first half of the 19" century to the middle of
the 20t century. However, there are Zomia-
type phenomena that take place outside that
chronology, such as the Kinh migration to the
hills after World War II, which is mentioned by

Scott himself at the end of his book and also
studied by H6 Thanh Tam [13].

In terms of geographical altitude, the higher
the habitats of the smaller ethnic groups and
the further away they live, the more they have
the characteristics of Zomia. For Vietnam, the
H'mong people, living on the mountain peaks
in the North since the 17™ century and being
very active in the 19*" century [30], are the best
example that is compatible with James Scott’s
theory. But what about the other groups? Where
did power lie at the lower elevations, on the
slopes, in the mountain valleys? And where were
the Thai, Tay - Nung - Zhuang, and Muong powers
of Vietnam active?

In terms of method, as historians Victor
Lieberman and Michael Aung-Thwin have
pointed out, there are major problems in Scott’s
work, such as adequate use of primary sources
and incomplete data [22], [6] (pp. 95-99). We also
need to take into account the specificities of each
discipline, and the similarities and differences
between Political Science, Anthropology and
History.

In this article, as a Vietnamese historian,
[ shall do something rather simple, which is to
use primary historical documents to tell some
stories that are not totally new in Vietnam but
will diverge from the concept of Zomia.

2. The Central Plains and Upland-Lowland
Interactions in the Pre-Thang Long Period
The determination of a central polity in the
Red River Delta has long depended greatly on
the natural environment and even on climatic
periods. In Prehistoric times, whenever the
earth’s temperature warmed and the sea
receded, the Son Vi (Late Stone Age) or Phung
Nguyén (Early Bronze Age) peoples moved away
from the highland caves in the West and North,
following the river banks, and went down to the
plain. In the Early Iron Age, the D6ng Son tribal
alliances mastered the delta region, building the
necessary material premises so that the first
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seeds of the centralized political system could
be incubated in Ancient North Vietnam, most
notably the Au Lac state with C6 Loa [16], the
capital located on the top of the Central Red
River Delta [18], [54]. Until bai Viét was born
in the 10" century, power centers were located
in the plains: Mé Linh in the Han Dynasty was
located on ancient Pleistocene alluvium, Luy Lau
and Long Bién from the Han to the Six Dynasties
were also in the area on the left and right banks
of the Red River [38], and at the beginning of the
7™ century the period of Téng Binh - Pai La -
Thang Long (Hanoi) officially began.

In the year 1010, Ly Céng Uéan, the Emperor
who launched the first long-lasting dynasty in
the history of the Pai Viét monarchy, moved
the capital from the limestone Muong region
in the south of the Red River Delta to Thang
Long. Since then, the Ly Dynasty (1009-1226),
as well as the later Tran, Ho, Lé, Mac and Lé
Trinh dynasties (the 13™-18" centuries), did
not only occupy a fertile, flat, and open delta
region, but also had to face adjacent and remote
hills and mountains northeast and northwest of
the delta. When describing the topography of
Vietnam in general and the north of the country
in particular, scholars often emphasize the high
proportion of hills and mountains, although
most of this terrain is located at medium
altitude. As one of the two mountainous regions
of Vietnam (Northern and Central Regions), the
North has the Hoang Lién Son range in the west
of the Red River, which is the southeast end of
the Himalayas, running from the northwest to
the southeast, parallel to the flow of the Red
River, along with a few small mountain ranges
located in the northeast, the arcs of Viét Bac
and Bac Son [48] (pp. 3, 5). The legacy of the Ly
imperial family, a clan of Min (Chinese Fujjian)
origin [29], which grew up in the delta, included
great regional diversity [44], [37].

It would be a mistake to assume that the
first interactions between the highlands and
the central state stationed in ancient Hanoi only
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began with the Ly Dynasty. A major early event
with upstream - downstream connections is
recorded in the annals in the middle of the 6"
century CE during an uprising in Giao Chau
against the Liang domination of Southern
Dynasties (China) [7] (p.- 73), [55] (pp. 251-
252).2 Those highlands were quite far to the
southwest in the upstream area of Thanh Héa
(modern North Central Vietnam) [14]:?
“Nam D&’s brother [Ly] Thién Bao (£ X &),
stayed in the barbarian (Di Lio/3##%) area,
proclaimed himself as King Pao Lang (BkHE
+), established the Da Ning country (¥7fE
). Previously, when Nam D& had hidden at
Khuit Lao (%) Dong, Thién Bio together
with a general of Ly clan named Phat Tt had
brought thirteen thousand soldiers coming
to Clru Chan (JLH). Tran B4 Tién had chased
and fought, Thién Bao had been defeated,
so he had collected the remaining troops,
ten thousand of people, ran to the land of
the Di Lio in Ai Lao (’%%), then saw the
Di Nang Pong (HFfEi) at the upstreams
of Pao Giang (FkVL¥5), and thought the flat,
fertile land there could be inhabited, built
a new citadel to live in, therefore after the
name of that land he set the country’s name.
Up to this moment, the army and his men
proposed him to be the Lord, calling King
bao Lang” (TT-550);
“King Pao Lang died in the country of Da
Nang, without an heir, people proposed Ly
Phat T to succeed the throne and to lead
the army” (TT-555).
“.. Thién Bao went to Clru Chan. [Tran] Ba
Tién brought the army to pacify successfully,
changed Ciru Chan to Ai Chau (ZM)” (VSL:
entry of Dwong Phiéu).
Theextractsshowthattheleaders,Ly Bi (Nam
Dbé) and the Ly family, originally from the North
(i.e. China), lived in the Red River Delta, relied
on the “Lao” %% and “Di Lao” 924% forces in the
western mountains to fight against the Chinese.
Ly Bi’s brother also ran to “Ai Lao”, founded the
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Da Nang kingdom, and was proclaimed King Pao
Lang. This was the first time that a Vietnamese
lowland leader became a king in the highlands.*
The place name “Ai Lao” %% % in the conception
of Later Lé historians refers to the polities of Tai-
speaking peoples to the west of Giao Chau - Dai
Viét, including the political entities of Lio Qua %
fits/ Muwong Ludng (Luang Prabang), Van Tuong
% (Vientiane) and (Ton) Bon Man (1) 7%
(Muang Phuan, Xiangkhouang); before the 14"
century, most of them were small independent
Thai groups [49] (pp. 191-192), [31] (p. 26).

Studying the administrative history of a
mountainous locality west of the Red River Delta,
I also found that, at the end of the 3™ century CE,
theJinDynastyhad establishedadistrictunithere,
even though the name in Chinese script (“Xidao
district”, PHiEH%) still had heavy geographical
and indigenious ethnic characteristics (the Tay -
Thai name is “Nam Tao”, today’s Thao River) [21]
(pp- 357-358, 419), [15] (p- 140), [54] (pp. 29,
41, 50), [10] (pp- 255-256). By the Tang Dynasty,
the area was located in a district (huyén/#%,
sometimes qudn/#f) named “Chenghua” 7Kf{t
[14],> which seems to have been subject to the
civilization of the colonial government in Dai
La. Thus, even before the Tang Dynasty, the first
Chinese dynasty to establish a system of ‘Jimi
zhou’ (&M, loosely governed local unit) in
the mountainous north of Vietnam [41] (p. 438),
influences from lowland polities had existed in
the uplands, even sometimes quite intimate and
two-way interactions took place.

3. The Barbarians Nearby

The question is how the ‘barbarians’ “Lao”
and “Di”, who had made their presence in the
annals before the Ly Dynasty, were perceived
by the monarchy in Thang Long. The first
date to record the move of the Ly court in its
demarcation with the barbarian world around
the Red River Delta was 1047, under the second
king, Ly Thai Tong. He was building posts (%)
for barbarians to stay in when travelling to the

area [55] (p. 315), [7] (p. 126), [14].6

“Setting up the “Vong Qudc tran” (32 [H$4)

and seven stations (¥%) Quy Duc (571), Bao

Khang f#& [Bao Ninh/f£FE - TT], Tuyén

Héa (E.4k), Thanh Binh (i&°F), Vinh Thong

(7kif), Cam Hoa (J#&4t), An Dan (% [X), each

place had a title marker (f%1%) to serve as

a shelter for barbarians (%5 % [# % - TT])”

(VSL-1047)

“At that time, countries from far away came

to visit, so set up Hoai Vién station (%1%

¥%) to give them a place for resting. And
established as well “Vong Qudc trdn” and
seven stations, namely Tuyén Héa, Vinh

Thong, Thanh Binh, Quy DPtrc, Bdo Ninh,

Cam Hoéa and An Dan, each station set up

landmarks to serve as places for passengers

to rest” (CM-1047).

Theannals ofthe Tran - Lé - Nguyén dynasties
do not provide the locations of these posts.
Their names carry the meaning of “gathering
to the court” (Vong Qudc #[#) and express the
ambition of achieving a two-way relationship
of civilization-submission between the central
state and the surrounding spaces. And in the Ly
Dynasty, the units “Tran” §4, “Trai” %%, “Chau” /M,
“Dong” i, and smaller units “Sach” (# or )
were all recorded and they were mostly located
in remote highland and border areas, in the hilly
midlands; these names served to differentiate,
geographically as well as ethnically, the areas
of the court’s influence with the areas of “Lao”
¥, “Mountain Barbarian/ Montagnard” 111§ or
“Liao/Liéu Lao” 3 [35] (p. 42).

In the next century, the sixth king, Ly Anh
Tong, in 1148 also continued to demarcate areas,
and he forbade barbarian chieftains (78 5 111§
T %8 E BR) from Dai Thong and Quy Nhan (Kl
)7/~ —$H) to come into Thing Long & without
reason [7] (152).2 Accordingly, “Pai Thong” was
to the east of present-day Hanoi; and “Quy Hoa”
J#1L? was further away. Therefore, a special
feature of Pai Viét in the 11™-13"" centuries
was that the montagnards were not necessarily
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living far from the capital Thang Long, and were
even in the heart of the Red River Delta, as long
as there was mountainous terrain. Typically,
Quéc Oai area (now the western suburbs of
Hanoi) with units such as “Quéc Oai Chau” (|
BN, “Do Dong” (411, the Pong of Do family in
the P4y River basin) [36] (p. 41), “Khd Sach” (A
) [55] (428),° where the mountain barbarians
lived crepting on/in the last remaining hills of
Hoang Lién Son, after this majestic mountain
range crossed the Pa River and stopped in the
Northern Delta. The “Outer Trai” #}%%, “New
Trai” #73%, the Pong of “Nghién” Wi, “Tru” ¥&
i and “An Pinh” %] Jli] were also within the
area of the Red River Delta [55] (pp. 410, 460,
417,457),[19] (p. 801), [7] (p. 162).1

Around the last decade of the Ly Dynasty
and during the Ly - Trin transition, the annals
also mention these “Man” ## (barbarians)
nearby: “Quang Oai Man” f# &%, the barbarians
in Tan Vién and Quang Oai mountain areas [7]
(pp. 164, 168).1? The book Linh Nam chich qudi
(Selection of Strange Tales in Linh Nam) written
by Tran Thé Phép in the end of the 14™ century
still mentioned the “White Shirt Barbarians” [
A<4# distributed in the Tan Vién Mountain area
[52] (p. 191).1® This was the White Thai ethnic
group (Tay Khao), after whom “Nam Tao” River
was named, which in turn, was sinicized into
“Thao Giang” PkIT [14]' neighboring the Tan
Vién - Ba Vi mountain areas to the north-west.

Atthe same time, the area at the foot of Ba Vi
Mountain (Bua Pa Vi) has also been considered
the homeland, the “core space”, of the Muong
ethnic group, the place for worshiping Tan Vién
Son Thanh (the Pdn/Tan saint of the Muong
people), where the “King Pond” is located (not
Hung King, but King of Ba Vi/Saint Tan of the
Muong people). Also, in the Tran Dynasty, at
this Oai Lo (LO unit/i#/Circuit) [26], “Quang
Oai Man” (Muong Quang Oai) had conflicts in
the early years of the reign, and ever since, it
has remained and has always been the “socio-
cultural space of the Muong” [54] (pp. 57-71-74).
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Not only being the original space of the
Muong ethnic group, the western area adjacent
to Thing Long, under the Ly and early Tran
dynasties, also presented a descendant group
of the Pinh family (who founded the dynasty in
968-980). binh Bo Linh was born and founded
in Hoa Lw, but this lineage originated in an
important and powerful Muong area, located
in the northwest uplands of Ninh Binh and
southwest of Hoa Binh provinces today, with the
unit “Khoi Sach” (¥, or Khoi district) in the
past [7] (p- 293), [31] (p. 76).'° After the Pinh
Dynasty lost their position, descendants from
Hoa Lwin the south moved northwest, to the west
of Thang Long, where they had close bloodlines;
most of them carried the Pinh family name, and
always had conflicts with the Ly central court
[55] (p. 147), [8] (p. 320) in which, the group
called “Mountain Barbarians” was the strongest
protest group [55] (pp. pp- 158-159, 169, 180-
181), [8] (pp. 301, 331, 340), [47] (pp- 180-181),
[44] (pp- 125-130, 158, 165, 202).

Thus, it can be seen that the highlands, the
barbarians and even montagnard tribes were
not too far from the Thang Long capital of the Dai
Viét delta courts. Those lands and people were
not only diverse in location, but also diverse in
ethnicity, as well as political attitudes towards the
central state or even among the barbarian Pong
- Sach - Trai with each other. The highlands and
the plains should not be seen as two opposing,
separate poles. As we will see later, basins and
valleys with delta features are interwoven
amongst the hills, while in the downstream
areas, the intervening elements of the upstream
region were not restricted merely to the hills
and mountains of left by natural geological
tectonics. Man (% /25) - Li ({#) - Lao (J%) had
usually been associated with upland areas,
but they were recently redefined by Catherine
Churchman based on the relationship to Han
colonial governments (delta state) [3], then by
Pham Lé Huy’s research on Giao Chau - Annam of
the Sui - Tang dynasties (the 7™-10™ centuries)



D6 Thi Thuiy Lan

[31].' Judging also from the perspective of the
Ly - Tran court chronicles presented above, we
see that these entities were also interwoven in
the landscape of the lowlands.

4. The Barbarians in the Distance

Man, Li and Lao were sometimes close to
or in the plains, while the barbarians far away
were also notable in being associated with the
“Trai” unit (as “Thanh Héa Trai” /&1L %€ in 1090
and 1100), which was established during the Ly
Dynasty, especially in the border areas, typically
“phién trai” (% %%) in the South of Hoan Chau
(A /T BEM 6 51 [35] (pp. 41, 68), [55] (p- 131),
[7] (p- 113)."” The Trai were located far from the
Capital, belonged to Thanh H6a and Nghé An
areas (Thanh Hoa, Nghé An and Ha Tinh today,
hereafter Thanh - Nghé), coastal or upland, and
the common characteristic was that they were
located in mountainous areas. With the strength
of the monarchic state, by military measures
(the Trdn was also a unit of military nature),
pacification, civilization, and comfort, places
of Trdn and Trai could be promoted to Chdu or
Phu (Jff), as shown in the case of Thanh Héa
promoted from Trai, Trdn to Phu (with a force
of soldiers already known as “Phu binh”/Jff £
in the decades of 1190s and 1200s) [35] (pp.
39-58, 64-78, 113-140, 208-271), [55] (pp- 353,
397,401, 407,421).'8

In 1157, an inscription states that Viét
Qudc cong D6 Anh Vi had been entrusted by the
Ly Court with the rule of Thanh Héa, and also
that the title of inspecter of the Trin and Trai
from afar (LI, EFF$EE) had been
conferred on him [35] (p. 234)." The promotion
from Trai, TrAn to Phu shew the spread of Ly
state power to the remote and barbarian regions;
and once Phu was positioned at the center of the
region, Tran and Trai were pushed further away
and became smaller, while Phu continued the
process of spreading the power of government,
of civilization, to continue the acquisition and
promoting to the far-flung areas it reached and

governed.

Thanh Hoa as well as Nghé An (Hoan Chau)
until the beginning of the 12" century were still
considered by the Thang Long courtas Trailands,
even “Phién trai”. The word “Phién” (%#%) was
present in the title “Dinh Phién Vwong” (7€ %% L)
of Lé Tung, the 7*" prince of King Lé Hoan of the
previous dynasty (the Former L&, 980-1009) [51]
(p- 207), ruling the region of “Ngti Huyén Giang”
(‘FL5%7T) in Thanh Héa [55] (pp. 317, 326).%° On
the event in 1025, the Pai Viét str ky toan thuw,
again, recorded the place as “Dinh Phién trai” (&
# 7%), making people think of a settlement camp
of the Phién people, that were Champa prisoners
[7] (p- 113).2* Ultimately, they were all from the
South! Ta Chi Pai Trwong commented: “In the
old Giao Chau area, Lé Hoan's children just hang
around in the narrow central part of the delta”
[49] (p. 176). It was true that from the central
view of the Red River Delta and the capital Hoa
Lu, as “Nguw Bac Vuwong” (21t ) was based in
Phu Lan in Hai Dwong, “Trung Quéc Vwong” (
W[ F) in Mat Lién in Khoai Chau (Hwng Yén
nowadays), both being located in the East of
the present Hanoi. Then, however, “Nguw Man
Vwong” (%84T, Barbarian-conquering King)
in the western mountainous region and “Pinh
Phién Vwong” (€ T, The King who pacifies
the Borderlands) and “Nam Qudc Vwong” (74 [
-, at Vi Ling, in Thanh Héa) were located in the
South and considered as “Phién”; all these are
understandable.

In addition to Trai and Trin, the names
and regions of Man/Barbarian were often
demarcated under the name of Chdu units, which
appear quite early and are common in the annals
of the Ly Dynasty. Excluding the Chau which had
at some time been promoted to Phu, the number
of remaining Chau must also have been over 40
during the Ly Dynasty. The Chau were densely
concentrated in the midland and mountainous
regions, far from Thang Long. The scale of the
Chau in the uplands was not as large as the
old Chau under the direct control of the Tang
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Dynasty, so these can be regarded as the jimi
zhou of the Ly Dynasty (ruling from Thang Long),
similar to the jimi units in Giao Chau - Annam
of the Tang Dynasty in the 7™-10" centuries.?
The loose binding could exist right in the delta,
when some places in the Red River Delta, quite
close to Thang Long, were still called Chau such
as C6 Chau 5 M (C6 Phdp 157%), Quéc Oai, Pdng
Chau (M) [55] (p. 416),2 Tinh Chdu (F£M),**
Dai Théng, Ciru Lién (F1iH) [55] (p. 454).% This
can be explained by customary use of old names
(for instance, C6 Phap, which had already been

promoted to Phu, was still called Chau), or it was
because of the diversity of terrain, culture and
ethnic groups in the delta region. Moreover, the
fact that Chau was still located in the lowlands
showed the different levels of control and
administration in the localities of the Ly Dynasty,
whereby Pht connoted stronger control by the
state than Chau.?® Chau were also found in the
delta, and Phu and L0 were also located in the
upstream region, so it is incorrect to suggest that
Chau were located only in the uplands, and Phu
and Lo only in the midlands and lower deltas.

Table 1. List of Chau under the Ly?’

No. | Large, Old Chau Chau gﬁg?}%ted to Smaller Chau

1. Ai Chau &

2. | Dién Chau M

3. Vi Long V& #E

4, Ly Chau &M

5. Vinh An 7K %

6. Phong Luan Z#f

7. Do Kim #4>

8. Hoan Chau S/

0. That Nguyén LI
10. Van Chau 3
11. | Lang Chau 35 /M

12. DPinh Nguyén & J#
13. Tré Nguyén e i
14. C6 Chau i /M

15. | Phong Chau Z /!

16. Thwong Tan &
17. Binh Nguyén i
18. Quang Nguyén /&
19. Nghé An X %
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Chau promoted to

No. | Large, Old Chau Phi, Lo Smaller Chau
20. Thang Do &
21. Lo6i Hoa &K
22. Binh -

23. Ba %

24, Tw Lang /2R /Tw Lang /23R
25. Vi Ninh {5
26. | Chanbing H %

27. Tay Nguyén PHi
28. La Thuan & )IH
29. Mang Quan |T- &
30. Ky Lang JLER
31. T6 Chau /1
32. Mau Chau & /M
33. Thach Té f1 &
34. DPong Lwong 4%
35. Phu Nghia & 75
36. Tw Nong ] j2
37. Thuwong Nguyén_ I

38. Tay Nung it {#
39. Long Lénh #£4
40. Phu Luong & R

41. Ha Lang IR
42, Trung Giang H1{L
43, Qudc Oai [ &

44, Ding Chau M
45. Tinh Chau F|
46. bai Thong Ki#
47. Ctru Lién 7T1E

(Source: Viét str lwoc, Ly Insciptions, Thién uyén tdp anh, Annan zhilue, Toan thw)
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The small Chau (unlike the old Chau in the
Chinese Domination period) were mostly found
in the area of the hill tribes in remote regions.
Specifically,the Chau ofthe Man/Barbarians were
sometimes labelled “Rebel” by court historians
like the Clr Long invaders in 1011 (Muong Cam
Thiy, Thanh Héa; or “Babarian” in “Vi Long
chau” (JE#EM) in 1013 [55] (p. 299)% (the Tay
ethnic, Chiém Hoa, Tuyén Quang). However, large
powerful Chau were also recorded amongst the
Barbarians. There were two Barbarian Generals”
(Z5#4) of “Hac Thac Man” (E&#14#) [55] (p. 299),
[7] (pp. 111-112), [4] (pp- 306, 539)% (the Tai
Dali, Yunnan) in 1014, who entered and were
stationed at the Kim Hoa wharf in 1014 (now
in Kim Anh district, Vinh Phtc province). Prince
Phat Ma before ascending to the throne as Ly
Thai Tong was recorded as “following the king’s
orders to fight the Man invaders, having merit”,
including suppressing such places as Champa
(in 1020), “Phong Luan chau/ Z /1" (i.e. Phong
Chau, the Thai - Muong area of Phu Tho, Vinh
Phtic provinces) in 1024, Dién Chau/i#H /M (in
Nghé An) in 1026, and “Thit Nguyén chau/t
JEN” (in That Khé, Lang Son) in 1027 [55] (pp.
300, 301, 302).3°

In addition to the Chau units, rebellions
against the Ly kingship were also recorded
in other units such as: Gidp (“Pan Nai giap/{H
J5H” in 1029, “Long Tri gidp/#Eth " in Ngii
Huyén Giang in 1050, “C6 Hoanh/ C6 Hoang
giap 7%/ 5LH"” in 1188 and 1192, which all
belonging to Ai Chau, Thanh Héa); Péng (“Loi
Hoéa dong/ 7 kili” (Héa DPong/-kili) and “Vat
Ac/7713” (both northwest of Cao Bing) of Nung
Tri Cao in the 1040s, “Sa Pang dong/Vb & i”
in the upper Thanh Héa in 1061, “Ma Sa déng/
JR¥LYR” (Pa Bac, Hoa Binh now, in the years of
1064, 1083 and 1119); Trwdong ¥ (like “Binh
Long trwong” (“FF£35) somewhere in Thanh
- Nghé - Tinh in 1161) [55] (pp. 305, 317, 315,
325,327,343,358,395,397,379), [7] (p- 160).3!
A special case of “Long Lac Barbarian” (F£i%%8)
in “Mang Quan/T-H” (ie Muong Quan, Son La)
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was recorded with both units of Chau (1065)
and Giang {T. (1164) [53] (pp. 327-328, 380).%
A similar designation of rebellious nature was
also clear, accompanying the concept of “Di” (72,
in the historiography of the Lé Dynasty) as “Dai
Quang Lich” (KIGJE) or “Pai Nguyén Lich” (K
JC#) in 1022, which could be the Nung/Zhuang
people of Qinzhou (China) [55] (p. 301), [7] (p.
113).

It can be said that the overall picture of the
local units during the Ly Dynasty (including the
Man, Di, Li and Lao lurking in the mountains
and forests) is one of much diversity following
time layers (the old - new units, including the
miniaturization and preservation of the Tang-
Song model, as well as the continuation of the
spread and miniaturization), spatial areas (rural
or urban, mountainous or delta), functions
(economic, security), and characteristics
(territorial or administrative units, or heavily
topographically based). In particular, similar to
the units of Chau and Trai, which were not only
to be found in highland and remote areas, Sach3*
and Pong also appeared in the lowlands or in the
areas not too far from the capital Thang Long. In
the opposite direction, with units of the plain
such as Hwong, Huyén 5% and, to a lesser extent,
Thén ¥} (equivalent to the Sach of the mountains)
there is no complete distinction between the
lowland and upland regions.?> Moreover, as late
as the year 1220, the Ly court was able to put a
Lo unitin “Thwong Nguyén Dong/ " (about
Thai Nguyén, Bic Kan today); By 1224, the water
flow from the upstream “Thwong Nguyén Dau” (
_Ji5H) to Thang Long was clearly observed by
the contemporaries [35] (p. 272), [55] (p. 406).%°

In the case of Thwong Nguyén, the Pong unit
recorded in the epitaph Hoang Viét Thdi ph6 Luu
qudn m¢ chi EEKHRIEEE (1161) seems
to be quite large, equivalent to a large Chau,
while in general the Dong in the highlands were
equivalent to small Trdn and small Chdu, or to
Huyén in the delta or Nguén®’ (associated with
rivers) in the upstream areas as well, and could
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also be equivalent to Gidp and Trwong in distant
areas (Thanh Hoéa, Nghé An). The origin of the
concept of “Pong” has recently been discussed
in greater depth by researchers such as Kathlene
Baldanza (2015), Catherine Churchman (2016),
James Anderson and John Whitmore. It is a word
from ancient Tai, Sinicized into “Jf”, to refer to
valleys in the highlands, even though the area
of valleys (basins of small rivers and streams)
accounts for only one-tenth of the terrain
compared with forest-covered slopes. Dong

were valleys which were the point of interaction
between people in the valleys and people on
the mountains - such a dynamic area that it was
chosen as a concept to refer to the whole world
consisting of these two types of terrain [2].

In short, the common denominators for all
Chau, Trai, Pong and Sach was mountainous
areas and the “Man” and “Lao” tribes, regardless
of whether they were actually situated in the
Red River Delta, the M3 River, the Northeast

highlands or partly Northwest region.

Table 2. List of Ly’s Local Units
distributed in Red River Delta, Thanh - Nghé and Uplands, Borderlands

. . Thanh - Nghé - | Hills, Mountains (including those in
Local Units Red River Delta Tinh the Lowlands), and Borderlands
Lo % 0, Hong, Khoai Thuwong Nguyén
Phu Jff Truong An, Thién Nghé An, Thanh | Pht Lwong
Ptrc, Ung Thién, b6 Hoéa
ho, Tinh Cwong (7), An
Hoa
DPao & Dai Thong, Nam Sach, An Chau
Phu Dai, Phu Lac, Binh
Lac, Bic Giang
ChAu M| | C6 ChAu, Vi Ninh, Ai Chau, Dién Vi Long, Vinh An, Phong Luén, D6 Kim,
Qudc Oai, Pang Chau, | Chau, Ly Chau, That Nguyén, Van Chau, Lang Chau,
Tinh Chau, Pai Thong, | Hoan Chau, binh Nguyén, Tré Nguyén, Phong Chau,
Cru Lién Nghé An Thwong Tan, Binh Nguyén, Quang
Nguyén, Thang Do, L6i Héa, Binh, Ba,
Tw Lang, Tw Lang, Chan bang, Tay
Nguyén, La Thuan, Mang Quan, Ky
Lang, T6 Chau, Mau Chau, Thach T,
bong Lwong, Tw Nong, Thwong Nguyén,
Tay Nung, Long Lénh, Phu Lwong, Ha
Lang, Phu Nghia*, Trung Giang*
Trin $8 | Dai Thongs Thanh Hoa*, Triéu Dwong, Vong Qudc, Trung Giang*
Sa bang+
Trai % Ngoai, Van Loi Thanh Hoa* Vinh Binh, Quy Héa, La Biéu, Ngoc Son
[Phién trai nam
Hoan Chau]
Giang L Thién Dtrc, D6 Pong, Ngii Huyén, Mang Quan, Tam Dai, Tuyén Quang
ba Mac Lwong, Quy
Hoa#
Trwong 3% | Pai Thong+ Binh Long
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. . Thanh - Nghé - | Hills, Mountains (including those in
Local Units Red River Delta Tinh the Lowlands), and Borderlands
Quan £ Gia LAm, Vinh Thanh Héa*,
Khwong+, Tl}u’(‘rng Ctru Chan*, Ai
Lac+, Binh Lo+, Nhw (7)+,
Nguyét+, Ai (7)+,
Huwong 4§ | C6 Phap, Siéu Loai, Ctru Chan*, Luc | Tué Phong*
C6 Miét, An Lang, T&c | Hwong*
Mac, Hoach, Nhué
Dué, Pa Cam, Khoai,
An Lac*, Tay Du*, Bién
Lénh*, C6 Liéu*, Oc+
Huyén £ Ctru Chan*, C6 | Ha Lién, P6 Lap
Chién*
Giap H Pan Nai, Long
Tri, C6 Hoanh
bong i Nghién, Tru, An Dinh Loi Héa, Vat Ac, Sa bPang, Vi Kién, Ma
Sa, Chu Ma, Thwong Nguyén*, [49 dong
in Vi Long chau]*
Ap & Pa M6, Tap Tu, Hai, Pai Ly* [Ap in Phong Chaul]
Than, Nhué, Tri, Than
Khé, Ca LG, Hop
Xa tt A Cao, Loi Hi*
Nguon* [3 nguodn in
. Thanh Héal*
g ]
(Nguyén)
Thon #f | Lwu Gia, C6 Viét* An Lang* Do Gia (?), Twong N6
Sach #ft /Mt | Kho, An Lac Tuong, Tu Mong, Trinh, O M&, Dang Bai,
Van Mg, Linh, Ma Luén (?), Mong (?7)
Ly § Sung Nhan*
Source: Viét str Iworc; Van bia thoi Ly (*); Thién uyén tdp anh (+); Annan zhilue (#); and Toan thw (%)

5. Barbarians Moved Far away, Engaging with
the Court, and the Kinh - Trai Separation

At the end of his article on Land, Water, Rice
and Men in Early Vietnam, the late famous scholar
Sakurai Yumio argued that a Pai Viét unified in
both title and practice was only formed from the
Tran Dynasty onwards, when the dynasty gained
unified control over agricultural heartlands in
the deltaregions [44] (p. 203). Indeed, the annals
of the Tran Dynasty do not record imperial
conquests over barbarian forces within the Red
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River Delta, and absolutely no political marriages
with the chieftains of the mountain tribes are
recorded. We do not know if it was due to the
historians of the Tran - Lé dynasties, intellectuals
who had gradually absorbed Confucianism and
who may perhaps have avoided referring to such
matters. But one thing was for sure, the Man
and Lao that appear in political history from the
Tran period onwards were often associated with
specific places quite far from the Capital, even
outside the Dai Viét border or deep in the South
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(eg. Man Ldo at NAm Ba La/f5%%4E) [14]%) [50]
(p- 324), [7] (pp. 173, 185, 188):*

The Northern Barbarians (dt) came to

plunder the border. [The emperor]| sent

General Pham Kinh An to fight them. [Then

he] captured the barbarians’ settlements (

ZR7F) and returned (TT-1241);

Emperor [Trdn Thanh Téng] personally

fought the Man (%) and Lao (J%) people in

Nam Ba La (k& %24E 1), capturing more than

1,000 party members alive and bringing

them back (TT-1277);

Tran Khanh Du... “suppressing the Barbarian

in the mountains (111%5) [at Chi Linh chaul],

won a great victory, was awarded the title of

General (B2 XK EE).." (TT-1282).

In the second half of the 14™ century,
the word “lIf%#” (Mountain Barbarians/
Montagnard) reappeared in the annals of the
Tran Dynasty, but unlike under the the previous
Ly Dynasty, they resided quite far from Thang
Long and became an army to support the
imperial dynasty, guarding the northeastern
gateway of Pai Viét [7] (pp. 237-238):*

“Ordered the Son Lao [army of mountainous

ethnic groups] in Lang Giang (§5 VL 111 % 5)

to guard the border, because the North (4t

Hh) was in turmoil, Minh () and Han (%)

competed against each other, stationing in

Nanning and Longzhou” (TT-1365).

It can be said that, under the Tran Dynasty,
the Northeast upland area was stable and
cooperated closely with the Red River delta
court. During the three resistance wars against
the Mongol - Yuan, the barbarian Tay - Nung
leaders, who had guarded the waterway and
land routes from China, enthusiastically joined
the Tran Dynasty to fight the invaders, especially
the “Leaders of Trai” (#3), “Phu dao” (Xi#)
of the Ha clans living upstream of the L6 and
Thao rivers played significant roles [7] (pp. 178,
178-179, 192).*! Furthermore, at the end of the
13" century, the Tran Dynasty could not only
recognize the local authority of the leaders but
was also able to “mobilize” them to other areas

[7] (pp- 190, 196):**

If in 1285, “The Lang Giang chieftains (74

{L+3%)” “ambushed the [Yuan enemy] at

Ma Luc (Jik752€)” (TT-1285); then in 1289,

after the final victory at the Bach Dang

River, the Tran Dynasty “let Lang Giang

Chief of Barbarians Lwong Uit (V.75

5 become the chief of Quy Héa (}71k

7£F), and conferred on Ha TAt Nang the

title of marquis (j/lxf%) because he had
commanded the barbarian people to fight
the enemy” (TT-1289).

In the end of the 14™ century, the case of
Lwong Nguyén Buu of Tuyén Quang, who joined
the group of Tran Khat Chan to overthrow Ho6
Quy Ly unsuccessfully, shows that the indigenous
forces of the Northeast highlands had enjoyed
many generations of close alliance with the Ly -
Tran courts [7] (p. 264):*

“Nguyén Buwu from Tuyén Quang: his

ancestor Thé Sung was granted the title

of Toat Théng Vwong and also sanctioned
the position of “Phu dao” (i) in the Ly

Dynasty. His children Van Hién and Qué

were all granted the title of Marquis (1%).

Qué’s son, Hiéu Bao, because of his merit in

fighting Sugetu (a Yuan General), was given

the title of marquis (i filkf%); Hi€u Bao gave
birth to Thé Tac who was given the title of

Marquis Lic Thuin (#)JIE/%); Thé Tac gave

birth to Ctic Ton who was granted the title of

Commissioner (#{%2i); Ctic Tén gave birth

to Nguyén Buu” (TT-1399).

The 13™-14™ century inscriptions in Ha
Giang (the northernmost province of Vietnam)
also record a similar situation [50] (pp. 203-204,
314-315).

Also, from the Trén period onwards, besides
the traditional concept of Man, Lao that now
appeared in the dynastic chronicle less often and
only indicated people far away from Thang Long,
a new identifier that showed the distinction
of lowlands from highland came to the fore.
This was the “Kinh” (%) accompanied by a
derivative the “Kinh L§” (5{#%). The first date of
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the appearance of “Kinh” was in 1256, which is
associated with the degree “Kinh Trang Nguyén/
HUIRJE” (the First Successful Candidate from the
Kinh region), a creation in the Tran Dynasty’s
Confucian examination [7] (p. 178):**

“Held an exam to choose scholars. Granted

Trdn Quoc Lic to be the “Kinh Trang

Nguyén”; Trwong Cin to be the “First

Successful Candidate from the Trai region”

(“Trai Trang Nguyén”/Z£1AJt); Chu Hi to be

the “Bang nhan/#%iR” (Second Successful

Candidate); Tran Uyén to be “Thdm Hoa

Lang/#RA{LEL” (Third Successful Candidate);

another 43 successful candidates K4

(Kinh 42 people, Trai 1 person) were given

different degrees. In the beginning of the

dynasty, successful candidates were not yet
divided (by their home places) into Kinh
and Trai categories, so the first successful
one (among the entire candidates) was
simply given the [title] “Trang Nguyén”. This
time, Thanh Ho6a and Nghé An have just
been divided into Trai lands, so there was

a distinction between Kinh and Trai” (TT-

1256).

While historians of the Later Lé Dynasty
had argued that the establishment of Kinh and
Kinh Trang Nguyén was to distinguish it from
the remote and southern border areas of Pai
Viét, the evidential study of the Nguyén Dynasty
Historiography Office (Qudc st qudn) also
confirmed that TrAn QudcLicand Tran Uyénwere
from two districts of Thanh Lam and Pwong Hao,
belonging to Hong Chiu (Hai Dwong province
now); and the Trang Nguyén who was from Trai
land, also the only Trai person of this exam in
1256, came from Hoanh Son belonging B6 Chinh
(16) [14].* Under the Tran Dynasty, although
the number of L0 and the local administrative
system were more clearly defined than those
under the Ly, we still see that there were Trai
and Tran, both far (mainly) as well as nearby the
Red River Delta, the former cases including such
areas as Yén Hung Trai, Thai Nguyén Trin, Quang
Oai Tran, a certain “Trai Pau”, Van Ninh Trai,
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and Tuyén Quang Tran [9] (pp. 33, 61, 159, 175,
182, 193). Thanh Hoéa itself had been promoted
to Phu for a long time, by the Ly Dynasty, but in
the event of 1263 still remained title “Leader of
Trai” [7] (p- 181).* The border region of Thanh -
Nghé until the 14™ century was still a key point
of the Tran Dynasty, from which it was possible
to secure the western uplands bordering Ai Lao
(like the event in 1334), as well as to strengthen
the border of the Tran’s southern territory (the
patrols calmed the border in 1356, 1371 or
strengthened Phu, Lo in 1375) [9] (pp- 122, 136,
155, 158). Trai land was not only restricted in
Thanh - Nghé, but could also include the remote
lands to the North, which were already belonging
to the Hai Pong L6. In the next exam 10 years
later, also “Trai Trang Nguyén” was from Nghé
An, but the education level there had been highly
appreciated;*” and then about a decade later, the
Tran Dynasty abolished the distinction between
“Kinh Trang Nguyén” and “Trai Trang Nguyén”
[7] (pp. 182-183, 184):*8
“Held the exam to select scholars. Granted
Tran CO as Kinh Trang Nguyén, Bach Liéu
as Trai Trang Nguyén; Bang nhan (missing
name); Ha Nghi as Tham Hoa Lang; another
successful47 candidateswere givendifferent
digrees. Liéu of Nghé An, smart, long-term
memory, read books with thousands of lines
at once. At that time, Senior Minister Quang
Khai governed Nghé An and Liéu was his
hanger-on but did not serve as an official”
(TT-1266);
“Held the exam to select scholars. Granted
bao Tiéu as Trang Nguyén; Bang nhan
(missing name); Quach Nhan as Tham Hoa
Lang; another successful 27 candidates were
given different digrees. In the two previous
exams in the years of 1256 and 1266, Kinh
Trang Nguyén and Trai Trang Nguyén were
distinguished from each other, now they
merged into a single degree” (TT-1275).
Within 20 years, the rituals and culture
of the Trai lands seemed to have “caught up”
with those of the Kinh land. It is true that the
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chronicles of the Trian Dynasty that survive
today were all compiled during the Lé - Nguyén
Dynasties. However, Pai Viét st lwoc (Brief
Historical Annals of Dai Viét) of the 14™ century
(or possibly earlier) [43] (pp. 12-13) records the
history before the Tran period, in which we only
see, in the Ly period, the words “Kinh” associated
with “Kinh thanh” (%{3{), namely Thing
Long citadel (which at that time retained the
denomination “P6 H6 Phu ## Jif” /Protectorate
General). From the Tran - H6 dynasties onwards,
Kinh became a civilized space beyond Pai La
citadel. A particularly valuable piece of evidence
is found in the epitaph Ngé gia thi bi (% [KH#),
dated about 1366-1395 (now preserved at Dau
Pagoda, Pinh X4 Commune, Binh Luc District,
Ha Nam Province), which records the fields
in Pinh X4, Chan Ninh and Ngbé Xa communes
(all belonging to the Ly Nhan L§) with the
phrase “near (the land of) Kinh people” (IZ %
A) [50] (120). Ly Nhan Lo (present-day Ha
Nam province) was located just south of Thang
Long (Hanoi). Was this the “Kinh people” or
people living in the Capital? It is known that the
annals of the early 15" century clearly stated
the Kinh people, the “Kinh L§” (Kinh Circuit) in
the distinction from Barbarians in the “Phién
Trdn” (#%%8) or Chieftains in the Border (1% 74
£%) (which can be understood as distinguishing
Kinh/lowlanders - Thwong/Highlanders) [7] (p.
267), [14]:*

“H6 Han Thwong ordered household
registers to be made throughout the
country, allowing the HO clan members
to be registered in Dién Chau and Thanh
Héa... The roaming people who had already
been registered in their residing places (in
the area of Phién Trin) should be noticed
with a placard. Any Kinh people (5% A\) who
roamed to live there must be sent back to
their original homeland....” (TT-1401)

The “Kinh L0” covered the delta area around
the Capital as well as the lower coastal area,
which were distinguished from the Trin areas
in upstream regions and southern regions such

as Thanh Héa, Nghé An (Dién Chau) or further
South as Héa Chau (Thira Thién - Hué province
at present) [7] (pp. 271, 275, 284, 287):>

“[H6] Quy Ly and Han Thwong patrolled

the mountains, rivers, and estuaries, in the

Kinh Lo (5% 1L )11 J534 11), because they

wanted to know the dangers or the safety of

places. (They) came back (to the court) in

August” (TT-1405);

“Quy Ly and Han Thwong both returned to

Thanh Héa. Most of the Kinh Lo followed

the enemy and betrayed (our country) ..;

People in Kinh Lo (5{# N\) were forced into

working by the Ming army...” (TT-1407);

“At that time, the Kinh L6 was all dependent

on the Ming Dynasty... From Dién Chau back

to the South (farmers) could not cultivate...”

(TT-1412);

“Among the mandarins in Kinh Lo (3%

f1:E), there had been some people who

escaped the enemy and followed the
emperor Trung Quang to go to Héa Chau.

Now (because Trung Quang was captured

by the Ming) some people brought their

families to (take refuge to) Lio Qua (% 1)

country, some people ran to Champa (/5

3%), and from then on all the people in the

country became subjects and concubines of

the Ming people” (TT-1414).

At this point, along with the only appearance
in the high and remote areas of the Man and Lao,
we can conceive of the formation of Kinh space
(Kinh L§), despite its diversity of terrain and
thus the inhabitants and culture.”® Discussing
the nature of the Ly - Trin regime, it would be
too naive and obstinate to maintain the view of
a centralized monarchy state that had already
unified the entire territory, but it is also not
correctto simply consideritwas a pure Southeast
Asian entity (of Mandala type) [56] which only
controlled the Red River Delta. It is necessary
to see things and events in a dynamic, historical
depth and change in space and time. Starting
from a nuclear fragment of the China’s colonial
regime (which lasted for more than 1000 years),

129



Barbarians and the Kinh - Trai separation: Perceptions of Dai Viét dynasties ...

it was led by a group of Min descendants who
settled in the South for many generations (like
the Tran clan) or a few generations (like the Ly
family). The model (or paradigm) of centralized
monarchy leaning heavily towards the East Asian
world continued to be incubated, nurtured and
developed there. At first, the Ly Dynasty could
not even dominate the Red River Delta perfectly,
when right next to the Thang Long capital still
existed the fierce Man and Ldo; but over time,
the central polity gradually prevailed (thanks
to its nature, the soil, and the organization of
the government), spreading power throughout
the plains, subjugating the uplands (Vi Long,
Phu Lwong, Thwong Nguyén were typical) and
expanding to the far south (Thanh Héa, Nghé
An). The successive appointments of princes
and high-rank officials to the ruling positions of
Thanh - Nghé region (such as Ly Nhat Quang, Ly
Thuong Kiét, Ly Pao Thanh of the Ly Dynasty;
Phung Ta Chu, Tran Thu Do, Tran Qudc Khang,
Tran Nhat Duit [9] (120-121) under the Tran
Dynasty [23] (pp- 52. 53), [55] (p. 83), [35]
(215), [8] (277), [40] (pp. 30-31) made the Trai
lands gradually come closer to the Kinh space.
Yet, the patchwork was still irregular and loose;
in the late Ly (and even late Trin) period, when
the central power became weak, the local clans
and regional forces (with the “Hwong Ap” (4§
) and “Hwong Ap mandarins”) [53] (pp. 180,
194, 214), [7] (p. 164), [49] (p. 175-177)>* and
the neighboring Man Lao, who had been inactive,
rose again (such as Quoc Oai, Pai Hoang). The
Tran Dynasty which dominated the central core
region strongly, mobilized the members of the
royal family to rule the outer regions, then the
nearby Barbarians seems to have been absent
(Quoc Oai barbarians were pushed to the Qudc
Oai Thwong (|3 ). They and Quang Oai at the
foot of Ba Vi Mountain did not oppose), while
Lao was far away, became loyal and cohesive.
The monarchic state space was consolidated
(with more than 12 L§) [20] (pp. 55-60, 372-375
L —, Ab 2), [25] to form the concepts of Kinh,
with the circuits Kinh L6 in demarcation with
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Trai, Man and Phién (trin).

Therefore, when we approach the Dai Viét -
Vietnamese monarchy in the Pre-Colonial Times,
the perspective from the upper social stratum
tends to make us see that a ‘Great Tradition’
somewhat overwhelms the ‘Little Tradition’.
However, because the latter was of the masses of
the lower-class people (as Alexander Woodside
claimed in 1971) [57], it is necessary to consider
the time process with Pre-Paradigm period (the
10™-14™ centuries) - Standard Paradigm (the
15™-16" centuries) - Post-Paradigm (the 16™-
19™ centuries) as contemplated by Nguyén
Thira Hy (2006, 2018) [33], [34] (pp. 3-11); and
when considering the complex of Man - Kinh
- Trai conceptions of Pai Viét in the 11"-14"
centuries, it is also possible to suggest spatial
and even high-low terrain perspectives. Only by
approaching space - time and paying attention
to the altitude and differences of geographical -
ethnic regions, can we understand why during
the period 1314-20, when Pai Viét's territory
had descended to Hai Van pass, but the senior
emperor Tran Anh Tong still warned “the country
is as small as a palm of the hand” (B{#1 % K);
and the senior emperor Tran Nhan Tong declared
in 1299 that “our family was from the lowlands
(the ancestors were the Hién Khanh people)
FARTRN (WEHEEN)” [7] (pp. 203, 217).53
Therefore, contemporary amateur historian Ta
Chi bai Trwong commented very rightly: “Rapids
discouraged rowers in the plains, deep forests
and poisonous water hindered the footsteps of
soldiers from the Capital citadel and farms” [49]
(p.186).Fromthe end of Tran to H6 and especially
from the Early Lé Dynasty (1428-1527) onwards,
the space and people of that “poisonous deep
forest” appeared more clearly in the perception
of the Thang Long monarchy court.

6. Barbarians Being Zoomed Closer and
Clearer

From the last half of the 13" century
onwards to the end of the Tran - H6 dynasties,
history readers no longer see a peaceful
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highland. However, unlike the Ly Dynasty, the
upheavals of the mountains and forests at this
time were focused on the Northwest, with the ba
Giang Prefecture (Y£{Li&/$8) (for many years
of 1280, 1301, 1329 and 1370) and Thai tribes
there such as Trinh Gidc Mat (B{ff%), Nguu
Héng Barbarian (4-ML%#/75), Trinh Ky Trai/
ERjEZE  (with the chief of the Xa (HL) family)
[7] (pp. 187, 207, 223, 229, 240).5* Nguwu Hong
(Black Thai in Son La region) had paid tribute
to the Ly Dynasty since 1067 [9] (p. 274); and
groups of “Trinh” (%F, possibly a transliteration
of “Chiéng” [49] (p. 182),°> a word for the central
Bdn of a Thai Mwong/Muang) [55], [5], [12] had
appeared since the Former Lé Dynasty, both
in conflict and in association with the Hoa Lw
government [55] (p. 286), [7] (p- 98), [49] (p.
181).5¢ However, it was only in the Tran Period
that the Pai Viét central royal family had a
understanding and closeness to the Man tribes,
crystallizing most clearly in the episodes of Tran
Nhat Duat [9] (p. 46).

It was based on this understanding and
closerness with Man Di (% 52) that half a century
later, in 1329, Senior Emperor Tran Minh Téng
went to patrol Pa Giang, personally defeated
Nguwu Hong Barbarian, and ordered Nguyén
Trung Ngan to compile the veritable record (thuc
Iuc ‘& $%), and made the declarations as a parent
to all his subjects, probably including the local
Thai (and possibly Muong) people.

It can be seen that, in addition to the political
attitude of treating the Barbarians as children,
which had brought the highland tribes of the

bPa River basin under state rule, the upstream
regions at this time, however, were still a sacred
forest with toxic water for the Thang Long court.
During the late 14" century - early 15™ century,
forces of Champa and the H6 Dynasty both chose
mountain routes to attack their enemies in the
North and in the South respectively, as in 1383
when “Lord Champa” “led his army move by road
following the foothills of the mountain via Quang
Oai Tran/J# J&#H (districts of Lwong Son of Hoa
Binh and Ba Vi of Hanoi now) to find the way to
the Khdng Muc Sach/fL H it (to sack the Thang
long Capital)...” [7] (p- 250),°” while Pai Ngu
(H6 Dynasty’s) army in 1401 met the flood, the
generals and their troops ran out of foods in the
mid-way because they took an unfamiliar uphill
route (in order to attack Champa) [9] (p. 202).
Similarly, when mandarins from the capital went
to border towns, such as Thuy V¥ district (Lao
Cai now), it was recorded in the annals that
“many dispatched officials were infected with
blue obstacles and died” [9] (p. 170).>8

Moreover, starting from the Tran Dynasty,
the native places and the cultural - ethnic
residential spaces of the highlands appeared in
the annals. That was “Mudng Mai”/ T5M (i.e.,
Mai Chau, Hoa Binh) in 1301; or “Muwdng Viét”/
fl#% (present-day Yén Chau, Son La) in 1329
[7] (pp. 207, 224).5° Especially, under the Early
Lé Dynasty in the 15" century (until Lé Thanh
Toéng’s conquest of Bon Man and Lao Qua/Ai Lao
in 1479),%° a series of Muong, Chieng entered the
history of Dai Viét.®!

Table 3. List of Muong, Chieng, Dong in the 15" century

Names of
No. Time | Mwong, Chiéng, Remarks
Pong
1418 | Mwong Yén Yén Nhan commune, west of Pu Rinh mountain (Chi Linh

1. mountain (Linh Son), Giao An commune, Lang Chanh district,
Thanh Hoéa). This Mwong is Muwong Din of the Thai

Muong Mot

Or Muwong Mot, later called Bat Mot/Bat Mot commune,
Thuwong Xuan district (Thanh Hoéa)
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Names of
No. Time | Mwong, Chiéng, Remarks
Pong

3. 1419 Muong Chanh | Lang Chanh district (Thanh Héa) latter. Also being called
Muwong Chinh, Mwong Tam, a big muang of Muong people

4, Muwong Thoi Maybe Mwong X6i/Man X0i, in the northwest of Thanh Hoéa,
bordering Laos. This is a muang of Thai people, now belongs
to Laos

5. 1420 Mudong Nanh It is also Muong Nang, presently Giao An commune, Lang
Chanh. This is a muang of Mwong people

6. Muwong Thoi

7. 1424 Trinh Son trang | It is “Ké Trinh”, Thach Ngan commune, Con Cudng district
(Nghé An)

8. 1427 Mudng Moc Presently Moc Chau (Son La). Thai people call Mwong Sang/
Xang or Muwong Mo. This was the Thai group who rose against
the Lé

9. 1428 Muwong Thoi

10. 1432 Muong Lé Lai Chau nowadays. The Thai people call Mwong Lay.

11. 1434 Muong Viét It is also Viét Chau, presently Yén Chau district, Son La. The
Thai people call Mudong Vat, or Mwong Phat (because there
was Buddist pagoda). This muang had obeyed the Tran
Dynasty for a long time (the event in 1329)

12. Muong Ba Long | Belonging to “Thanh Hoéa phu”

13. Muong Bon It was also (Tén) Bon Man, belonging to Xieng Khouang
province, parts of Houaphan, Khammouan provinces (Laos)
at present. It was also called Mwong Phudn/Pu6n/Phang
(Muang Phuan/Puan). In 1448, Lé Nhan Tong changed to
“Quy Hop chau”; In Héng Dirc reign (chronicle 1471) it was
“Tran Ninh phu”

14. Mudng Moc

15. Muwong Phu Also being written as ‘Dong’, belonging to Lai Chau. Maybe
the Thai area close to Mwong Te (Lai Chau now)

16. 1435 Phoc La, Trinh | All situated at the upstream of Ma river, now belonging to

Song, Muwong Laos and the Vietnamese districts of Quan Héa, Quan Son,
Dwong Muwong Lat (Thanh Hoéa), it was the 15th century “Nam Ma
chau”; The Quan Hoéa Thai people, the local chieftains with

the family names of Pham Ba/Lo Kham

17. Muwong Qua Lao Qua (Laos nowadays)
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Names of
No. Time | Mwong, Chiéng, Remarks
Pong
Muwong Tam It was also Tam Chau, the upstreams of Ma river, belonging to
18. .
the 15th century Ai Lao
Muong Vién Maybe “Ninh Vién chau”, it is also Mwong L&é/Mwong Lay,
19. . . « x AN
having been changed into “Phuc Le chau
20. Muwong Bon
21. Muwong Moc
Mbi Chau/ Belonging to “Gia Hung tran” at that time. The Lé changed
29 Muwong Mudi/ | into “Thuan Chau”, including the districts of Thuin Chau,
’ Muébi Muwong La, Mai Son of Son La and the district of Tuan Gido,
bién Bién province presently
Ma Giang chau | Ma Giang is area of S6ng Ma district, Son La province now
23. and Moc chau/
Muong Méc
24. 1440 It was “Thuan M6i chau” (i.e. Mwdong Mudi/Mubi)
25. 1441
26 Pong La Itis also Mudng La, now belonging to Son La city and Mwong
' La district, it is the centre of the Black Thai
27 1448 Sach Tham Gia, |?
' Muwong An Phu
28. 1456 Muong Bon
29. Mudng Moc
1467 Cw Long dong/ | Belonging to Ai Lao
30. A TA .
Cau Long sach?

The Muong place names appearing in 15
century Early Lé chronicle do not fully reflect the
interactions with the mountain ethnic forces of
the ruling political group that later established
the ruling dynasties of Pai Viét/Viét Nam. This
is because the record heavily concentrates on
the Thai tribes (except for the Muwong Chanh,
and the Mwong Nanh which belonged to the
Muong people) in the western and northwestern

Source: Nguyén Manh Tién (2021)

highlands of Pai Viét (now in the provinces
of Thanh Hoéa, Nghé An, Lai Chau and Son La).
Meanwhile, from the reign of Lé Thanh Tong
(1460-1497) onward, in addition to the Western
Thai group, the Tay - Nung forces in the Northeast
rejoined the Lé Dynasty. It is possible to mention
other upland elements appearing in the “military
experiences” of the Lé family.®?
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Table 4. List of Place names, People names Relating to Muong, Thai and Tay - Nung Groups
in the 15" century

Ethnicity | Ancient place and people names Modern place names and ethnicities
Muong Lam Son Xuan Lam commune, Tho Xuan district (Thanh
Héa)
ba Son sach Near Lam Son
Ba LAm sach Chiéng LAm, Pién Lw commune, B4 Thuéc
district (Thanh Héa), lands of Mwong Kho
Peo 6ng Thiét 6ng commune, B4 Thuéc district, area of
Muong Ong, an ancient large muang
Khoi sach Or Khoi district, about northwest of Ninh Binh,
Tay Nam Hoa Binh
Thién Quan Lands of Nho Quan, Lac Tho (now northwest of
Ninh Binh and southernmost of Hoa Binh)
Tay - Bé& Khac Thiéu, Nong Khac Thaiin | Chiefs of the districts of Hoa An, Thach An,
Nung Thach Lam chau, Thai Nguyén tran | Thong Nong, Nguyén Binh, Ha Quang, and part

of Tra Linh, Phuc Hoa districts and Cao Bang city
(Cao Bang province)

Hoang Nguyén Y, Hoang Van Ngac,
Nguyén Thé Ninh, Nguyén Cong
binh, “Phu dao” of Lang Son tran

Tay Nung Chieftains/
FA]

Nguyén Khai, chAu Méng, tran
Tuyén Quang

Tay Nung Chieftains/
+ 7]

Nong Van Thong, “Phu dao CiE”/
Chieftain of Thai Nguyén tran

Tay Nung Chieftains/
+ 7]

Ha Tong Lai, Ha Tong Mau

Tay Chieftains (?), Thu Vat district, Tuyén Quang
(now Yén Binh district, Yén Bai province)

Néng Thé On in Bao Lac chau,
Dwong Thiang Kim in Tham Gia
sach, Nguyén Chau Quéc in Mudng
An Phy, all belonging to Tuyén

Chieftains of Nong clan, Tay ethinic, Bao Lac,
now the area of Bdo Lac district (Cao Bang);
Chieftains of Dwong, Nguyén clan, Tay ethinic (?)

Quang trian
Béc Binh phu Later became “Cao Binh phu”, lands of Cao Bang
now. Area of Tay people
Téa Thoat Qua Khoat gate, Quang Uyén district (now being

town of Cao Bang)

An Bang tran

Lands of Quang Ninh province, under the
influence of Tay, Nung ethnictities

On chau

Loc Binh chau

Thudc dat Lang Son
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Ethnicity

Ancient place and people names

Modern place names and ethnicities

Thai

Lac Thay

Upstreams of Chu River (CAm Thuy district,
Thanh Héa), area of Thai Do people, or Chu
River Thai

Chi Linh (Linh Son/Pu Rinh)

Giao An commune, Lang Chanh district (Thanh
Ho6a) belonging to Mwong Giao Lao, a large
mountainous area belonging to Thuwdng Xuan
commune, Lang Chanh district

Lw Son

Quan Son district (Thanh Héa), equivalent to
Mudng Xia of ‘Phu Tay’ Thai people

Cam Lan, “Dong Tri chau[F%1/H”/
Governor of Quy Chau

A chief of Tay Do Thai, Quy Chau (Nghé An)

Kinh Long ai Cé Liing gate, lands of B4 Thwérc district, area of
Mudng Khoong, a large muang of ‘Phu Tay’ Thai
people

Thuy sach Quan Son district, lands of ‘Pht Tay’ Thai people
Quan Da Or Quan Du, Ca Da Muang, a large muang of ‘Phu

Tay’ Thai people

Bo6 Lap Moutain

Also called B6 Ctt, Bb Dang, the local name is “Bu
bon”; Chau Nga commune, Quy Chau district

Tra Lan chau

Or Tra Long, lands of Con Cudng, Twong Dwong
districts of Nghé An

Cam Banh

A chieftain of Do Thai, Tra Lan chau, now
belonging to Nghé An

Cam Quy, “Tri chau”/ Governor of

A Thai chieftain of Ky Son area (Nghé An), the

Ngoc Ma chau mountainous region of Ha Tinh and neigbouring
districts of Laos; “Ngoc Ma chau” latter became
“Ngoc Ma phu” (as the chronicle 1470)
Cam Lan A chief of Thai, Quy Chau

beo Cat Han, béo Manh Vuong, at
Phuc Lé chau

Chiefs of Lai Chau, the Thai people call Mwong
Lay

Pao Loc, Pao Quy Dung, Phu dao/
“Pong Tri phu [ #1)ff”/ Governor

Areas of Phu Tho, Yén Bai, Lao Cai now. Pao
(Péo?) clan, Thai people?®3

of Quy Hba tran
Cam Cong, Phu dao of Lénh Chau/ | A chief belonging to Bon Man; Lw/Lo Cam clan
Quy Hop chau
An Tay phu Lai Chau and some areas of China

2 chau of Sa B6i, Thuan Binh
belonging to Cam L0 nguyén

Quang Tri province

Source: Nguyén Manh Tién (2021), Toan thw
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The concepts of Di, Lao, and Man continued
to appear in the history of the Lé court, and were
also increasingly clear, specific, and distant, such
as the “Lao” people in Binh Nguyén, Tuyén Quang
Tran (B G8EF 58 N\, the Tay ethnic, now in Ha
Glang) the “Barbarian in Nam Ma Chau” (Fg 5%

78, B4 F5 /1), the “Barbarian with the Nitu family”
ﬂ‘ﬂ ?) or “Man Niru”, the “Barbarian of the Cim
clan” (%71), “Barbarian of Xa clan” (H1%5), even

“Xa people”.. [7] (pp. 417, 418), [14]** Among
them, the furthest was Man with Nttu clan who
belonged to Ai Lao, and a generic “Son Man/
([14%” (Mountain Barbarian) that was in the
territory of the Ming (China) according to the re-
research of later historians.®® Man, Di of the Lé
Dynasty were really in the “distant frontier” (i&

1%78 %) as said by the chroniclers of the Thanh
Tong reign [7] (p. 396).%

Quantitative research by Nguyén Manh Tién
(2021) shows that in the “collective imagination
of Dai Viét in the 15 century” through the Toan
thu, besides Champa in the South, the biggest
rival of the Lé family was the “Western Thai
block” According to the “images” reproduced
by the history of the Lé Dynasty, the Muong as
well as the Tay - Nung people were obedient, so
the Lé had little to worry about these groups.
Meanwhile, for nearly a whole century, facing
the western mountainous ethnic forces, they had
to deal with Thai polities. In the 15™ century,
“Westward progress almost coincided with
Thai advance”, like “Southward advance almost
coincided with Champa progress” [31] (104-
105). From a cramped Dai Viét just as small as
a “hand”, which had not yet covered all the Red
River Delta, to a mighty Lé Dynasty moving far
to the West, stepping high into the mountains, it
was a long process of actions by the courts Ly -
Tran - Lé from the capital Thiang Long.

7. Discussion

A long and broad view of the history of the
northern highlands of Vietnam from the 11" to
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the 16™ centuries reveals a number of features
that differ from the theoretical concept of Zomia
asserted by Professor James C. Scott. With this
first article, I argue the following two points:

Firstly, the highlands and lowlands were not
(and should not be) considered as completely
opposite poles. Of course, ]. Scott’s book presents
the formation of mountainous institutions in
interaction with the central state in the plains.
However, it seems to us that, mountains and
plains were two separate worlds. Meanwhile,
in Vietnam, early in pre-modern history, at the
time of the formation of a ‘Charter polity’’
we find that the mountains, the montagnards,
and the barbarian tribes were not far away,
sometimes right next to the Capital. Even the
binh tribe that founded Dai C6 Viét with all the
criteria of an independent state in the South
(kingdom name, reign title, and title of Emperor)
were highlanders, and most clearly, we have
seen Thanh Héa forest groups have mastered
Vietnamese history from the 15™ century until
the Colonial period. In terms of nature as well
as people, there were highland elements in the
lowlands, and on the contrary, as shown in the
cases of the wet rice valleys of the Tai-speaking
groups in the North, or of the Hre in the upper
Quang Ngai region in the South (as Andrew
Hardy 2019 pointed out), there were also
elements of powerful, prosperous lowlands in
the highlands which had been there already. The
so-called lowlands, lowlanders or central people
(as the Kinh/Viét) with all its institutions, were
themselves in the process of shaping, changing
and not being homogenized.

Secondly, there are many gaps in the larger
picture of Zomia, in terms of space and time,
among which the most important piece is
the Thai block in the west of North Vietnam,
as well as the Muong people of Vietnam. The
story of the “Westward advance” of the Lé
family in the 15™ century Pai Viét has shown
that Thai polities (and not the modern Thai in
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Thailand as Scott has concerned) have been too
unfortunately overlooked in Zomia. Thai people
are highlanders (we should not exclude them
from the upper world as Scott argued), they
have been there, with the political order and
social organization already quite sophisticated,
and the large population community and the
powerful economic bases as well. In the North
of Vietnam, the Thai factor in language, customs,
agricultural cultivation, etc. has had an even
deeperinfluence on the Red River Delta than ever
thought. Only a multi-ethnic Dai Viét kingdom in
the 15" century could accept the indigenous and
mountainous folk legends to incorporate them
into the construction of the national tradition
in the official history. The story of Hong Bang
clan was the creation of the Late Tran and Early
Lé historians, but the influence of China was
sometimes just a cover, while the content was
very similar to the indigenous Muong - Thai
minds. And in the end, the historical reality of
the Muong - Thai highlanders mastering the Dai
Viét dynasties for several centuries has shown
a completely opposite direction compared to
what happened in Zomia. Plain, center has been
always the destination, not the object to “respect
but with distance”.

It can be said that Zomia’ and ‘Southeast
Asian Massif’ are respectable theoretical
concepts in terms of generalization, influence,
scholarly implications, and in general have been
accepted as correct over time (from 2009 and
2010 and thus now for more than a decade). The
Vietnamese have a saying about a dangerous way
of thinking: “Seeing trees but not seeing forests”,
which is very serious; in the opposite direction,
although not as serious as that, seeing the
forest but missing the trees is also worth paying
attention to. Hopefully, the “trees” growing on the
hills and mountains of the Northeast, Northwest
and Central Highlands of Vietnam will contribute
to the forest, so that it can become more colorful
and can be seen close-up.

Notes

1 Among studies in French, the edited volume
by Pierre-Bernard Lafont (1989), with the
contributions of ten other scholars [17], is
worthy of consideration. Although the main aim
ofthe bookis to describe the frontiers of Vietnam
through history, the depictions of boundaries in
the north (the Sino-Vietnamese borderlands, 6
chapters) and to the west (with Laos generally, 3
chapters) are indeed about the upland regions.
Moreover, while the Vietnamese southern
expansion has been studied profoundly (see for
example Momoki Shiro 2015 [27]), scholarship
on the ‘western advance’ as found in Lafont’s
volume is rather rare. Since Lafont’s book is
more relevant to my next projected article I shall
defer further discussion to a future occasion.

2 Dai Viét s ky toan thw (Complete Book of the
Historical Records of Pai Viét, hereafter Toan thw
and or TT), “Ngoai ky (Outer Annals)”, Book 1V,
pp. 19a-b; Viét stv lwoc (Brief Historical Annals of
Dai Viét, hereafter VSL), Book I, p. 9a.

3 Khdm dinh Viét st thng gidm cwong muc (Imperially
Ordered Annotated Text Completely Reflecting
the History of Viét, hereafter Cwong muc and
or CM), “Tién bién (Prefatory Compilation)”,
Book IV, p. 10, https://lib.nomfoundation.org/
collection/1/volume/252 /page/74.

* But then, the next leader Ly Phat Tt quickly moved
down to the eastern plain, with the sites of Bai
Quan Than, O Dién citadel on the periphery of
Hanoi today. Toan thw, “Ngoai ky”, Book IV, pp.
19b-20a, [7] (p. 73).

S Cwong muc, “Tién bién”, Book 1V, p. 19, https://lib.
nomfoundation.org/collection/1/volume/252/
page/84.

¢ Viét st lwoe, Book II, p. 8b (Tran Quéc Vwong's
translation of VSL had corrected the character
f& into ##); Toan thw, “Ban ky (Main Annals)”,
Book II, p. 36b; Cwong muc, “Chinh bién (Main
Compilation)”, Book III, p. 11, https://lib.
nomfoundation.org/collection/1/volume/254/
page/11.

7 B ¥FSFI% 3, at Hodng Hoa District (Thanh Hoéa).

8 Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book IV, p. 6b.

°“Quy Hba dau”, “Quy Hoéa giang”, in Phid Tho, Yén Bai
Provinces or upstream Thanh Héa; Even if it was
still “Quy Nhan”, the event in 1053 [55] (p. 88)
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shew that this place had been in the Ly - Dali
(Yunnan) border area.

10 viét siv lwoe, Book 11, p. 22a.

1 yiét st lwoc, Book 111, pp. 16b, 32b, 18b, 31b; Thién
uyén tdp anh f 564 (Collection of Outstanding
Figures of the Zen Garden), % I, 56b1H; Toan
thw, “Ban ky”, Book 1V, p. 26a.

12 Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book IV, p. 30a; Book V, pp. 1b-
2a.

13 QM (RSAT), S B AR A, 25—, IR, J\H.

 Cwong muc, “Tién bién”, Book V, p. 26, https://lib.
nomfoundation.org/collection/1/volume/252/
page/131.

15 Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book X, p. 9b

*Pham Lé Huy alsosaid thatthe Red River Deltaduring
the period of Sui - Tang domination (7 - 10"
centuries) was quite diverse and multi-ethnic in
terms of population characteristics (indigenous,
Han, Man - L3o - Di %/ non-Huaxia/non-Han,
and Chenla people), having both multi-terrain
(delta, ravine, cave and hill valley (J%/%&),
coastal), especially the process of “multi-layer
mixed blood” and “diverse localization” of the
classes of inhabitants, in which the immigrants
from the North were involved.

17 Viét st lwoc, Book 11, p. 4a; Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book
11, p. 9b. See also Vinh Binh (year 1084), Quy Hoa
(1158, 1190, 1220), La Biéu (1184), Ngoc Son
(1200), Vin Léi (1204, 1208) [55] (pp. 105, 149,
159, 161, 165,169, 173,197, 199).

18 Viét str lwoc, Book II, p. 21a; Book III, p. 12b,
13b, 15b, 20a. The reason for promotion (or
demotion) often depended upon the merit of
the local unit’s chief and his ties with the central
court.

19 AN SEAE SRR (1157), at Khodi Chau (Hung
Yén). Large Tran and Small Tran [55] (p. 93),
[19] (p. 287). Nevertherless, the titles of D6 Anh
Vi, as well as Ly Thwong Kiét's, appear to have
been honorary titles without real authority.
Therefore, those Tran and Trai were not truly
restricted to a certain region [28] (pp. 92-94).
However, these could still be considered to
reveal the attitude of the Ly Dynasty towards
Thanh Héa.

20 Viét sw lwoc, Book I1, pp. 9a, 12a.

21 Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book I, p. 9b.

22Pao Duy Anh in 1964 also said that it was necessary
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to distinguish two types of Chau, large and small,
in Pai Viét under the Ly Dynasty, at least in the
11% century [11] (p. 176).

B Viét st lwoc, Book 111, p. 18b.

2 Tinh Chdu, in the course of 1213, probably near
Tam Pai (Pha Tho, Vinh Phtc), was also the
border between the midland plain and the
central region. [55] (p. 438).

3 Viet str lwoc, Book 111, p. 30b.

26 Ta Chi Dai Truwong [49] (p. 178) argued that Chau
was more central close to Thang Long authority,
however, Phu (and higher L§) actualy was much
more administrative.

27 This is not the first table made for the local units of
the Ly Dynasty. In 2013, Momoki Shiro (2013)
[26] has made overall tables including 20 kinds
of local unit, based on Viét si¢ lwoc, Toan thuw,
Thién uyén tdp anh, and Chinese sources such as
Song huiyao jigao R 2> E & fsand Lingwai daida
58 4MRZ to supplement and correct the list of
Sakurai Yumio [44]. | have added several more
materials to my tables, especially data from
inscriptions. In An Nam chi lwoc (Annan zhilue
‘%4 E W& (A Brief History of Annan) [20] (pp.
57-58,372-374), Lé Trac (22Hi) categorized the
normal Chau in the Tran period and the old Chau
from the era of Chinese Domination, such as
Phong Chau, T6 Mau chau, T6 Vit chau, Trwong
Chau, Nga Chau, buvdong Chau. Therefore, in my
list for the Ly, the categorization of Large Old
Chauand Smaller ones carries the same meaning.
Among the Smaller Chau, Quang Nguyén in the
uplands and Dang in the delta were powerful,
as James A. Anderson and Sakurai Yumio have
pointed out [1] (pp. 75-76, 90-91), [44] (pp.
121-123,165-170).

28 Viét st lwge, Book I, p. 3a.

29 Viét str lwgc, Book I, p. 3b; Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book
II, pp. 6b-7a; Cao Hung Trung (1), Annan
zhiyuan (% F &), Book 111, p. 17b.

30 Viet str lwgre, Book 11, pp. 3b, 4a.

31 Viét st lwoc, Book 11, pp. 5b, 9a, 7a, 8b, 12a, 17b,
22b; Book 11, p. 12a, 12b, 6b; Toan thw, “Ban ky”,
Book IV, pp. 20b (54 F).

32 Viet s lwge, Book 11, p. 12b; Book 111, p. 7a. Giang
may be equivalent to (or slightly smaller) in size
with Pao 18, Phii, Chdu, Trai, Trdn, Qudn = and
possibly Trwong; Below Giang were the Hwong
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%F, Huyén, Qudn R, Gidp, and possibly Ap &.

33 Viét str lwoc, Book 11, p. 4a; Toan thuw, “Ban ky”, Book
II, p. 9a.

3% Sdch (M)t or fit) was definitely the division of the hill
tribes (such as the mountain barbarian people
in the Sach of Kho, Ma Luan, Méng/%%...), but the
Kho Sach (#4#}) was somewhere in Qudc Oai,
An Lac was about Vinh Yén, and Ma Luan Jif
(unknown) but the chief Bach Lang of this Sach
was granted a title of Marquis (AR am Al L 2% BH
FHIRFFI15)? Viét st lwoc, Book 111, pp. 30b,
22b, 32a [55] (pp- 454, 428, 459).

35 According to statistics from Pai Viét stt lwoc and to
contemporary inscriptions, it can be seen that
the Hwong which have survived to nowadays
were more distributed in the delta, only Tué
Phong Huwong (5% % 4) belonged to Chan Ding
Chau in the midlands; The Huyén was not just
in the delta, the Huyén names Ha Lién (i)
and D6 Lap (#Bfif) belonged to the northeastern
silver mines, or where certain mountain forests
had white elephants; The Thon cannot separate
the uplands from the lowlands. Twong N6 Thon
(% W F) was somewhere on the border between
the plains and the northeastern mountains
(Thwong River basin, Lang Chau area during the
Ly Dynasty) [55] (pp. 287, 288); Viét sw luorc,
Book II, pp. 12a, 13a; Book III, p. 27a [55] (pp.
326, 330, 444).

36 Viét sw lwoc, Book 111, p. 32b.

37 Ngudn (Nguyén J): as described in the inscriptions,
it seemed to be in the mountains far from the
center.

8 Cwong muc, “Chinh bién”, Book VII, pp. 17-18,
https://lib.nomfoundation.org/collection/1/
volume/256/page/17 &https://lib.nomfound
ation.org/collection/1/volume/256/page/18:
a barbarian Pong in B6 Chinh Phu L9, i.e., Quang
Binh area nowadays.

39 Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book V, pp. 12b, 35a, 42a.

*0 Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book VII, p.p 26b-27a.

*1 Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book V, pp. 22a, 22b-23a, 49a.

*2 Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book V, pp. 46b, 57a. Both Lang
Giang, Ma Luc belonged to Lang Son nowadays;
while Quy Hoéa covered present-day Yén Bai and
Phu Tho, areas far west from Lang Giang.

3 Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book VIII, pp. 34b.

* Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book V, pp. 21a-21b.

¥ Cwong muc, “Chinh bién”, Book VI, pp. 38-39,
https://lib.nomfoundation.org/collection/1/
volume/255/page/82;  https://lib.nomfound
ation.org/collection/1/volume/255/page/83.

* Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book V, p. 28a.

*7 Similarly, in the 14™ century, we encounter
characters from Thanh Héa and Nghé An who
were considered as academics (such as Trwong
Phong, examination in 1304), and Confucian
intellectuals (L& Quat, chronicle 1366), or Ho
Tong Théc, an Academy Scholar, “a young man
with a high pass, very talented” (chronic 1386)
[9] (pp. 88,153, 172).

* Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book V, pp. 29b-30a, 34a-34b.

¥ Toan thw, “Ban Kky”, Book VIII, p. 39a; Cwong muc,
“Chinh bién”, Book XIII, p. 29, https://lib.
nomfoundation.org/collection/1/volume/259/
page/29; BlEAfcanTiE 2 (1450) wrote
“Emperor went out to Pong D6 and stayed” (77
HH A ) [35] (p. 76).

50 Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book VIII, p. 48b; Book IX, pp.
1a, 2a, 19b, 25a.

°1 The first attempt at unifying culture and language,
which seems to have been rather xenophobic,
appeared at the end of the Tran Dynasty, in
1374, when the Dynasty stipulated that “the
army and the people were not allowed to wear
clothes or combs following the Northern people
and to imitate the voices of Champa and Laos
countries” [9] (p.- 158). This event leads us to
two feelings: First, the population under the
Tran Dynasty still tended to be pluralistic and
had not yet shaped its identity; Second, we can
not even imagine what a set inside was.

52 Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book IV, p. 29a (Jt &57).

53 Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book VI, pp. 7a-7b, 36a-36b.

5% Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book V, p. 40a; Book VI, pp. 16b,
48b-49a; Book VII, pp. 9a-9b, 32a.

> This hypothesis is also interesting, because to
this day, in Trinh Xa village, the vernacular
(N6m) name of which is Chiéng village, Yén
Ninh commune, Yén Dinh district, Thanh Hoa
province, the folk festival Tro Chiéng is still
preserved.

56 Viét st lwoc, Book I, p. 20b (3 4i); Toan thw, “Ban
ky”, Book I, p. 15b ((3%[3 &£ J5) of King Lé Hoan).

57 Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book VIII, p. 6a-6b.

%8 In the opposite direction, also in the first half of
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this 15" century, during the Lam Son uprising,
the soldiers of Thién Quan (Nho Quan, Lac Thé
in Ninh Binh, Thanh Héa today) were Muong
people, who lived in the mountains, so they
could not swim, did not cross the river, stayed
and died to defeat the Ming invaders [9] (p.
265), [31] (p. 78).

59 Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book VI, pp. 16b, 49a.

%0 From this event onwards, the Early Lé chronicle of
the 15™ century depicts the internal activities,
rituals, examinations, taxes, etc. of the Dynasty
and unlike the previous periods, the appearance
ofthe Man and Muong cannot be seen. According
to Early Lé epitaph, there were only minor
events, in 1482 and in the reign of Lé Hién Tong
[39] (pp. 326-327,504-505).

61 Epitaph documents, such as 5 jfBH B ThE 2 %
(1462), praising Lé Sao, also mentions the lands
of Mudng/Mang Chinh {12 1E and Man Bong## {%&
[39] (p- 103).

%2 These lands and locations are not mentioned with
the names of Muong, Chieng, and Dong in the
history of the L& Dynasty, but thanks to the
research of [31] (pp. 71-103), we know they
were Thai, Muong areas.

63 This is the hypothesis of Nguyén Manh Tién, but
with another chronicle (1467), there was
Governor (Tri chau/ %1/1) Dao Phuc Lé in Bic
Binh phu (Cao Bang at present) which was the
lands of Tay people. This issue needs further
research.

® Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book XI, pp. 2a-2b, 16b, 20b,
27b,44a, 51b; Book XII, pp. 31b, 354, ibid., Vol.
IV, pp. 329, 336, 338, 342, 350, 354, 394, 396

 Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book XIII, pp. 3b, 5b; Cwong
muc, “Chinh bién”, Book XXII, p. 35, https://lib.
nomfoundation.org/collection/1/volume/263/
page/76.

¢ Toan thw, “Ban ky”, Book XII, pp. 35b.

7 The concept in Victor Lieberman (2003) [22] (pp.
31-44, 352-365), Momoki Shiro (2012, 2013),
[25], [26] (pp.- 45-48). Particularly, for the
shaping process of the Ly polity, see Momoki
Shiro, “Gia dinh cta cac vua nha Ly va sy xuat
hién cia vwong triéu phu hé & Viét Nam” (The
family of the Ly kings and the emergence of
the patriarchal dynasty in Vietnam) & “Nhirng
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nguoi dan 6ng ngoai hoang gia & triéu dinh nha
Ly” (Non-royal men in the Ly court), in [32] (pp.
799-841).
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