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Introduction

The settlements of the Jianzhou Jurchens had centered around Xinbin
County #7 % # and Huanren County #24=#% of Liaoning Province i#% 4 as
well as Ji’an City &% of Jilin Province % #k4 . Their geographical loca-
tions and strength of power resulted in more frequent contacts, either
friendly or hostile, with Joseon Korea and Ming China than any other Ju-
rchen forces. Both Joseon and the Ming took much interest in collecting in-
formation and intelligence about them, leaving substantial accounts on
them in the Joseon wangjo sillok #7#% X 31 % 4k (Veritable records of the
Joseon dynasty), the Ming shilu % %% (Veritable records of the Ming dy-
nasty), the Muan dongyi ji #% £ %3t (Accounts on the pacification of

* This article is translated from the Korean manuscript originally published in the The Review of
Korean History *}3-1 -3, issue 129 (March, 2018): 291-330.

** Chinese and Korean place names are Romanized following Pinyin and Korean government
system respectively. Exceptionally, however, the names of Koguryo’s historical remains in
China’s territory are pronounced into Korean and Romanized accordingly, yet are indicated by
prefixing the possessive, ‘Koguryo’s’: for example, Koguryo’s Onyeo Mountain Fortress %%
bk, The Jurchen or Chinese place names written in literary Chinese by Sin Chung’il are also
rendered into Korean and Romanized accordingly, yet are indicated by single quotation marks: for
example, the tributary stream of Gayaji A2,
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eastern barbarians), and the /mun % X (Diplomatic correspondence be-
tween the Ming and Goryeo or Joseon). Drawing on these sources, a great
number of researches have been published regarding the Jianzhou Jurch-
ens’ political institutions, social structure, and customs. Yet, their settle-
ment areas and transport/communication routes with Joseon and the Ming
have received little scholarly attention.

It is well known that Nurhaci 4 f§#e-3 (1559-1626) was based in Fe
Ala #T4% in present-day Xinbin County of Liaoning Province when he
began subjugating neighboring Jurchen tribes. The headmen of the Jianzhou
confederacies prior to Nurhaci had been settled not only in the Fe Ala re-
gion but also in the area of Koguryo’s Onyeosanseong Mountain Fortress
& 4L 3 in present-day Huanren County, as well as in the border area of
Hoeryeong &% as far as Hamgyeong Province of Joseon. In other words,
the headquarters of the Jianzhou Jurchens could not but vary according to
their own necessities or external pressure from Joseon and the Ming.

Given the frequent shifts of the power base of the Jianzhou Jurchens,
geographical information regarding their settlements collected by Joseon
and the Ming differed substantially depending on the period. As a result,
the later records, largely based on earlier information without updating
them in a firsthand manner, had given confusion to the policy makers of
Joseon and the Ming. Even, present researchers also have encountered dif-
ficulty in accurately finding the settlements of the Jianzhou Jurchens due to
the complex nature of such historical records. Nevertheless, at least one
source provides primary information about the transport/communication
routes between Joseon and the Jianzhou Jurchens. That is the Geonju
gijeong dogi (hereafter, the Dogi) 1M & 42 @ 22 (Illustrated Account of a
Trip to the Jianzhou), written by Sin Chung’il ¥ & — (1554-1622), who
visited Fe Ala in person from the twelfth month of 1595 to the first month
of 1596 during the Imjin War (1592-98). Since the timing of Sin’s visit co-
incided with the rise of Nurhaci’s power, this eyewitness account of the Ju-
rchen strongman and his power base has absorbed much scholarly interest.

Shortly after the Dogi came to light in 1936, the first study of the text
was published by Inaba Iwakichi in 1937 and was followed by Yi
Inyeong’s study in 1939. These studies are of a preliminary nature, briefly
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outlining the context and the contents of the Dogi as well as its author’s of-
ficial career and family background, and roughly tracing his route from the
Manpo #%:# garrison on the Yalu River to Fe Ala. In addition, they sought
to find out formative elements of the Eight Banners (Bagi /\7£) by exam-
ining the layout and positions of buildings/households as well as the per-
sonnel of the Fe Ala Fortress."

Inaba Iwakichi, when he arrived in Xinjing #7 7% (present-day Chang-
chun & %) as a professor at Kenkoku University # B X4 in 1937, con-
ducted careful field research of the Xingjing #1 7% area.” Remarkably, he
conducted an archaeological excavation and a survey of some building re-
mains. Further, he attempted to simulate Sin Chung’il’s travel routes on a
modern map. Though some sections of the routes in his simulation call for
question, the mapping of them was a pioneering effort. It has been through
the efforts of Japanese scholars that the Dogi has been regarded as an indis-
pensable source for understanding the rise of Nurhaci. Drawing on the infor-
mation regarding the size of the Jurchen villages provided by the Dogi,
Hatada Takashi estimated the entire size of the households and the popula-
tion in the context of the formative years of the Eight Banners system.® Abe
Takeo illustrated economic aspects of the Eight Banners in the formative
years by analyzing farmland tenure patterns and corvée burdens.* Ejima
Hisao employed a socioeconomic perspective by utilizing the Dogi.® In par-

1 Inaba Iwakichi, “Shin Chiichi shokei kyt bi zuki” ¥ ¥%—#F% &2 B [Sin Chung’il’s report
and illustrated account], Seikyii gakuso 29 (1937); Yi Inyeong, “Sin Chung’il eui Geonju gijeong
dogi e dachaya” P %—2] s 442@E ) 45}k [Study on Sin Chung’il’s Geonju gijeong dogi
(Illustrated account of a trip to Jianzhou)], Jindan hakbo 10 (1939); Yi Inyeong, Hanguk Manju
Gwangyesa eui yeon'gu B % {4 £2) #1% [Study on relations between Korea and Manchu]
(Seoul: Eulyu Munhwasa, 1954).

2 Inaba Iwakichi, Kokyo Nidokashi Kyiirojo $25% =it 717 % %% [Fe Ala Fortress at Erdaohezi in
Xingjing] (Xingjing: Kenkoku Daigaku Shuppanbu, 1939).

2 Hatada Takashi, “Manshi hakki no seiritsu katei ni kansuru ichi kosatsu” ;% AGfE D & 518
A2I2M ¥ % —% & [A Study on the Formative Process of the Manchu Eight Banners], 76a Ronso 2
(1940).

Abe Takeo, “Hakki niru no kenkyt” N\zft=/L ?#H % [Study on the Eight Banners], in Shotaishi
no kenkyii %X % O #H R [Study on the Qing Era] (Sobunsha, 1971).

2 Ejima Hisao, “Minmatsu Manshi ni okeru gaishan no sho keitai” ¥ F & #Ic I 5 H >+
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ticular, he classified the gasan (Jurchen settlements) into four categories and
illustrated their similarities and differences according to the Dogi. Mitamura
Taisuke attempted to delineate the jurisdiction under the control of Nurhaci,
based on the Dogi.® His study is worthy of note because it used the Manchu
language to identify place names and pinpointed their modern locations.”
Meanwhile, long after Yi Inyeong’s study, Korean scholars began to
use the Dogi from the late 1990s. Yu Jiwon, exploring the capital cities of
the Later Jin period, used the Dogi to examine the multifold aspects of the
Fe Ala Fortress, such as its landscape, structure, housing complexes of
Nurhaci and Surgaci (his younger brother) 47 #»4-7, hierarchies, and ma-
jor features.® Kim Seonmin’s nuanced analysis of the triangular relations
among Joseon, the Later Jin, and the Ming benefited from using the Dogi.’
Chinese scholars also have shown interest in the Dogi since the 2000s. Liu
Guangming examined Sin Chung’il’s perception of the Jurchen people.®

> D# W #& [Forms of Jurchen Settlements in Manchuria in the Late Ming], Shien 32 (1944);
Ejima Hisao, “Ejiehe to tokuso—Shinchd bokkoki no sakai keizaishi teki gaiguan” /% (L x
NV ELFE (M7 V) —F AR DA G LR £ #9488 [Imperial Patents and Settlement Farms:
Survey of Socioeconomic History of the Rising Era of the Qing Dynasty], Sei Nihon Shigaku 2
(1952).

Mitamura Taisuke, “Chdsen soku shiryd yori mita Shinsho no kyoiki” $& 48] 4 & )
Rtz An D583 [Territory of the early Qing Seen through Joseon’s Historical Materials] Chosen
gakuho 21/22 (1961); “Shinsho no kydiki shoku: Shin Chiichi no Kenshi kitei zuki o chushin
toshite” 741 D32 a— b o— DM EARB L % Fu & LT [Territory of the Early Qing (sequel):
Focusing on Shin Chiiichi’s Geonju gijeong dogi (Illustrated account of a trip to Jianzhou)]
Chosen gakuho 36 (1965).

Yet, almost exclusive reliance on Manchu language for identifying place names led occasionally
to arbitrary assumptions.

o

[BX}

10

Yu Jiwon, “Nureuhachi hunggi sigi doseong e natanan Man/Han munhwa eui sangho jakyong”
SFEebx] gkl AR JeEbd % - st 4 EE)A [Interactions of Manchu and Han
Chinese Culture Manifested in the Jurchen Capital Cities during the Period of Nurhaci’s Rise to
Power], Myeong Cheong sa yeon'gu 22 (2004).

1o

Kim Seonmin, “Myeongmal Yodong pyeongyeong jiyeok eul dulleossan Myeong/Hu Keum/
Joseon eui samgak gwan’gye” ¥% 85 W3 A d 5 534 F-32-249 A2 [Triangular
Relations between Ming, Later Jin, and Joseon Surrounding the Late Ming Liaodong Borderland],
Jungguksa Yeon’gu 55 (2008).

= Liu Guangming, “Jianzhou jicheng tuji zhongdi Zuzhenren xingxiang” #M&A2E L T4 LHAA
# % [Conditions of Jurchen People in the Geonju gijeong dogi (Illustrated account of a trip to the
Jianzhou)], Dongjiang xuekan 2004-04 (2004).
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Diao Shuren gave significance to Sin Chung’il’s mission in reopening the
diplomatic relations, cut off for some time, between Joseon and the Jian-
zhou Jurchens."

Last, Pamela Kyle Crossley has taken a new approach to Qing histo-
ry by regarding Sin Chung’il as an astute outside observer whose account
in the Dogi witnessed formative elements of the Eight Banner system.
Crossley depicted vividly power relations between Nurhaci and Surgaci by
examining their housing structure and arrangement as well as Sin’s attitude
towards them, as described in the Dogi."?

The previous studies have shown three fields of academic interest.
First, they have focused on the Dogi’s value as a primary source. Second,
they have paid attention to structural dimensions of the Fe Ala Fortress,
such as its layout and arrangement of buildings and installations, especially
comparing the housing complexes of Nurhaci and Surgaci. Third, they
have tried to determine the formative elements of the Eight Banners by ex-
ploring the social structure and the customs of the Jianzhou Jurchens, de-
scribed in the Dogi.

These studies have mainly made use of the Dogi whose diagram cap-
tures the housing complexes of Nurhaci and Surgaci. Yet, few scholars
have been interested in the travel routes of Sin Chung’il’s mission except
for Inaba Iwakichi and Mitamura Taisuke whose mapping works contradict
each other. Further, Korean scholars to date have not shown serious interest
in the routes, leaving accurate or close mapping of the travel/communica-
tion routes between Joseon and the Jianzhou unavailable.

The travel route Sin Chung’il’s party took to reach Fe Ala can be di-
vided into two portions in modern simulation. He made the journey first
from Manpo #%:# along the Xinkai Stream #7 B up to its junction with
the Hun River /&:z; thence, he traced upstream the Fu’er River & /< and

1! Diao Shuren, “Zhaoxian shichen suojian di fengjian shehui—jianlun Houjin jianguo gian yu
Zhaoxian di quanxi” 14 B pr R8G9 MNAE-Jkh 2B Byee9M A [Feudal Society
Seen by Joseon’s Emissary, and the Pre-Later Jin’s Relations with Joseon], Manzu yanjiu 2011-02
(2011).

12 Pamela Kyle Crossley, The Manchus (Oxford: Blackwell Publishers, 2002).

97



Jungmin PARK

followed downstream the Suzihe Stream # -7 to reach eventually Fe
Ala. This study takes a place named ‘Naha’ T in the Dogi (present day
area of Beidianzixiang it & ¥ %), where Sin’s party spent the night of the
twenty fifth day of the twelfth month of 1595, as the midway point that di-
vides the whole course of the trip into two portions, and attempts to simu-
late the major place names that appeared in the Dogi'® to their present-day
locations. For this purpose, Google Earth is chiefly utilized because it
clearly delineates mountain ridges and systems of rivers and streams. The
distance travelled each day is marked in red line on the respective Google
Earth map. In addition, Chinese cultural relics gazetteers (wenwuzhi 3 4
&) are also used to associate the major travel points with historical re-
mains. Besides, since recent construction of reservoirs and highways have
resulted in topographic changes, a Manchuria map of 1:100,000 scale
(hereafter as the Manchuria Map) published in 1935 by the Japanese au-
thorities is referred to in order to see what given regions looked like around
that time. And the baidu maps (www.map.baidu.com) are consulted to con-
firm the current place names in Chinese. By so doing, this study aims to
have a deeper understanding of the travel/communication routes between
Joseon and the Jianzhou Jurchens, as represented by Sin Chung’il’s rare
and firsthand travel account, i.e., the Dogi. This rather unique approach to
Joseon’s foreign relations will help rediscover the country’s northern bor-
derlands.

Route from Manpo % # to the Hun River /T

By marking mountain ridges, rivers, and roads with different colors,'* writ-
ing down place names along the travel routes, and adding descriptive notes
worth mentioning, as shown in Sin Chung’il’s Map 1, the Dogi pays tribute

3 This study mainly utilizes the Geonju tamjeonggi chuk #M#Et3e#h [Account on exploring
the Jianzhou in scroll] preserved in the Guksa Pyeonchan Wiwonhoe 3 +}3%-$1913) [National
History Compilation Committee], though it seems to be the most latest version of the Dogi. The
URL (http:/library.history.go.kr/dhrs/dhrsXIF Viewer.jsp?system=dlidb&id=SJ0000015573) was
accessed on July 26, 2020.

14 Sin Chung’il marked mountain by dark color, waterway by blue, and road by red.
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to one important purpose of the trip, namely spying on a potential enemy’s
territories. The place names and the topographical drawings from the Dogi,
supplemented by the accounts on historical remains, can be used as clues
in recovering the travel routes of Sin Chung’il’s mission. The main focus
here is on the travel route from Manpo ;%% on the Yalu River through the
Xinkai Stream (Xinkai #7Bf7#T) and the Hun River (Hunjiang i£i1) to the
mouth of its tributary, or the Fu’er River (Fu’erjiang & fijiT).

Sin’s Map 1 indicates Sin’s party’s travel route of the first day (the
twenty-second day of the twelfth month, 1595). When compared with
modern maps, the Dogi fairly well represents the mountain ridges and the
River courses. On the map, Hwangseong 2 3% marked with a walled for-
tress sign indicates Koguryo’s Gungnaeseong B N 3%—the earlier walled
capital of Koguryo—which is located at present-day Ji’an City (Ji’anshi %&
4277). As has been well known, the shape of Gungnaeseong is rectangular,

P
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Sin Chung’il's Map 1. Travel Route of the First Day (the Twenty-second Day of
the Twelfth Month) from the Manpo Garrison (Manpojin
7B L) on the Geonju tamjeonggi chuk # MK 3T o4
(Account on exploring the Jianzhou in scroll)
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and its basic layout runs parallel to the course of the Yalu River (K. Apnok-
gang 7#ki1),'s as correctly depicted in Sin Chung’il’s Map 1.

On the Dogi are marked the mountain passes of Chayuryeong # #r4g
and Ipa #i3% that led to other destinations as well as the tributary streams
of Gayajicheon Av4,2)1] and Guranghapcheon #L2¢#5)1]. On the twenty-
second day of the twelfth month of 1595 (the first day of the journey),
Sin’s party commenced the journey by crossing the Yalu River at Manpo
i, proceeded down along the riverside, and passed Hwangseong 2 k.
Then, they crossed the Gayaji Stream Ae4.2 )1, at the place named Gu-
ranghapdong L ER#4-F, turned the direction towards the Guranhap Stream
#LER#e), and went up the stream to the place named Japidong # AR
where they spent the night.

According to the current maps, Manpo City ;#%:# 7 has expanded
into two districts, and is now devoid of the garrison fortress referred to as
Manpojin ;#%:# 4% in Sin Chung’il’s Map 1, from which Sin Chung’il
crossed the Yalu River. In order to point to Manpojin in the present city,
one may well refer to an earlier map including the location of Manpojin.
Fortunately, the Manchuria map of 1:100,000 scale published in 1933
clearly reveals the location of Manpojin, which was still identifiable at that
time, as shown in Manchuria Map 1. The Manpojin corresponds to the
present Manpo railway station ;# i# 5%.

On Sin Chung’il’s Map 1, the Emperor’s tomb (Hwangje myo 2
#) and Bi # (stele) refer to the Tomb of the Koguryo General (Janggun
chong ##3£) and the Stele of Koguryo King Gwanggaeto (Gwanggaeto
daewang bi & B £ X T #%) respectively.'® The mountain pass, referred to as
Geosihanggogae E 2238+ on Sin Chung’il’s Map 1, was connected to

15 Yeo Hogyu, Koguryo seong I—Apnokgang jungsangnyu pyeon & & Bk —whik:ic & Lk
[Walled Fortresses of Koguryo I: Middle and Upper Reaches of the Yalu River] (Seoul: Gukbang
gunsa yeonguso, 1998), 54.

18 Jo Beopjong, “Koguryo Gungnaeseong eui gonggan gwa Gwanggaeto wangneung—Jido wa
neungbimun eul jungsim euro” 238 FW Y T3} PRELGE—A 9 v 55 FU2E
[Inner Space of the Gungnae Fortress of Koguryo: Focusing on the Maps and the Inscriptions of
the Stele], in Gwanggaeto daewang bi eui jaejomyeong 3R 24 A = [Reexamination of
the Stele of King Gwanggaeto] (Seoul: Dongbuga yeoksa jaedan, 2013).
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Manchuria Map 1. Manpo jin i## 4% on the Manchuria Map of 1:100,000 Scale

these remains, and today is passed by the G303 highway that links Ji’an %&
4 to Tonghua &4, Following this highway and turning toward the north-
east midway leads to the Lin River (Linjiang B&:1). According to the Dogi,
the Jurchens of the Ipa #i3% region took this route to surrender to Joseon,
suggesting that the route had been conventionally used by the Jurchen resi-
dents of the Tonghua and the Lin River regions."’

Sin Chung’il did not use this route but crossed the Gayaji Stream #w»
4.2 )1l and went up the Guranhap Stream #LEf%4)Il from the place named
Guranghapdong #.8r=5-F. There, they crossed the mountain passes of Gu-
ranghapryeong #Lrf#a-48 and Mancharyeong ¥ #4%, and went down the
Mancha Stream ¥ #)1]. To trace the Sin’s route, the Gayaji Stream A2
Il corresponds to present-day Tongguo Stream (Tongguohe i#4%7T) which
flows right to the west of the Koguryo Gungnaeseong Fortress B /3 in
Ji’an City. As shown in Google Earth 1, the mountain ridges to the west of
the Tongguo Stream can be also found to the west of the Gayaji Stream /e

17 The route had been as old as the ancient Koguryo era, connecting Ji’an and Tonghua even after a
thousand years later.
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.2 )1 in Sin Chung’il’s Map 1. As is well known, moving up the Tongguo
Stream five kilometers leads to the Koguryo Hwando Mountain Fortress A
ALK,

Instead of going upward to the direction of the Hwando Mountain
Fortress, Sin Chung’il went southwestward down the Yalu River to the
place named Guranghapdong #.2f#4-F (present-day Maxianxiang #k%45),
at which point he turned to the north. Given that the place of Guranghap-
dong #LBg#a-F was located east of the junction of the Yalu River and the
Guranhap Stream fLEf#)11, and west of the mountain sides that lay west of
the Gayaji Stream #v4d1.2 1|, it is highly likely that the place of Guranghap
PLER#AF] corresponds to present-day Maxianxiang Fr&%48.

The Dogi states that Sin’s party passed the place named Guranghap-
dong fLAR#AF, and spent the night at the place called Japidong # #.F on
the first day (the twenty-second day of the twelfth month). Then, where is
the present-day location of Japidong # g iE? On Sin Chung’il’s Map 1,
that place seems to lie in front of the junction of the Guranhap Stream 8t
")\l springing from the mountain pass of Mancha ¥ #£44 to the Yalu River

0 Maxar Technologies
Ipiage 0 CNES [ Airbus
US Dept of State Geographer_

Google Earth 1. Travel Route of the First Day (the Twenty-second Day of the
Twenth Month) and Its Main Points (Edited by the Author)

102



Recovery of the Travel Route between Joseon Korea and the Jianzhou Jurchens during the Imjin War

and the stream from the Hwando Mountain Fortress A#f.L3%. On the basis
of this topographical information and with the aid of Google Earth, Japi-
dong = #F seems to correspond to what is now the Banzaigou ¥ #.i#%
area. The area must be a strategic point for the Jianzhou Jurchens, living in
the present-day Huanren 484= area, to pass through in their raid against the
Joseon garrison Manpojin Fortress ;#%:# 4, using river crafts (japison # &
#&5) made at the region. Sin Chung’il mentioned that Japidong # AR
where he spent the night of the twenty-second day was located fifty ri £ —
approximately twenty kilometers'®—away from Manpojin ;#:# 4. The dis-
tance of Sin’s calculation is almost equal to that (twenty one kilometers) of
Google Earth from Banzaigou to Manpo. In sum, the travel route of the
first day (the twenty-second day of the twelfth month) is marked on
Google Earth 1.7

On the twenty third day of the twelfth month (the second day of the
journey), Sin’s party traveled up present day Maxian Stream (Maxianchuan
JR#)1) northward to present-day Dabancha (Dabanchacun X # 2 4t), then
crossed present-day Xiaoban Pass (Xiaobanling /s #248) referred to as the
pass of Mancharyeong % i#£4g by Sin, and went down along the Mancha
Stream ¥ 3%)l], as shown in the left side of Sin Chung’il’s Map 1. The
stream in point named Manchacheon ¥ )| cannot be other than present-
day Xinkai Stream (Xinkai #7 8 T), as Yi Inyeong also mentioned, because
no other route can reach the Huanren 424= region. This definition can be
corroborated by the topological shapes depicted in the Dogi and relevant
maps.

However, with respect to the present location of the Mancha Pass %
#48 whence Sin’s party traced down the Xinkai Stream or the Mancha
Stream, Inaba Iwakichi, Yi Inyeong, and Mitamura Taisuke all presume it
as present-day Daban Pass (Dabanling k#:44) instead of the Xiaoban Pass
(Xiaobanling «J»#24%).2° If Sin’s party crossed present-day Daban Pass,

18 The metric distance of Korean ten 7 12 varies, but here that of four kilometers is adopted.

19 The travel route marked Google Earth 1 does not represent the exact course of Sin’s travel but its
approximation.

20 Yi Inyeong, Hanguk Manju gwan’gesa eui yeon'gu (1954), 263; Inaba Iwakichi, “Shin Chiichi
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they most probably should descend to the present-day Erwangouzi —# %
F area to join the course of the Xinkai Stream there. Yet, this route does
not correspond to the route Sin’s party followed after crossing the Mancha
Pass ¥ #2434, as depicted in the right encircled part of Sin Chung’il’s Map 2
wherein three streams join. After the Mancha Pass, Sin’s party traced down
the Xinkai Stream or the Mancha Stream, and went through the river basin
that was first joined by the Dangsihap Stream /#9511, and then afterward
by the Maleulgeo Stream X Z E ), according to Sin Chung’il’s Map 2. In
addition, as pointed out by Gi Gyeongryang, the Dabanling route means a
detour of around twenty kilometers.?'

Moreover, it should be noted that a descriptive note of the Dogi states
that “[I]n the vicinity of the Mancha Pass ¥ #£4g lies a shrine (chongsa #*
#3) to which Jurchen passersby never fail to pay respect.” Inaba Iwakichi
assumed the shrine to be the monument inscribed with the merit of Guang-
iu Jian # 4?2 This monument, dedicated to the Wei general Guangiu
Jian who had invaded Koguryo in 244 C. E., has been said to be discov-
ered at the Xiaoban Pass (Xiaobanling /J\#.4#), as indicated in Google
Earth 2. Based on the connectedness of the monument and the Xiaoban
Pass, it can be argued that Sin’s party also went through the Xiaoban Pass
which had been frequented ever since Koguryo in order to go to the Xinkai
Stream.

The Mancha Stream ¥ #)1] flows northwestward and is joined by a
stream, named the Bueulga Stream % Z %)) in the Dogi, that runs in the
vicinity of present-day Zhongxingcun ¥ #4¢. This area is currently sub-
merged under the reservoir of Shanjiazi =%+ but marked by the first ap-

shokei kyt bi zuki” (1937), 5; Mitamura Taisuke, “Shinsho no kyoiki shoku: Shin Chiichi no
Kenshi kitei zuki o chaishin toshite” (1965), 98; Inaba identified the Mancha Stream ¥ i) as
present-day Weisha Stream #7577 in his article of 1937, but changed it to present-day Xinkai
Stream #7FA 7T without an explanation in his book of 1939. See Inaba Iwakichi, Kokyo Nidokashi
Kyiirajo (1939), 52.

21 Gi Gyeongryang, “4 segi Koguryo ‘Namdo-Bukdo’ eui silche wa geu seonggyeok” 44]>] 113
‘Hig-dkii’e) A8k 2 42 [Real state of Koguryo’s ‘Southern and Northern roads’ and Their
Characteristics], Han 'guk munhwa 73 (2016), 73.

22 naba Iwakichi, Kokyo Nidokashi Kyirajo, 51.
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Sin Chung’il's Map 2. Travel Route of the Second Day (the Twenty-third Day of
the Twelfth Month)
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Google Earth 2. It Shows the Travel Route of the Second Day and Main Points
(Edited by the Author)

pearance of two Jurchen households (hoga ijwa #A % =)&) in the Dogi.
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Yeo Hogyu’s Map. Present-Day Location of the Mangpa Pass # 4
(Janghang #£7& in Sin Chung'il's Map)

Advancing northward only one kilometer led to a mountain pass named
Janghang #£38. After crossing the pass, Sin’s party followed the stream to a
village named Goyeonggu + & = wherein the stream made sharp turns
two to three times, corresponding to its course shown in modern maps.

The Dogi carries important information about the passage of Jang-
hang and the Goyeonggu village in that “[F]rom Janghang to the village is
only six to seven ri long, yet the passage is hemmed in by mountains and
densely forested.”?® The passage of Janghang may well correspond to
Koguryo’s passage (gwanae k) of the Mangpa Pass 2 J44. Its modern
descriptions corroborate Sin’s description that the valley of the Xinkai
Stream #7 B 7 becomes narrow from this point with steep cliffs on both

23 The original texts reads: “— & 158 £ 404 L 5L L4 5L ARBHAME.”
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Manchuria Map 2. Janghang %8 Area on the Manchuria Map of 1:100,000 Scale

sides as high as sixty meters.?* The Mangpa Pass had been a strategic point
located en route from the Hun River through the Xinkai Stream upward fi-
nally to Ji’an, the site of Koguryo’s early capital.”® The sharply bended
course of the stream, as drawn in Sin Chung’il’s Map, matches what is
drawn in Yeo Hogyu’s Map. Therefore, the present-day route along the
passage, taken by Sin Chung’il, has been as ancient as Koguryo.

Passing through the narrow passage of Janghang, Sin’s party came
out into a plain, or what is now Huangweizicun # # F44. On the Dogi is
drawn a hillock called Goyeonggu + % f, a strategic point of defense and
transportation. The Dogi states that the elderly here remembered the sta-

24 Jilinsheng wenwuzhi biansuan weiyuanhui, Ji ‘anxian wenwuzhi %4347 % [Cultural Relics
Gazetteer of Ji’an County] (Changchun: Jilinsheng wenwuzhi biansuan weiyuanhui, 1983),
76-78.

25 Yeo Hogyu, Koguryo seong I—Apnokgang jungsangnyu pyeon, 105-08. Present-day location of
the Mangparyeong # 7% 44 passage is quoted from the map in Yeo Hogyu, /bid., 106.
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Sin Chung'il's Map 3. Travel Route of the Third and Fourth Day (the Twenty-fourth
Day and the Twenty-fifth Day of the Twelfth Month)

tioning of the Joseon armies some time earlier. Since the Joseon expedi-
tions started from Manpo to attack the present-day Huanren area three
times—in 1433 (the fifteenth year of King Sejong), 1437 (the nineteenth
year of King Sejong), and 1467 (the thirteenth year of King Sejo)—and
most probably stationed on the elevated site of Goyeonggu, the Jurchen
residents there could have the memory of the Joseon armies. Sin’s party
spent the night of the second day (the twenty third day of the twelfth
month) at such an important strategic point.

On the twenty fourth day of the twelfth month, (the third day), Sin’s
party left the hillock called Goyeonggu + % f, and moved towards the
north. They went past four Jurchen villages of five to fourteen households
along the Xinkai Stream, went over the pass of another Janghang %38, and
reached a village in Mancha where they spent the night. This second Jang-
hang may well correspond to the Duling Pass /48 because the bending of
the stream and the direction of mountain ridges, as shown in Sin Chung’il’s
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Google Earth 3. Travel Route of the Third and Fourth Day (The Twenty-fourth Day
and the Twenty-fifth Day of the Twelfth Month) and Its Main
Points

Map 3 are identical with the topographical features of the area, as shown in
Google Earth 3.

The sizable Mancha village with 120 or so households might be lo-
cated in present-day Caiyuanzhen £/ 4%. Remarkably, the head of this
fairly large village was a female named Chogi #t % (transcribed as  %>]” in
the Korean alphabet in the Dogi, and as ‘ %2]’ in another edition). Obeying
the order from Nurhaci, she held a banquet for Sin Chung’il together with
Dongholahu #%F% /% and Dongmangjahap # 1= £ %5 soon after Sin arrived
at Fe Ala on the third day of the first month of 1596.?¢ Sin Chung’il may
have felt a need to write down her name in the Korean alphabet to mark the
novelty of the female chieftain.

Meanwhile, Sin Chung’il noted that the Mancha village—the site for
the third night—was “one sik &?7 and twenty ri 2 or fifty »i (approxi-
mately twenty kilometers) away from a village named Choburak #73f %
(i.e., the hillock of Goyeonggu # & f)—the site for the second night. This
distance fairly well corresponds to that measured on Google Earth from

25 The original text reads: “#1 = B # ¢ #4782 &1 Bk ERE. W HHE."

21 One sik equals thirty 77, hence “one sik and twenty 17 equals fifty ri.
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present-day Huangweizicun 3¢ & -F 4% (i.e., Choburak #7<R %) to the pres-
ent-day place of Caiyuanzhen #1477 44 (i.e., the Mancha village). Inaba Iwa-
kichi, however, identified Choburak #72f % with the present-day place of
Taishangzhen & L 4% to the north of present-day Huangweizicun 7T & 7
4+.7% His identification cannot be supported on the ground that the topo-
graphical features of present-day Taishangzhen & L4 do not match well
with those of Choburak #74k %., as depicted in the Dogi, and the distance
between present-day Taishangzhen & E4& and present-day Caiyuanzhen
AFJ% 48 (i.e., the Mancha village) is thirteen kilometers, much shorter than
the distance Sin Chung’il thought he traveled on the third day.?’

On the twenty fifth day of the twelfth month (the fourth day), Sin’s
party moved northwestward from the Mancha village until they reached
the junction of present-day Xinkai Stream and present-day Hun River iz,
then referred to by Sin Chung’il as the Pajeo River ##ix. Significantly,
he noted the location of an earthen fortress to the north of the river junc-
tion, calling the area by the name of Wanggya %>} in the Korean alphabet.
The Wanggya was a Korean transcription of the Manchu pronunciation of
Wanggiya, which in turn was transcribed as Wanyan %28 in Chinese—the
Wanyan tribe %284 which then was incorporated into the Jianzhou Jurch-
ens.

Since the earthen fortress (toseong +3%) was associated with the
Wanyan tribe, scholars have been interested in its present location. Two
theories have been in disagreement regarding the present-day location of
this earthen fortress. Wada Kiyoshi #=®# put its location at the upstream
of the Hun River to the direction of Tonghua i@k, thus further removed
from the river junction, wherein Sin Chung’il marked its location. This was
because Sin had to put its location near the river conjunction due to the

28 Tnaba Twakichi, “Shin Chiichi kéteizu yo gendai jitsusokuzu taisho” & &—47428 2 5% %0
#1# [Sin Chung’il’s Travel map, Compared with the Modern map Based on Actual Measuring],
in Kokyo Nidokashi Kyiirojo $% =i #]-F# %% [Fe Ala Fortress at Erdaohezi in Xingjing]
(Xingjing: Kenkoku daigaku shuppanbu, 1939).

27 Mitamura also located ‘Choburak’ #74f#% to present-day Huangweizicun # % F# because of
distance difference. See Mitamura Taisuke, “Shinsho no kydiki shoku: Shin Chaichi no Kensha
kitei zuki o chiishin toshite,” 102-03.
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limited space on the north margin of the scroll.*’ Inaba Iwakichi, however,
charted its location near the remains of an old fortress in present-day
Bawangcun # E 44, thus near the river junction as Sin did in his map, cit-
ing its actual representation of topographical features.*' Mitamura Taisuke
at first accepted Wada’s theory*? but later agreed to Inaba’s theory in con-
sideration of the actual topographical features.*

I am of the same opinion with Inaba that the earthen fortress had
been located near Koguryo’s Paewangjo Mountain Fortress # E.37.L 3.
Since the Dogi placed it before the river junction, surrounded by two
mountain ridges, the earthen fortress may well be situated at present-day
Bawangcun # E 4t, Caiyuanzhen #7544, and Ji’an City %% 7. Currently,
the earthen fortress is not extant but a stone mountain fortress called Pae-
wanjo sanseong # E.#.L 3% is found there. It is not improbable that the
earthen fortress in question had actually existed.

One important clue to this earthen fortress can be found in County
Gazetteer of Ji’an (Ji’an xianzhi %43 %&). The gazetteer, published in
1930, states regarding the earthen fortress (Tuchengzi t3%-¥) that “[I]t
had previously remained on the riverside near Bawangzhao N\ £ (i.e.,
Paewangjo), but was submerged under water and sand. The large stones of
a few yards at the site were carted away by villagers to build their houses,
leaving no remains there.”** Thus the earthen fortress had received both
natural and man-made damage only to disappear. Since the site was only
about one kilometer or so away from the Xinkai Stream, it is highly proba-
ble that Sin Chung’il, who traveled along the stream, may well have wit-

30 Wada Kiyoshi, “Manshii shobu no ichi ni tsuite” 5% 343t 4% & 1= 5\» T [Study on the locations
of Tribes in Manchul, in Toashi kenkyii (Manshii hen) %3 7% (%M 4) [Study of East Asia
History: Manchuria] (Tokyo: Tokyo kokuritsu shoin, 1954), 578.

31 Inaba Iwakichi, Koky Nidokashi Kyiirgjo.

32 Mitamura Taisuke, “Chsen soku shiryd yori mita Shinsho no kydiki.”

33 Mitamura Taisuke, “Shinsho no kydiki shoku: Shin Chiichi no Kenshi kitei zuki o chiishin

toshite.”

34 The original text reads: “ £38F . . . ANIHITE HANIZN b 5 KB HAMALERR
#& 7 %.” See Liu Tiancheng #| X &, “Guji” ¥ #F [Historical Remains], in Ji'an xianzhi $%5#%&
%-1 [Jian County Gazetteer, section 1] (1930).
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nessed the earthen fortress and included its location in his map.

The Paewangjo Mountain Fortress # £ #1.L 3% dates back to the
Koguryo period, and was built at the river junction of the Hun River and
the Xinkai Stream, which served a crucial point along the route from the
Huanren #24= area to Ji’an 4% It is highly likely that an earthen fortress
might well be constructed at such a strategic point along the travel route.
As a matter of fact, a cluster of earthen walled sites can be found today in
its vicinity, such as Koguryo’s Hagoseongja Fortress T #43%-T 3% in Huan-
ren City, Koguryo’s Nahap Fortress %]#4-3% in Beidianzixiang it @ F 45,
and Koguryo’s Donggo Fortress ¥ % in Guchengzhen # 3% 44.

The Dogi noted that the then head of the Paewangjo Mountain For-
tress 3 £ 3.4 3%, Li Dadou % X 4, together with four generals led 1,000
strong to fight against Nurhaci but ran away. The account can be confirmed
in Qing Taizu shilu 7# KA8-F 4 (Veritable record of the Qing emperor Tai-
zu) and understood as a part of the subjugation campaigns by Nurhaci over
the Jianzhou Jurchens. It is worth noting that Li Dadou and his generals
could gather around them a sizable force of 1,000 strong in revolt against
Nurhaci. It can be known that the area, centered around the fortress, had
been under the control of a force hostile to Nurhaci and could afford suffi-
cient economic resources enough to rally such a large number of soldiers.
Moreover, the area had been a target of a series of Joseon campaigns dur-
ing the eras of King Sejong, King Sejo, and King Seongjong. Therefore,
the Paewangjo Mountain Fortress £ .#7.L3% had been an important strate-
gic point since Koguryo times, but also remained a stronghold of the Jian-
zhou Jurchens during the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries.*

Sin’s party moved up the Hun River from its junction with the Xinkai

35 Yeo Hogyu, Koguryo seong I—Apnokgang jungsangnyu pyeon, 97-104; Yang Sieun, “Hwanin mit
Jip’an doeupgi Koguryo seong gwa bangeo chegye yeon’gu” 424= 3 %£4% #r&H &6 8 %3} 5
#3422 HR [Study of Koguryo’s Fortresses and Defense System during the Period of the Hwanin
and Ji’pan Capital], Yeongnamhak 24 (2013).

=2 Bak Jeongmin, “Jeong Geonju haenggun dogi reul tonghan Seongjong daec Geonjuwi jeongbeol
eui jaeguseong” fEEMAFTEEZES £ H5H) @ity P29 M34 [Reconstruction of the
Campaign against the Jianzhou Commandery Using the Jeong Geonju haenggun dogi (Illustrated
record of the expedition against the Jianzhou Jurchens)], Yeoksa wa hyeonsil 99, 142-43.
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Stream and crossed the river near a stream pronounced as Yisodacheon 4#
B % )1 in the Dogi, which is located between present-day Jiangkoucun it
2 4} and Laoxuetangdonggou %% & £, as shown in Google Earth 3. Af-
ter crossing the Hun River, Sin’s party followed up present-day Fu’erjiang
River & iz, a tributary of the Hun River, towards the present-day area of
Beidianzi it @ -, yet the Dogi also marked the shorter route going up the
Yisodacheon Stream and passing mountain ridges which Sin used in his re-
turn journey to Joseon.

Sin’s party moved up along the Fu’er River, and spent the fourth
night (the twenty fifth day of the twelfth month) at the place named Naha
# . The Dogi noted that the chief of Naha was Dongniguri /&KX Z and
he raised fifty horses for battle use. The route Sin Chung’il used there has
been submerged by the construction of the Huanren Dam. Yet by consult-
ing the Manchurian Map and other modern maps, Naha can be placed
around present-day Beidianzixiangcun 3t & F %84+

Inaba and Mitamura also placed Naha around present-day Beidianzi
4t & F. Considering the sound value of Naha, its proximity to the Kogu-
ryo’s Onyeo Mountain Fortress Z3.L3&, and its distance from the Man-
cha village—the place for the third night—Mitamura associated Naha with
Koguryo’s Nahap Fotress #(#53% in Beidianzi region. Since the current lo-
cation of this fortress is the right-hand side of the Hun River at the point of
present-day Wanlongbeicun % #€ % 4+ of Beidianzixiang, it exists further
south of Naha indicated in the Dogi.*” The Dogi noted that there existed a
famous stone fortress to the “southwest” of a village in Niguri &K Z of
Naha, which must be the Onyeo Mountain Fortress. The Nahap Fortress
cannot be identified as the place of Naha because it is found on the same
latitude as the Onyeo Mountain Fortress which the Dogi indicated to be in
the direction of the “southwest” not the west of the place of Naha.

37 Dongbuk’a yeoksa net 3o} #}4 [Northeast Asian History Network] (http://contents.nahf.
or.kr).
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Sin Chung’il's Map 4. Travel Route of the Fifth Day (the Twenty-sixth Day of the
Twelfth Month)

Route from the Fu’er River & 1 /T to Fe Ala #5 7T 4=

On the twenty fifth day of the twelfth month of 1595 (the fourth day), Sin’s
party began to trace the Fu’er River upward towards Fe Ala. Another well-
used route since the times of Koguryo from the Hun River to Fe Ala passed
through the present-day city of Huanren 484= and the Liudaogou ><i& i#
area. That route had been used by Yi Minhwan Z & % when he had been
taken as a war prisoner at the Simha &7 battle (i.e., Sarhu 7%
battle).*® Instead, Sin chose to follow the Fu’er River upstream.

On the twenrty-sixth day of the twelfth month (the fifth day), Sin’s
party moved north, crossed the river at present-day Shengjiadayuancun

38 Yi Minhwan, Chaekjung illok 4% 4% [Daily Record while within the Wooden Stockades (as a
captive)]. This document has been translated by a reading club of medieval historical materials
(Jungse saryo gangdokhoe 4]} 22} 53]) in the Korean History Society (Hanguk yeoksa
yeon’guhoe 33~} 33)), as 1619 nyeon simha jeonjaeng gwa poro suyongso ilgi: Chaekjung
illok [Chaekjung illok: Sarhu @ f# Battle of 1619, and Daily Record in the Camp of War
Prisoners] (2014).
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K XI%AT, and passed a hill of present-day Jiangjiajie % %#£7. They crossed
the river once more, passed through a place named Budogu *#r:K (pres-
ent-day Laoheibeicun % Z # 4}), and passed over a mountain pass named
Bieulhanryeong 3F Z7%4 in the vicinity of present-day Xinjiangcun #7it
Af. Coming down from this mountain pass led to a flat land named Bieul-
hanpyeong 3k Z.;%3%, as can be found in Google Earth 4.

After passing through the flat land of Bieulhanpyeong and moving
northwestward, the Dogi showed that two paths branched at the place
named Jamiha # % F. The upper path traced a stream named Ueojecheon
F#3 ), passed over a mountain pass named Hodoryeong #A#k44, and
followed down a stream named Gyorocheon &%) to join again the Fu’er
River. The lower path continued to follow the Fu’er River. Inaba adopted
the upper path whereas Mitamura adopted the lower path. Inaba roughly
drew the upper path starting from present-day Guchengzhen +#%4% to the
north and passing over present-day Qingling Pass B 44 to move northwest-
ward.®’ On the other hand, Mitamura assumed a village in Wanggolchi £
&7k as present-day Zhaojiadayuan # K X% opposite to Guchengzhen
where Sin’s party passed over present-day Gaonian Pass & 448 to follow
the Fu’er River.*’

It is Inaba’s estimation that sounds more convincing. Considering
the structure of the mountains and the river system, the place named Jami-
ha % & F in the Dogi can be placed near present-day Dongguchengzicun
RE T AL In Jamiha, according to the Dogi’s note, the “twenty-five Ju-
rchen households were placed” and Wanggolchi £ 7 was the chief of
that village. The place with “ten Jurchen households placed” along the
Fu’er River seems to be present-day Xiguchengzicun & # 3% -F4F. This
area, encompassing Koguryo’s Donggo Fortress & % 3% and Seogo For-
tress ¥+ 3%, must have been hospitable for human residence as early as
Koguryo. Moreover, the area has been a key point along the travel route

37 Inaba Iwakichi, “Shin Chiiichi kdteizu yo gendai jissokuzu taishd.”

“0 Mitamura Taisuke, “Shinsho no ky®diki shoku: Shin Chiichi no Kenshii kitei zuki o chiishin
toshite,” 110-16.
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from Xinbin County #f % # through the Fu’er River and the Xinkai
Stream to Ji’an.*'

41 Yeo Hogyu, Koguryo seong I—Apnokgang jungsangnyu pyeon, 167-69.
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Sin’s party chose to trace the Ueoje Stream upward from the place of
Jamiha. In present-day simulation, they would pass through Guchengzhen
+ 34, Guaimozi Chaoxianzuzhen 45 & -F# #£7% 44, and Hedaxian #5 X 4%
in succession. A village on the Dogi with twenty households controlled by
a Jurchen chief of Dongajibu &z % can be either one of the latter two
places. Sin’s party turned northwest from present-day Chaluzicun £3-F 4+
to move up a mountain route, passed over the Qingling Pass 44, and de-
scended to present-day Shuanglazicun # 2:i-F4¢. In the Dogi, the Hodor-
yeong Pass #4744 can be present-day Qingling 47, and the fifty-house-
holds village of Gyoro % 2%, where the Gyoro Stream & #)I| joined the
Fu’er River, can be present-day Shuanglazicun # #z-F 4.

The lower path following the Fu’er River, as indicated by Mitamura,
has survived in the form of a present-day highway along the river. In the
Dogi, the lower path appears to be shorter in distance than the upper path
passing over the mountain pass of Hodoryeong. However, its actual dis-
tance is longer, as can be seen in Manchuria Map 3, because it has many
bends. As a matter of fact, measuring the respective distance on Google
Earth produces twenty-one kilometers for the upper path of Hodoryeong
and twenty-eight kilometers for the lower path of the Fu’er River. It is
highly feasible that Sin Chung’il also used the shorter path of Hodoryeong;
well trodden by the contemporary people at that time. In addition, the
Manchuria Map highlighted the path by bold line, as shown by Manchuri-
an Map 3, enhancing the likelihood of its common use. Above all, Sin him-
self mapped the path of Hodoryeong in the Dogi to mark his travel course,
as shown in Sin Chung’il’s Map 4.

For the twenrty-sixth night of the twelfth month (the fifth day), Sin’s
party sojourned at the Gyoro village, three sikjeong or ninety 77 (approxi-
mately thirty six kilometers) away from Naha, where they stayed for the
previous night, according to Sin’s estimation. In fact, the lower path along
the Fu’er River measures forty-three kilometers while the upper path of
Hodoryeong measures thirty six kilometers, corresponding to Sin’s estima-
tion. The village was headed by Dongadu #T-. And, according to Sin’s
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Google Earth 4. Travel Route of the Fifth Day (the Twenty-sixth Day of the Twelfth
Month) and Its Main Points

note,*? from this village to a village in Dongsibeolyi & #4%4# at the close
proximity of the headquarters of Fe Ala, the Jurchen residents were requisi-
tioned to work at the headquarters and leave only a few men and women to
each household. The Dogi stated that male members of households were
recruited from the villages of a three to four nights’ journey from Fe Ala to
perform either labor or military service there on a rotation basis.“* Since
the Gyoro village was three nights’ journey from Fe Ala, its residents were
also recruited for labor or military service.

On the twenty-seventh day of the twelfth month (the sixth day), Sin’s
party moved northward, passed by the junction of a tributary stream named
Hwanghacheon & %) to the Fu’er River—the present-day area of
Xiangshuihezixiang # /K7 ¥4 —, and passed over a mountain pass

“Z QOriginal text reads: “— f 3L/ 3% EFMASPHE RERRBFAS K2 T8 AHABRTF HRH
g
“3 QOriginal text reads: “/Z E A= w9 B 2N % F—F LB T4 5 HALRL
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named Janghang %38, and turned northwestward to pass over another
mountain road named Mijihang & 2 8. These two mountain ways seem to
be located in the mountainous area of present-day Xishancun &L 4+ and
Zhuanshuihucun $##/K# 4. Today, travelers may well choose the highway
line of Wangshuangxian BE# 4% to go to the area of Wangqgingmenzhen A
7% P9 4t. Nonetheless, the Manchuria Map marked a small road passing over
the mountain pass of Qianshiling X % 4 eguivalent presumably to Miji-
hang in the Dogi; other maps also marked the road in point. Therefore, it
can be known that in the past at least until the 1930s travelers had chosen
to use the Qianshiling Pass.

In the vicinity of Mijihang was located the Koguryo’s Jeonsuho
Mountain Fortress #%7K#.L 3% which belonged to a chain of mountain for-
tresses located along the middle and upper reaches of the Fu’er River.** It
can be argued that the contemporary travel routes and defensive structures
along the Fu’er River showed a remarkable continuity with those used dur-
ing the time of Koguryo.

After passing over the Qianshiling Pass, Sin’s party moved north-
ward almost parallel to the present-day highway of Wangshuangxian, and
passed by several small villages to arrive at a village named Sahanae ¥
75. The Sahanae village was a sizable village with clustered households
numbering one hundred. At the foot of a mountain that eventually connect-
ed to Fe Ala, Sin’s party made their first encounter with the wooden stock-
ades (mokchaek AA). To locate the Sahanae village in a present-day map,
it is advisable to examine the river system around that area. In the Dogi,
the main stem waterway was joined by a stream recorded as Walmicheon
B )1l from the north, and by a stream recorded as Guracheon #L#& )1l from
both sides. The river junction area of present-day Wangqingmenzhen 8%
744 has a close approximation of such a river system.

The Dogi mapped the Gura Stream joining the Fu’er River prior to
the Walmi Stream. However, in their simulations in Manchuria Map 4, the
latter joins the river before the former. The ridge of the mountain at the

“ Yeo Hogyu, Koguryo seong l—Apnokgang jungsangnyu pyeon 45.
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Sin Chung’il's Map 5. Travel Route of the Sixth Day (the Twenty-seventh Day of
the Twelfth Month)

foot of which stood the wooden stockades extends towards the Fu’er River,
corresponding to the mountain ridge, as shown in Google Earth 5. Hence, I
locate the Sahanae village in present-day Jiangdongcun T £ 4} next to
Wangqingmenzhen BEi%F94%, and locate the wooden stockades west of Ji-
angdoncun that sits upward at the junctions of the Walmicheon Stream and
the Gura Streams.

The Walmi Stream appeared to be short in the Dogi. But the Walmi-
cheon simulation in Manchuria Map 4 appears to be extended given its up-
ward direction leading up to either present-day Liuhe #pT or present-day
Tonghua i@1t. Even today, the area of Wangqingmenzhen RE# 7748 serves
an important travel route toward these places, just as it had been an impor-
tant strategic point since Koguryo.*®

%5 Mitamura Taisuke, “Shinsho no kydiki shoku: Shin Chiichi no Kenshi kitei zuki o chiishin
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Manchuria Map 4. The Junctions of the Walmi Stream B#@)l and the Gura
Stream HL# )|

According to the Dogi’s note, north of the Fu’er River ran a travel
route that led to the Yehe 4w 34 tribes by a five nights’ journey to the north.
In modern simulation, the route passes present-day Liuhe and measures
300 kilometers in length up to the Yehe Fortress vt4#fi%—once a power
base of the Yehe tribes—in the present-day location of Yehemanzuzhen »+
#rihak 4 in the district of Tiedongqu 4R E in Sipingshi City =-F7 in
Jilin Province. Hence, Sin’s information is quite reliable.

The travel route north of the Fu’er River could be used by the Jurch-
en tribes such as the Hada #5:% and the Hoifa #£% to attack against the Ji-
anzhou Jurchens based on Fe Ala. As a matter of fact, in 1593 (the twenrty-
sixth year of King Seonjo) a force of nine allies including the four Hillun

toshite,” 116-18; Gi Gyeongryang, “4 segi Koguryo ‘Namdo-Bukdo’ eui silche wa geu
seonggyeok,” 244-45.
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tribes /214 w9k, the Hada, and the Yehe mounted an attack against Nurhaci.
Nurhaci might well have reinforced the defensive facilities like wooden
stockades and smoke towers (yeondae }8%). The Dogi did testify the in-
creasing frequency of such facilities from the area of present-day Wangqin-
gmenzhen.

Passing the area of Wangqingmenzhen, Sin’s party traced upward a
stream recorded as Wangchicheon 21, and crossed over a hill with a
smoke tower (yeondae ¥ %). The site of the smoke tower might be placed
near the present-day tunnel of the S10 highway across the Wangqingmen
rest area. In fact, a signal-fire station of Beishan it.lL is currently in
place,*® and the Dogi marked the crossing over of the mountain ridge in the
vicinity of that smoke tower. Soon afterwards, a village of forty or so
households appeared, which could be located at present-day of Jiumen
Chaoxianzu Cun # 9 # &% 4. The route passing through the village can
be today’s S104 high line of Shentongxian i@ 4%, that heads toward Xin-
bin #&.

Over the wooden stockades installed on the mountain ridge just be-
hind present-day Jiumen Chaoxianzu Cun, began a different river system
from the Wangchi Stream. The Dogi marked the mountain ridge as a wa-
tershed ridge, in which the wooden stockades were installed. This route
had been a well-beaten track from the area of Xinbin to the Fu’er River.
Hence, it is likely that the Jianzhou Jurchens might well have installed the
wooden stockades to defend the strategic point. Moreover, the two sites of
smoke towers*’ in rather close vicinity along the route suggests that the
area was a center of travel, and had much of strategic value.

Sin’s party traced down a stream marked as Dongsanggaecheon F]48 4
I, which was joined by a stream marked as Imgotacheon #4711, which,
for its part, ran through the present-day place of Dongchangtai £ & &, or
present-day Nanfengmigoucun % % i#%4$. Currently, the junction of two

8 Guojia wenwu ju, ed., Zhongguo wenwu dituji (Liaoning fence xia) ¥ B X438 % (@ E5 M T)
[Collection of Maps of Chinese Cultural Relics: Liaoning Section, vol. 2] (Xian ditu chubanshe,
2008), 133.

T The Geonju tamjeonggi chuk % M#% 324 had one, but the other versions had two.
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streams has been submerged by the construction of the Hongsheng 4zt
Reservoir but the Manchuria Map showed a narrow valley there instead.
These two streams were upper tributaries of the Suzi River #&-F .

Sin’s party traced down the Suzi River before they spent the night of
the twenty-seventh day of the twelfth month (the sixth day) at a village
named Dongduichihap % & 1## 4, which can be placed around the area of
Hongshengxiang 4z 714 given its topography and distance. The mountain
ridge next to the Dongduichihap village, which ended with the smoke tow-
er, can be identifiable in Google Earth 5. The Dogi reported that the village
in point was two sikjeong and ten ri or seventy ri (approximately twenty
eight kilometers) away from the Gyoro village (for the night before), and
two sikjeong or sixty ri (approximately twenty four kilometers) away from
Fe Ala. In a present-day estimation, the former distance is about thirty
three kilometers while the latter distance is about twenty nine kilometers,
thus roughly corresponding to Sin’s estimation.

On the twenty-eighth day of the twelfth month (the seventh day),
Sin’s party traced the Suzihe Stream further down. Soon afterwards, how-
ever, they turned southwest to take a mountain route at a place named Huji
/%2, which can be placed at present-day Baigicun & 7£4¢. From that place
to Fe Ala, which can be placed around present-day Erdaohezicun —i& 7 ¥
At of Yonglingzhen 7kFi4f, the common route is to take the present-day
highway of S10 or S104 (Shentongxian #i#4}), that passes through the
present-day autonomous county of Manchus in Xinbin (Xinbin Manzu
zizhixian #7 % %% B 74 8%). The route, following down the Suzihe Stream,
is smooth and accessible. Hence, since the times of Koguryo, the well-
beaten paths of that route had connected from Fushun #%)ig toYonglingzhen
to Wangqingmen to the Suzi Stream to the Fu’er River to the Xinkai
Stream to Ji’an %%, or from Fushun to Yonglingzhen to Wanggingmen to
Tonghua to Ji’an.*®

“8 These routes may well date from the time when Former Yan (Qian Yan #f %) invaded Koguryo
in the early fourth century (342 C.E.), and had been referred to as south and north routes, the
accurate course of which is still controversial. Regardless of the controversy, many scholars have
acknowledged the existence of such routes. For more information on these routes, see Gong
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Google Earth 5. Travel Route of the Sixth Day (the Twenty-seventh Day of the
Twelfth Month) and Its Main Points

A question may arise: why did Sin Chung’il not take a more familiar
and smooth route even though the mountain route passing over the Hono
Pass #A#44 and the Sori Pass /| 2 48 must have been covered with snow in
the winter season? It should be kept in mind that Sin’s party was escorted
by Jurchen chiefs such as Dongnyeoeulgo #% Z+ and Dongpyakeunggo
F &<, who might well have directed the Joseon party at the behest of
Nurhaci or by their own discretion. They would not display any feeling of
distruct towards the most recent official Joseon visitors whose main mis-
sion was to spy on the transportation routes and defense conditions of their
host, that is, the Jianzhou Jurchens.

Seokgu, “Koguryo wa Moyong Yeon eui jeonjaeng gwa geu euimi” 328} 2§ 3’ QA 3}
2 9] 9] [Significance of the war between Koguryo and the Murong Yan #7% #], Dongbuka
yeoksa nonchong 15 (2007): 77-78; Jeong Woncheol, “Koguryo Namdo-Bukdo wa Koguryo
sanseong eui chukseong” 233 JFE-3%9 233 449 4 [Koguryo’s Southern and
Northern Roads and Its Construction of Mountain Fortresses], Donguk sahak 30 (2011): 8-12; Gi
Gyeongryang, “4 segi Koguryo ‘Namdo-Bukdo’ eui silche wa geu seonggyeok,” 245-47.
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Sin Chung'il's Map 6. Travel Route of the Seventh Day (the Twenty-eighth Day of
the Twelfth Month)

In modern simulation, from the present-day Hongshengxiang area
(for the night of the twenty-seventh day of the twelfth month) to present-
day Baiqicun, the distance is only two kilometers but was dotted with five
villages with two to forty households. Just as the defense facilities such as
wooden stockades and smoke towers increased in number from the pres-
ent-day area of Wangqingmenzhen REi#P74%, so did the number of villages
increas from the present-day area of Hongshengxiang 4t 4.

The Dogi noted that Nurhaci had previously resided for ten years in a
village of forty households, headed by Donggaga & 4=+, in the present-
day city district of Xinbin County #7 & #.*’ The early Qing records such as
Manzhou shilu %M &4k (Manchu veritable record) and Qing Taizu shilu
& KALF 4% (Veritable record of the Qing emperor Taizu) also stated that
six ancestors of Nurhaci had resided around the present-day area of

7 The original text reads: “#A w9 +#4 /& % # 5 ho T —IUiH/E W3R E AR EIT+ 55
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Yongling 7kFx in Xinbin County. Recent field research has discovered a
number of fortress remains, such as Wenjiayao nanshan chengzhi % % Z &
WLykak and Daziying chengzhi i F % ¥k, which appear to have been
used during the era of Nurhaci.*

The importance of the Suzihe # -7/ Valley in transportation and de-
fense had been recognized since ancient times, as manifested by a signifi-
cant number of historical remains of Koguryo, the Han Dynasty, and the
Jin Dynasty.®" It seems that the present-day region of Xinbin County had
been not only clustered with concentrations of Jurchen villages under
Nurhaci’s control, but also fortified with smoke towers, wooden stockades,
and fortresses. Hence, it is probable that Nurhaci and Jurchen leaders did
not want to reveal their defense installments in the close vicinity of their
headquarters to Sin’s party, and ordered Dongnyeoeulgo and Dong-
pyakeunggo to take the mountain route from present-day Baiqgicun instead
of following the river valley.

Sin’s party took a southwest turn at Huji £z and crossed over a
mountain pass named Honoryeong #f-%4#. The previous studies identified
the mountain pass as the one named Huoluoling k%48 in the Manchuria
Map,*? which can be placed at a certain mountain pass along the route
from present-day Mamahuoluocun #%4% k744 through Donggou ®i# to
present-day Dakuaidecun X334}, A place marked as hoga ijwa AR =&
(two Jurchen households) in the Dogi can be placed in present-day Da-
kuaidecun that was depicted to join the Suzi River shortly thereafter.

Sin’s party traced the unnamed stream upstream and crossed over a
mountain pass named Soriryeong /) ¥ 44 to head toward a stream named
Soricheon /> 2 )Il. As Inaba argued, the Sori Stream might well be ren-
dered as Suoerkehe % 4} or Shoulikou & 2 & in Qing Taizu shilu /& X

50 Zhang Deyu et al., “Ningguta yu Liuzucheng kaobian” % 43”2534 # [Illustration of
‘Ningguta’ and the Fortress of Six Ancestors], Liaohai wenwu xuekan 1996-01 (1996).

51 Guojia wenwu ju, ed., Zhongguo wenwu dituji (Liaoning fence xia), 132-35.

52 Inaba Iwakichi, “Shin Chiichi kdteizu yo gendai jitsusokuzu taishd”; Mitamura Taisuke,
“Shinsho no ky®diki shoku: Shin Chiichi no Kensha kitei zuki o chiishin toshite,” 126-29. Both
agreed to Sin’s travel course from here to Fe Ala via ‘Soriryeong’ -Js 244 and ‘Soricheon’ /s Z)il.
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Google Earth 6. Travel Route of the Seventh Day (the Twenty-eighth Day of the
Twelfth Month) and Its Main Points

ALF 4% (Veritable record of the Qing emperor Taizu) and Qingshi gao # %
#% (Draft history of the Qing).”* Then, through their modern simulation, the
Sori Pass, located at the headwater of the Sori Stream, can be present-day
Duanshu Pass ##t43. Even though Sin Chung’il could not use the primary
route along the Suzi River, it appears that he made an effort to map the
flow of the river while passing over the Hono Pass and Sori Pass. As a re-
sult, he could get a rough perspective of the rivers and mountains of the re-
gion without examining them at close distance. After passing over the Sori
Pass, Sin’s party must have come down to the up the Sori Stream, which
might sit near the present-day area of Dayang X 3. Following this stream
and passing by a number of village clusters, Sin Chung’il finally arrived at
the headquarters of Nurhaci at Fe Ala, ready to engage in the negotiations
with the Jurchen parties, for which he was dispatched.

Conclusion
Many scholars have shown interest in Sin Chung’il’s account of the jour-

2 For a detailed explanation, see Inaba Iwakichi, Kokyé Nidokashi Kyiiraja, 21-25. Mitamura also
was in agreement with Inaba as to the linguistic origins of ‘Soriryeong’ /s Z 48.
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ney to Fe Ala to meet Nurhaci, the rising leader of the Jianzhou Jurchens.
Nonetheless, little attention has been paid to his travel routes except for the
studies by Inaba Iwakichi and Mitamura Taisuke. Their estimated routes
are in disagreement with each other in many aspects, and are not simulated
into a modern map. The question of how Sin Chung’il made his way has
not been answered sufficiently.

One can think of four principal cases of the route from Manpo to the
contemporary location of Fe Ala in the late sixteenth century. First, from
Ji’an one can follow the Weishahe Stream # 7/ to reach Tonghua, pro-
ceed eastward to Wangqingmenzhen, and thence go on along the Suzi
Stream to reach Fe Ala. Second, from Ji’an one can cross over the Xiao-
banling Pass /J\#.44, follow the Xinkai Stream until its junction with the
Hun River, trace upstream the Fu’er River, and travel alongside the Suzi
Stream to reach Fe Ala. Third, from Ji’an one can cross over the Xiaoban
Pass )\ #2448, follow the Xinkai Stream until its junction with the Hun Riv-
er, then come out in the direction of Huanren, and proceed northward in the
direction of Liudaogou. Last, from Ji’an one can follow downstream the
Yalu River to Liangshuizhen /% 744 to turn northward, pass through Erda-
odianzi —i# @) F to reach Huanren, and pass by Liudaogou to reach Fe
Ala. Taking shorter paths may well produce more cases of routes.

In order to delineate more accurately the routes Sin Chung’il took in
his round trip, this study pursues new methods of using such maps as
Google Earth and Manchuria Map, refering to Chinese cultural relics gaz-
etteers, and examining mountain ridges, river systems and historical re-
mains depicted in his account. Through this process, the travel routes be-
tween Joseon and the Jianzhou Jurchens around the time of the Imjin War
(1592-98) can be recovered.

Having received King Seonjo’s order to meet Nurhaci for negotiating
current issues, Sin Chung’il arrived at Manpo on the twenty first day of the
twelfth month of 1595 (the twenty-ninth year of King Seonjo). The next
day, Sin’s party crossed the Yalu River near present-day Manpo Station.
They followed down the Yalu River westward, turned northwest at the pres-
ent-day place of Maxianxiang #k#%%#%, and spent the night of the twenty-
second day of the twelfth month at what is now the Banzaigou ##k/#% area.
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On the twenty third day, Sin’s party crossed over the Xiaoban Pass /J\#2 4%
(Mancharyeong ¥ #£44 in the Dogi), and moved northwestward along the
Xinkai Stream #7 B 7. On their way, they passed by the Koguryo’s narrow
passage of Mangparyeong gwanae 2 % 44 b [% (Janghang 7278 in the Dogi)
and spent the night at present-day Huangweizicun # & 74+ (Goyeonggu
+ & £ in the Dogi). On the twenty fourth day, they proceeded northward
and spent the night at present-day Caiyuanxiang 84/ %#F (the Mancha vil-
lage in the Dogi). On the twenty fifth day, they followed the Xinkai Stream
northwestward to its junction with the Hun River i&;z. Sin Chung’il men-
tioned that an earthen fortress (foseong +3%) had existed near Koguryo’s
Paewangjo Mountain Fortress $ E#:L3%. By now the earthen fortress has
disappeared, yet Ji’an County Gazetteer (Ji’anxian zhi $§-2% &) in 1930
indicated its remains, thereby lending credibility to Sin’s note. His party
crossed the river, and spent the night at the present-day place of Beidianzix-
iang 3k & ¥4k (Naha & F in the Dogi) in Huanren County 184=#4.

From the twenty-sixth day, Sin’s party traced the Fu’er River & fjit
upstream towards Fe Ala. They crossed the river at present-day Shengjia-
dayuancun % X %4+, and crossed over a mountain hill in the present-day
place of Jiangjiajie % % #f. Thence, they passed through present-day Lao-
heibeicun # Z 4 4f and Guamozichaoxianzuzhen 373 & F # &£ 7% ¢ nearby
Dongguchengzicun & #3%F 4+ (Jamiha # % T in the Dogi) in Gucheng-
zhen 345, crossed over present-day Qingling 48 (‘Hodoryeong’ #A4%
41), and came down to present-day Shuanglazicun #2354t to spend the
night at the place named Gyoro %= in the Dogi. On the twenty-seventh
day, they proceeded northward to pass through the present areas of
Xiangshuihezixiang £ /K77 74 and Wangqingmunzhen BE/% 744, turned
to the direction of Xinbin County at present-day Jiumen Chaoxianzu Cun
P31 887% 4T across the Wangqingmen rest area of the S10 highway. They
spent the night at the present-day place of Hongshengxiang 4z #4¢. On the
twenty-eighth day, Sin’s party followed downstream the Suzi Stream #-F
77, turned abruptly at present-day Baigicun &#t4+ (Huji £ in the Dogi)
to take a mountain route. Thereafter, they crossed over the mountain pass
named Honoryeong #1-%48 in the Dogi, passed through present-day Da-
kuaidecun X3gHu4t, crossed over present-day Duanshuling #4148, came
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down to present-day Dayang X, and followed down the stream named
Soricheon /J» 2)1] in the Dogi to reach Fe Ala at the end.

The significance of recovering the route journeyed by Sin Chung’il is
not limited to identifying one particular route between Joseon and the Jian-
zhou Jurchens during the Imjin War (1592-98). Considering the fact that
the headquarters of the Jianzhou Jurchens had remained around the Xinbin
and Huanren regions for about two hundred years, recovering the route in
point is to determine the well-established travel and communication route
between Joseon Korea and the Jianzhou Jurchens for an extended period.
Moreover, the routes taken by Sin Chung’il in his round-trip journey can
provide crucial reference points together with historical records prior to his
trip in reconstructing past routes used by Koreans and Jurchens between
the middle-reach towns of the Yalu River such as Manpo, Chosan, and
Byeokdong in Joseon as well as the Jurchen headquarters in Xinbin and
Huanren. One possibility is to illustrate the expedition routes against the Ji-
anzhou Jurchens used four times during the eras of King Sejong, King
Sejo, and King Seongjong.

Remarkably, as demonstrated above, Sin Chung’il’s routes were dot-
ted with a number of historical remains which had been in place since
Koguryo, such as the monument inscribed with the merit of Guanqiu Jian
H# 4RI 2 #2, the narrow Mangpa Passage Z K48 M [%, the Paewangjo
Mountain Fortress # E#7.L3%, the Jeonsuha Mountain Fortress #%7K#.0L
3%, the Baekgi Fortress #173%, and the Fe Ala fortress itself. Hence, it can
be known that Sin’s routes were closely overlapped with those used during
Koguryo, and that many of Koguryo’s historical sites had still been in use
even at the time of Sin’s travel in the late sixteenth century. In sum, it can
be argued that the meaning of Sin Chung’il’s travel routes may well go be-
yond their value for serving specific purposes in given periods, and play a
key role in rethinking the borderlands of Joseon Korea inseparable from
the historical geography of Koguryo.
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