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A SOGDIAN COLONY IN INNER MONGOLIA

BY

EDWIN G. PULLEYBLANK

The men of Sogdiana, says the New T"ang History, ““have gone
wherever profit is to be found”.?Y) Pre-eminently traders, but
also carriers of arts and crafts and of new religions, they travelled
and settled not only along the trade routes of Central Asia but also
deep in the interior of China and among the nomads of the steppes.
Much of this, for instance their important civilizing influence
among the Uigurs, is already known. What does not seem to be
known at all in the west, and only very imperfectly among Far
Eastern scholars ¥), is the part they played among the Northern
Turks who preceded the Uigurs. Later these partially Turkicized
Sogdians formed a colony on the northern Chinese frontier whose
unexpected and fascinating story I propose to tell.

When the Turks (T’u-chiieh) abruptly appeared at the middle
of the sixth century, destroyed the power of the Jou-jan, and

went on with the co-operation of the Persians to wipe out the
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1) ﬁ ﬁ’fi’ E % x £ , HTS 221B.1.a.

. &

2) In 1923 T. Haneda Z7] {f] pointed out some of the most Impartant evidence of £
Sogdian presence and infiluence among the Northern Turks (Shinagahs 3, 1923, pp. 319-333). g".
Kuwabara S5 [T in his article Zwi-T4 jidai ni Skina ni raijd skila s.iikijin i tswite E
(Shinaga®yu ronsd in honeur of T. Naitd ﬁ ﬁ » TOKYD, 1926, pp. 565-660) and Hsiang E

Ta fﬁ] ﬁ% in T’ang-tas Ch'ang-an yid Rsi-yi wen-ming, Peking, x933, bave contributed _
further items. Ch'en Vink'o [ §iF 4% bas independently discussed the matter ia
T ang-tai cheng-chsk shilk skn-lun kao, Chungking 1944 and Shanghasi xg47.
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318 EDWIN G. PULLEYBLANK

Hephthalite kingdom further south, they became overlords of
Sogdiana. Sogdian merchant interests soon persuaded the Turkish

qaghan of the importance of the silk trade and a Sogdian, Maniach,

- Was In charge of embassies in this connection from the Turkish

ruler to Persia and to Byzantium. Chavannes has already pointed
this out and in addition has provided evidence from Byzantine
sources of faint Christian influences exerted, presumably by
Sogdians, on Turkish soldiers serving in Sogdiana. !) But Sogdian
association with the Turks went far beyond such quite external
relations between the subject people and its conquerors. We find

evidence in fact that what must have been considerable numbers

‘of them lived at the court of the gaghan, not of the Western Turks

who controlled Sogdiana, but of the Northern Turks in present
Mongoha.

Some achieved positions of great influence. An early example
is found in the story of An Suichia %¢ 3 3¥m who lived at
the court of Tu-lan Y # Qaghan, one of the rival chiefs of the
Northern Turks at the end of the sixth century, and became the
paramour of his Chinese consort. This lady was a princess of the
Ch’en dyhasty. After Sui put an end to Ch’en, she and her lover
conspired with a Chinese émigré against the new regime. In 592
a Sul ambassador who was visiting the gaghan revealed to Tu-lan
his wife’s guilty conduct. An Sui-chia and the Chinese émigre were
handed over to the Chinese for execution. 3)

There can be no doubt that An Sui-chia was a Sogdian. He
is called a ‘hu-jen’ P A and from about this time the word ju

" ‘barbarian’ becomes specialized to mean the Iranian peoples of

. Central Asia, or even specifically the Sogdians, as opposed to

- X} E. Chavannm; Documents sur les Tou-kine (Turks) occidentasy, St. Petersburg, 1903,

PP- 234-23% and 245. |
2} TCTC 178, K'ai-huang 13/7/-; Swi-shs 5I (biography of Chang-sun Sheng). Sui-chia

was anciently pronounced zwi-ka.
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Turkish or, Mongol speaking peoples. We do find it used, it is

true, in a wider sense in vague literary expressions for barbarians
in general and occasionally, usually in combination, to refer

specifically to other peoples. Thus the Khitan are sometimes

called chieh-hu Y5 $8 (or jung-chieh =513 75, huchich $ 35

etc.). Used as in the present case, however, without any quali-

fication and in implied contrast to T'u-chiich, hu certainly means
Central Asiatic, 1) |

The surname An removes any last doubt of the significance of

hu. An, which in the T'ang dynasty was the Chinese name for

1) In earlier times ku was used particularly to refer to the Hsiung-nu. Occasional sur-
vivals of this usage can be found in the Sui dynasty and even later. Thus the T u-chieh
themselves, the successors of the Hsiung-nu, are on one or two occasions referred to as ks
Cf. TFYK 984.18.b and 990.16.a referring to the years 583 and $82; Swi-skw ch. 1 also reads
‘hw’ but TCTC 175, Chih-te x/8/ jem-ww and T ai-chieh 14/12/ 3s-yu reads ‘T’u-chich’. See
alﬁopage 326 note 3. The later usage is shown clearly in many examples in Chavannes, op.
cit., see index under kon. See a'so Pelliot, T"oung Pao, 1923, p. 109, n. 2.

Chiek-hu, jung-chich, etc., are simply compounds of two words meaning tarbarians—
cf. jung-ts, fan-i, etc., etc. Chich originally meant a Hsiung-nu tribe which formed one of
the ‘Five Barbarians’ ( g J) of the 4th century A.D. in north China. It was used in
various combinations as a literary expression for the Khitan at the time of their invasions
of Ho-pei in 696-697 (CTS 93.2.b, biography of T’ang Hsiu-ching; Chang Yen-bung cki 11,

L LEL S3T F T i

Tnpuakasn p. 283.3).
Lateritwasumdsimﬁm!ytnrﬂutotherehhunﬂuhnh&huhhmpmhﬂy

du.eintheﬁ:stphcemainiymmehctthatthemb&mhmthem-mthmﬁm .

of the Khitan, though the fact that An Lu-shan was a Aw in the restricted sense and had
many A& under him myahohwcbemafactu-inincreasingthemydthem-
bination chseh-kn. Inomtntmmingtmmnﬂrtheendofthembdﬁmdiﬁinn&om-
pounds seems to have become equivalent to the simple &% ‘Sogdian®, or at least ‘Central
Asiatic’ (Chi-men chi-luan ﬁ M £ Bl aquoted in Trw-chih Pung-chien A'wo-i 212,
Shang-yian 2/3/-). This does not mean that it meant ‘Sogdian’ earlier when referring to the
Khitan invasions, as Ch’en Yin-k'o supposes. His argument is based on a supposed con-
nection betwoen chsed-ks and che-chish m ;E. which also occurs once or twice re-
ferring to some of An Lu-shan’s soldiers. But che-chish is a transcription of the Iranian word
chdkar (see Appendix) and in spite of the fact that in two passages referring to the same
emtmmmumdwmmmmmmhﬂlmﬂhm
throne has substituted the more litenrycﬁlbhmcmotptﬂymhthemm
(Mang-ias cheng-chik sAih shu-lun kao, pp. u-nmdu} See also p. 328, note ¢ on Ch"i-hu.
T'oune Pao XLI | ex
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320 EDWIN G. PULLEYBLANK

Bukhard, was commonly adopted by natives of that region as a
surname when they came to China. The Sogdians were known col-
lectively as the ‘Hu of the Nine Surnames' (Chiu-hsing Hu jL t
M). The significance of the ‘Nine Surnames’ is not quite clear, p
but at least we find the following used by Sogdians in China:
K'ang Jjf (Samarkand), An #¢ (Bukhara), Shih g (Tashkend), -
Shih ﬁ (Kish), Mi % (Maimargh), Ts'20 ¥ (Kabiidhan) and |
Ho 4 (Kushadniya). 1) All of these.sﬁmémes except Mi can havea |

e P

1) HTS 221B.1.a says under K'ang {Samarkand):' “The rulers have the surname (hsingy =
Wen. They were originally Yiieh-chih men, Earlier they lved in the city of Chao-wu nortd -
of the Ch'i-lien {mountains]. They were overtbhrown by the T'u-chileh and moving south-
wards along the Ts'ung-ling, possessed this country. The branch lines [of the royal house] -
became separate kings, namely An, Ts'ao, Shih E , Mi, Ho, Huo-hsiin {Khwarizm),
Wu-ti (Anc. pron.: mgu-d'i) and Shih E . [Together with K'ang] they are commonly
called the ‘Nine Surnames’. They all have the surmame (shié) Chao-wu." F* #f {8 . -

KA KA TSRS E AR R 8 R %€ B AT e
Mk OARN EE2ETEHXHY
HEHXHAHEHKFHRME L. it &1L

ﬁ. E E ﬂa ﬂ " The parallel passage in Sui-shs 83.5.a reads: “Their kings
originally had the surname Wen. They were Yiiech-chih men. They formerly lived in the
city of Chao-wu north of the Ch'i-lien Mountains. Because they were overthrown by the
Hsiung-nu they went west across the Ts'ung-ling and possessed this country. The branch
lines [of the royal house] all became separate kings and so all the countries surrounding
K’ang have the surname Chao-wu to show that they do not forget their origin .... It is
known as a strong country. Most of the countries of the western regions submit to it. Mi,

Shih E , Ts’ao, Ho, An, Lesser An (Kharghin), Na-se-po (Nakhshab), Wu-na-ho (Anc.
pron.: uo-ni-yat), Mu (Anc. pron.: mjuk), are subject to it.”’ a I $ ﬁ ﬁ_

A Ath. HEMELARHAK B IR
Freg mpAEA EHEAHE XE&42E &

U BABE FXEX
mEEBEZIELZ KH

=

e o

3 ALXBALXBEAME KR HIBE
DR EEW > . Cf. Pei-shih 97.15.b. Wei-shu 102.12.b contains this

ﬂmﬂ text. Hirth assumed that this Wei-shw text dated from near the beginning of the
Wei dynasty in 437. This would in any case be unjustifiable, but in fact it is clear that the
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non-Sogdian origin but, particularly in the case of An and K’ang,
we can usually suspect Sogdian origin when we find these sur-

Wei-shy has been supplemented from the Pei-shik, which in its turn was based on the
Sui-shu (see Ssu-k'u ch’lian-shu tsung-mu 45.11.a). It is important to point out this old

‘error because it has been taken over by others, e.g. the Encyclopedia of Islar., article

Samarkand. (See Marquart, Die Chronologie der alttiirkischen Inschriften, p. $8.)
These passages have given rise to a good deal of conjecture. It has been assumed too

~ readily that the list of nine countries which were subject to K’ang in Sui were somehow

connected with the ‘Nine Surnames’ of the Hsin T ang-shs and attempts have been made
to ctiminate one of them so that with K'ang they would make the total nine. In fact there

: % 'is no mention in the Sui-shx text of ‘Nine Surnames’. Sui-shu does say that K'ang’s neigh-
- bouring states were ruled by kings of the same Chao-wu family. As the Hsis Tang-shs

appears to connect the ‘Nine Surnames’ so closely to the Chao-wu name, it might seem

- natural to suppose that the ‘Nine Surnames’ existed also in Sui times and to try to identify

them with nine states mentioned in the Swi-shs. But this immediately raises a host of
difficulties. Besides the nine countries submitted to K'ang, two more — Ferghana and

Ts'ao g (a country north of the Ts'ung-ling)—are mentioned in the Swi-skx as having
the Chao-wu surname. Shih E (Tashkend) is not included in the Swi-sks list, et it is

- one of the Ordos Sogdian surnames (see below), which must date from Sui times. The

arguments that have been advanced for picking a particular nine and eliminating the others
seem arbitrary (see Marquart, op. cil,, p. 60; Shiratori, Keleti szemle, 1902, pp. 122-123
and AMem. of the Res. Dept. of the Toyé Bunko, 1928, p. 102 f1.).

The whole argument is greatly weakened when we realize that the Hsin Teng-sks cannot
in fact be relied upon as evidence that there was any connection between Chao-wu and the
‘Nine Surnames’. It should already be obvious that the Hsin T ang-sks is largely based oo
the Sui-shw. If we bring into account the texts of the T"ung-fien and the Chis T ang-skwm, the

evolution of the text becomes even clearer. T ung-fiem 193.1.a has: x I E

.. BEAKHR ERES RHEW
HEAA2E RALEAEHRAEA ...t
Swi-shu). . ... Hajl-ﬂ Eﬁﬂﬂilﬂﬂﬂiﬁ O
xﬁmmnCTSIQB'IS"‘M:xIﬁﬁE'---%m
e WANEA EANN. HEESURR
ﬁ it . xm*mn We see that the editor of this passage in the T ung-tien

merely copied the words of the Swi-skw but rearranged them on the assumption that
the nine states subject to K'ang were identical with the states of the Chao-wu surname.

The Chiu T'ang-shu was based independently on the Swi-skw which it abridged, notably
omitting the list of subject states. The Hsin T ang-shs adopted many of the changes of

wording introduced by the Chiw T'ang-shw but retained the characters :jp;;k EE ., thas
showing that its editor referred back either to the T ung-fiem or to the Swi-shu. He also
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names occurring in texts of the T'ang period. The occurrence of

e o —

inserted the passage: E -&‘- ¢ Ve % jL ﬂ: , thus substituting a new list for the one
contained in the Tuny-tien. |

There is nothing to tell us the source of this addition. There is certainly nothing to assure
us that the editor of the Hsin T ang-shw had any good grounds for inserting it where he
drd and identifying his nine sumames with the countries of the Chao-wu kings. In view

of the patchwork methods of the Chinese historians in general and the composite nature

of the Hsinm T ang-sky in particular, it is at Ieast as hikely that he arbitrarily inscried a quit& '

unrelated list. Other cases are knownp tn which misconceptions have been introduced into
the Hsin T ang-shu by just such arbitrary interpceetations of the editors.

I know of no occurrence of the term ‘Nine Surnames' in any forn, referring to Sogdians,
before the eighth century. The earhest case 1 know reiers to the Ordos Sogdians who are

called the ‘Nine Hu' in one text relating to the events of 721 {see p. 337, note4). The date of the

list in the H T Stext is of course unknown, but I should think it unlikely that it was before
the eighth century. It is also noteworthy that apurt from the HTS text all occuwrrences |

of the cxpression that have been noted refer to Sogdians on the Chinese frontier, not in their

native land. Besides the cases mentioned in the present article referring to the Ordos colony, -

the expression is used of Sogdians living under the protection of the Uigurs at Ch'ang-an
(see Appendix) and of a certain An Men-wu -ﬁ ﬁ % (Anc. pron.: muan-mjudt; or
‘gate goods'?) who was a leader in a revolt at Liang ‘;ﬁ Chou in Kansu in 757 (in support

of An Lu-shan’s rebellion ?) (TCTC 219, Chih-te 2/1/ ping-yin). This may be explained by
the comparative rarity of any need to refer to the Sogdians of Sogdiana. On the other hand

it suggests that the expression may not have been indigenous to Sogdiana at all, but may

have been applied by the Chinesce to Sogdians in China because of the Chinese surnames
they adopted. Seven of the nine surnames mentioned by the Hsin T'ang-shu actually occur

in Chinese sources applied to Sogdians (see Kuwabara and Hsiang Ta), and An and K'ang '

are even found in Sogdian script (W. B. Henning, BSOAS XI1I (1948), p. 603). It is true
that the two double surnames Huo-hsiin and Wu-ti are not found, which may weaken this

hypothesis a little.

The expressions Chiu-/u JU, Jif and Chiu-ksing-fu Jt ¥k fF sometimes found
referring to the Ordos Sogdians (or to a part of them) are mysterious. Fu suggests an ad-
ministrative arrangement. Is it possible that the Chinese organization of the Ordos colony
in the eighth century had something to do with the origin or at least with the propagation
of the expression ‘Nine Sumnam~s’? After all the expression is first found in connection with
them. I sho.id not however wish to venture any definite answer to this question. (See p. 341,
note 2 and p. 345, note 2).

Since there is no need to connect the “Nine Surnames’ with Chao-wu, I need not enter
into the vexed question of the interpretation of that term (sec Marquart, op. cil., pp. 65-71;
Chavannes, op. c¢if., p- 312; Shiratori, Mem. of the Res. Dept. of the Toyo Bunko 2 (1928),
p. 102 f1.). If Radloff and Marquart are right {(pace Thomsen) in connecting Chao-wu (Anc.
pron.: téjdu-miju) with fub of the alti Cub Sovdag {:-!' the Orkhon iascriptions, it is even more
difficult to think of the ‘Nine Surnames’, which are contemporary and thcr than the ‘Six
Cub’, as referring to the Chao-wu states.
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,_ ~concerning the situation among the Turks, alleged as one reason
w - for expecting their imminent defeat that Hsieh-li’s own people
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any of them together with the ethnic description Au may be taken
as a certain indication of Sogdian origin.

The main evidence for the importance of Sogdians among the
Northern Turks comes from the time of Hsieh-li, the last gaghan
of the first empire, who was captured by the Chinese in 630. Before

~the Chinese gave him the coup de grice, his pmﬁer had been collaps-
- .ing from within. In 629 the Chinese governor of Tai 4& Chou
(modern Tai Hsien in northern Shansi), in 2 memorial to the throne

| were resentful of the high favour shown to the hu at their expense. 1)
~ Only a summary of this memorial appears to exist, but it evidently
b formed the basis for the following statement of the T’ung-tien and

~ the Old T’ang History: “Hsieh-li entrusted everything to the
various Au# and put his own people at a distance. The ku are
- grasping and presumptuous and by nature uncertain and change-
 able. So the laws were multiplied and the army was put into
motion year after year. The people of the nation (i.e. the Turks)
resented it and the tribes deserted.” %)

These hu were not merely a few isolated individuals: they
formed a separate ‘tribe’ (pu [f). We are told that Hsieh-li’s
- nephew, T'u-li Qaghan, the second most important person among
the Northern Turks at that time, had, before receiving the dignity
of gaghan and being made governor of the Khitan and Mo-ho
#K R, been governor successively ot the Sir Tardus (Hsieh-
yen-t'o), the Hisi zﬂ;‘ the He §], and the Hu-hsieh i} B

—

x) CTS 68.2.b, biography of
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324 EDWIN G. PULLEYBLANK

(@ Tolas tribe). ') Ample confirmation will appear presently for the
assumption that this ‘“Hu pu’ consisted of Sogdians.

The ‘&’ K'ang Su-mi m ﬁ m‘ who, when Hsieh-li's end was
near in 630, surrendered to the Chinese brihging with him members
of the Sui royal house who had taken refuge with the Turks, must
have been one of the favoured Au.3) That same year when the
defecated Turks were settled :ﬂung the Chinese {rontier in ‘pro-
tected’ (chi-m: §i ﬁ ) prefectures runder'Chinese administration,
“K'ang Su” (evidently a mistake for K’ang Su-mi) was made

Governor of Pei-an J{; %‘ Tu-tu-fu 3), one of the eight divisions

that were set up. %) Since it was the normal practice to make e

1) HTS 215A.9.b. . :

2) CTS 194A.4.b; T'ung-tien 197.5.a; TCTC 103, C-hm-kuan 4/1/-. The T ung-chien also
tells how a ‘surrendered hw’ tried to accuse certain Chinese of having plotted with the
former Sui empress. Professor Henning suggests that Su-mi (Anc.: suo-mjét) may possibly
represent *Swmif, borrowed from the Middie Indian Sumitta = Skr. Sumifra, a common
name. Another individual case of a Sogdian chieftain who submitted with the Turks in 630
is that of An T'u-han ¢ JBj! $JF (Anc. pron: tuat (or K'uat)- yin), who came over with
5,000 tribesmen and was made prefect (fs’e-shik) of Wel ﬁ Chou. (This Wei Chou was
presumably a “small prefecture” (hsiao-ckou) under one of the fu-fu-fu set up in the Ordos
(Pei-an Chou ?]. It cannot have been the Wei Chou established near present Li-fan ﬂ ﬁ
. Szechwan in 624 from surrendered White Dog Chriang [} ¢ 5 ) This family is
explicitly stated to have come from An-hsi. T'u-han’s father Wu-huan ,% ﬁ. (Anc.
pron.: “uo- yuan) held the office of hsiek-li-'u-fa under the Turks. One of his grandsons, An
Ssu-kung ﬂ ﬁ , was Prefect of Lu Chou, one of the Six Hu Prefectures (see below).
This shows that in at least one instance a Chinese official was not in charge of one of these
prefectures. See Ch'iian T’ang-wen 435.53, T'ang Wei Chou Ts'c-shih An Hou Shen-tao p3
by Li Chih-yiian $ i ﬁ . cf. Hsiang Ta, op. cit., p. 17.

3} TCTC 193, Chen-kuan 46! jen-yin. |

4) CTS 194A.7.a says, “'In the territory of Shuo-fang m ji , from Yu m Chou
(present Peking) to Ling ﬁ Chou (south-west of present Ling-wu ft Hsien in Ning-
hsia), were established the four prefectures (fu-fu-fu) of Shun m Chou, Yu ﬁ Chou,
Hua fb Chou and Ch'ang E Chou. In addition Hsich-li's territory (the Ordos) was
divided into six prefectures. On the left was established Ting-hsiang E ﬂ Protectorate
(fu-hu-fu) and on the right Yun-chung % [.F Protectorate to govern his tribes’.
This would seem to mean that ten prefectures altogether were established. With minor
variations the same passage appears in T'ung-fien 197.6.0; TCTC 193, Chen-Kuan 4/4/







