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Andrea Balbo, Jaewon Ahn, Kihoon Kim
Introduction

The adventure continues. We are very proud to publish the second volume of
the Roma Sinica series, entitled Empire and Politics in Eastern and Western Civ-
ilizations. This book contains the proceedings of the conference we organized
in Seoul in September 2019, where we enjoyed the excellent hospitality and or-
ganization of our friends in South Korea and of Jaewon Ahn in particular. In
the meantime, many things have changed. The COVID 19 pandemic forced
us to reschedule our calendar of conferences and to postpone the next one
to 2022; at the same time, it compelled us on the one hand to rethink our
work processes and, on the other, to confront the difficulty of finding funda-
mental bibliography for our studies due to the closure of many libraries.
With a little Christian and Confucian patience and the help of some collabo-
rators as Dr. F. Lazzerini we have achieved our aims, however. Indeed, here
we christen a volume that extends even beyond the scope of the conference
by including contributions that were due to be included in our first series vol-
ume, Confucius and Cicero, but did not reach the editors in time.

Yet, despite the fact that COVID has created obstacles for us, there is some
good news: Andrea Balbo (University of Turin) and Chiara Ombretta Tommasi
(University of Pisa) have become the Principal Investigators of a project called
SERICA (Sino-European Religious Intersections in Central Asia: Interactive
Texts and Intelligence Networks), which, thanks to substantial funding from
the Italian Ministry of Research and the University of Pisa, will finance further
research on the relations between the western and eastern worlds. The project
will thereby also facilitate the continuation of this Roma Sinica series, for
which the editorial board has already accepted three other works to be pub-
lished in the next few years. Roma Sinica, therefore, aspires as it develops
to become an international point of reference on these issues. This aim is
also being strategically pursued by making the series of volumes available
open access. It is precisely with these things in mind that the structure of
the present volume has been conceived. Its three sections contain essays rang-
ing from the world of Confucian texts (especially within the Language and
Rhetoric section) through the history of relations between East and West
along the Silk Roads (History and Politics in Eastern Thought section) to the
definition of certain relationships between Western and Eastern political
thought, including references to contemporary problems (section on Eastern
and Western Perspectives in Politics and the History of Ideas). The volume’s
authors are colleagues from both Eastern and Western traditions and they

8 OpenAccess. © 2022 the Author(s), published by De Gruyter. This work is licensed under the
Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License. https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110731590-001



2 —— Andrea Balbo, Jaewon Ahn, Kihoon Kim

have worked with different methods and purposes. But they all offer a result
which, we hope, will satisfy their peers and thereby embody a — peaceful — ex-
ample of an empire of knowledge on which, deliberately, the sun never sets.

Andrea Balbo, Jaewon Ahn, Kihoon Kim



Section 1 History and Politics in
the Eastern Thought






GoSciwit Malinowski

Imperator-Huangdi: The Idea of the Highest
Universal Divine Ruler in the West and
China

The existence of fully egalitarian societies devoid of any idea or practice of sov-
ereignty in social relations is a utopian ideal rather than a reality observed by
anthropologists. Even the San hunter-gatherer communities of the Kalahari Des-
ert have hereditary chiefs, although their authority is limited and decisions are
based on a consensus in which women and men play equal roles.* The difficult
living conditions in the desert biosphere make it impossible for the San peoples
to accumulate surpluses, even limited access to which would result in a stratifi-
cation within their gift economy into those who have more, and thus are able to
do more, and those who have less, and therefore are prone to being dominated
by the latter. However, most human societies have for most of their history lived
in ecological niches, in which it was easier to obtain or — after the Neolithic rev-
olution - to produce food than in the Kalahari Desert. Under these conditions, a
process of social stratification takes place, which is perfectly described by the
title of the article by Marshall D. Sahlins: Poor Man, Rich Man, Big-man, Chief:
Political Types in Melanesia and Polynesia.” The individual position that the
‘big man’ gains in increasingly hierarchical societies transforms into the heredi-
tary authority of a leader. This process has taken place not only in the remote
islands of Oceania but even in modern Gypsy communities, where one of the
many leaders of local communities, called rom baro, ‘big-man’, was elevated
to the rank of shero-rom, ‘head-man’ or baro-shero, ‘big-head’, combining the
functions of leader and arbitrator. At times this has even initiated a dynasty of
kings of the Gypsies officially recognized by external parties, such as Michat I
Kwiek in Interwar Poland.?

The enthronement of the king of the Gypsies in Interwar Poland was sancti-
fied by Orthodox religious rituals. A supernatural element also appeared in other
communities whose leaders wanted to base their social position not only on in-
dividual merit and personal charisma but also on religious sanction. The King-
dom of Wehali was a ritual center on the south coast of central Timor whose pop-

1 Marshall (1960).
2 Sahlins (1963).
3 Gontarek (2016).

8 OpenAccess. © 2022 the Author(s), published by De Gruyter. This work is licensed under the
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6 —— Gosciwit Malinowski

ulation belonged to the Austronesian South Tetun-speaking area. The leader of
the state was originally titled Nai Bot, ‘The Great Lord’ or Nai Kukun, ‘The
Dark Lord’, and in the 16" century, he became Maromak Oan, ‘Small Bright
One or Child of Luminous’, i.e. ‘son of God’.*

The institution of the hereditary chief had undoubtedly appeared many mil-
lennia before the invention of scripture first recorded the name of such a leader
in the first documented language of the world. Here we refer to the Sumerian lan-
guage, in which the king’s original designation was lugal, a compound of lu,
‘man’, and gal, ‘big’. In creating this name, the Sumerians followed the same
concept as the 20®-century anthropologists who described the realities of Ocean-
ia societies. The oldest inscription with the word lugal, ‘king’, to date belongs to
the ruler of Kish named Me-bara,si [Sumerian King List: Enmebaragesi] from
around 2600 BCE.’ The later version of his name includes the element en ‘priest’,
an honorific title used for kings associated with cities sacred to Inanna in the
mythical historiography of Ur-Nammu’s dynasty.® The word ensi,, a compound
with en, originally meant ‘city’s patron deity’, and later ‘ruler, governor’.” Ensha-
kushanna (ca. 2500 BCE), King of Uruk, in his title combined both terms (en ki-
en-gi lugal kalam-ma), ‘lord of Sumer and king of all the land’.® This title ex-
presses for the first time the universal claim of the ruler to rule not over one
city, but over the country (Sumer), as well as the whole earth. The Akkadian
king Sargon expressed the same claim by combining the name of his own city
with the name of the country lugal-ki-en-gi-ki-uri, which in Akkadian is Sar
mat Sumeri u Akkadi, ‘king of Sumer and Akkad’.’ The Akkadian $ar(rum) is
the first recorded translation of Sumerian lugal into another language, a Semitic
name of a king that corresponds to Hebrew Sar, ‘prince, captain, chief, ruler,
chieftain, official’.

The Akkadian Empire (c. 2334-2154 BCE) is the first known regional empire
in the history of humankind. It stretched from the Persian Gulf to the Mediterra-
nean Sea, from the Lower Sea to the Upper Sea. Lugalzagesi, king of Sumer, al-

4 Barnes (2008).

5 CDLI P222739 https://cdli.ucla.edu/search/archival view.php?ObjectID=P222739 (seen 2.11.
2020).

6 Michatowski (2003).

7 Since III dynasty of Ur (ca. 2100 BCE), only LUGAL is recorded.

8 CDLI P431230 https://cdli.ucla.edu/search/archival_view.php?ObjectID=P431230 (seen 2.11.
2020).

9 To be exact, Sargon simultaneously used two separate titles, King of Akkad (Sar mat Akkadi)
and King of Sumer (Sar mat Sumeri). Only the king of the Third Dynasty of Ur, Ur-Nammu (c.
2112-2095 BCE), combined both titles.


https://cdli.ucla.edu/search/archival_view.php?ObjectID=P222739
https://cdli.ucla.edu/search/archival_view.php?ObjectID=P431230
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ready boasted power over both seas (c. 2358 —2334).'° The first ruler of the Em-
pire, Sargon [Sarru-ukin, ‘king established’], declares himself in the Nippur in-
scription ‘king of Akkad, overseer of Inanna, king of Kish, anointed of Anu,
king of the land, governor (ensi) of Enlil’.** The title of the King of Kish (Sarru
kissat mati, Sar-kisSati or Sar kiSSatim) was given a new and specific meaning
by Sargon: ‘King of Everything’, ‘King of the Totality’, ‘King of All’, ‘King of
the Universe’ or ‘King of the World’, an expression of his global ambitions.
After the fall of the Akkadian Empire, the term was used sporadically until
neo-Assyrian times. It was only Sargon II (722—705) that renewed the title of
his namesake. The last ruler to receive this title was Antiochus 1.2

The fourth ruler of the Akkadian Empire, Naram-Sin (2254-2218 BCE), ex-
pressed his universalist ambitions by accepting the title of ‘King of the (Heav-
en’s) Four Corners [Quarters] of the World’: lugal-an-ub-da-limmu-ba; Sar kibrati
arba’i.’® These corners were respectively: Akkad, Elam, Subartu and Amurru,
whose conquest was already boasted of by the Sumerian king Lugal-Anne-
Mundu of Adab (c. 2400 BCE). This title was occasionally assumed by rulers
who were distinguished by their conquests up to Cyrus the Great. Naram-Sin
himself did not settle for even the most elaborate royal titles and proclaimed
himself ‘the god (DINGIR, ilu) of Agade’.** He also deified his grandfather Sargon
and father Manishtushu posthumously. Thus Naram-Sin is the first known ruler
to proclaim himself a god.?

Naram-Sin’s successor was his son, Sar-kali-3arri (2218 -2193 BCE), whose
name meant ‘King of (all) Kings’ and would in the future become a form of de-
noting the supreme ruler in various languages. It was first used by the Assyrian
king Tukulti-Ninurta I (1223-1197 BCE), Assyrian $ar Sarrani, ‘King of Kings’.'®
This title, known in Old Persian from the inscription of King Darius at Behistun
(Xsdyathiya Xsdyathiyanam), persisted in the Iranian world regardless of dynas-
tic or religious changes until the fall of the last ruler of Iran (Sahan sah) — Reza
Pahlavi (1979). Iranian patterns spread to other cultures, including Ethiopia,

10 Nippur vase inscription of Lugalzagesi: CDLI P431232 https://cdli.ucla.edu/search/archival _
view.php?Object]D=P431232 (seen 2.11.2020).

11 Hirsch (1963).

12 Stevens (2014).

13 Michatowski (2010).

14 CDLI P216941 https://cdli.ucla.edu/search/archival_view.php?ObjectID=P216941 (seen 2.11.
2020).

15 Hallo (1980).

16 Weidner (1959) 18.


https://cdli.ucla.edu/search/archival_view.php?ObjectID=P431232
https://cdli.ucla.edu/search/archival_view.php?ObjectID=P431232
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where the supreme ruler of the Solomonic dynasty was called Nagusd Ndgdst in
Geez; the last of these was Haile Selassie (1974).

In modern European languages, it is customary to refer to supreme rulers in
Iran and Ethiopia as emperors, but the term ‘king of kings’ was already known in
Greek (Baothevg BaoAéwv) from the Hellenistic era.” The title of Rajadhiraja,
‘King over Kings’, was also known in the Indosphere, but the more popular
term was Maharaja, ‘Great King’. It was also known in Mesopotamia (Sarru
rabu, e.g., Neo-Assyrian king Sargon II), so that it is impossible to say with cer-
tainty whether the Sumerogram LUGAL.GAL, ‘big big-man’, for the Hittite king
continues some Indo-European tradition or copies of the Mesopotamian tradi-
tions later adopted by the Achaemenids, and from them by the Greeks: péyag
Baow\evg. This title in turn, worn, among others, by the Seleucid rulers, could
also have influenced Indian traditions, where the form Maharajadhiraja, ‘Great
King of over Kings’, is also found.

Also the Egyptian title pharaoh (pr <3) etymologically consists of the adjective
‘great, high’ (3) and the noun ‘house’ (pr). However, initially it referred only to a
building, and only from the times of Akhenaton (c. 1353 -1336 BCE) was the king
referred to by this term. The royal title in Egypt, however, was much more elab-
orate, consisting of five elements closely related to religious worship. Each ruler
of Egypt was, among other things, a living representative of the god Horus on
earth.’® In the Mesopotamian tradition, the rulers’ aspirations to divinity were
extremely rare. The innovation introduced by Naram-Sin, king of Akkad, who
called himself ‘God of Akkad’ and dannum, ‘mighty’, probably did not persist be-
cause the reign of his son Shar-kali-sharri, who also wrote his name with the ide-
ogram DINGIR, ‘God’, ended with the disintegration of the empire. The rulers’
aspirations to divinity grew stronger after the reign of Alexander, who combined
the Greek traditions of heroes of divine origin with the Egyptian tradition of a
king representing the living god. The kings of the Diadochi dynasties, e.g., the
Ptolemies and Seleucids, and representatives of the Greco-Bactrian and Greco-
Indian dynasties, considered themselves gods. This had an impact on the devel-
opment of the concept of the god-king in the Indosphere as well: devaraja.

Compared to other countries which formed regional and then global em-
pires, Rome stood out due to its form of government. If we believe traditional
Roman history, in 509 BCE the last king of Rome, Tarquinius Superbus, was driv-
en out and the first consul, L. Iunius Brutus, was elected. Although Polybius
(6.11-18) held that the Roman political system most ideally combined the com-

17 Griffiths (1953).
18 Leprohon (2013) 7-19, 93-95.
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ponents of the three forms of government distinguished by Aristotle (monarchy,
aristocracy and democracy), in fact, the Roman republic based its founding myth
on a profound dislike of monarchy or any form of exaltation of even an outstand-
ing individual. The history of Rome by Cato the Elder was preserved as a collec-
tion of anecdotes, as it completely lacks the names of the leaders and politicians,
naming no eminent individuals except Hannibal’s elephant (Plin. NH 8.11). Over
time, the dislike of kings turned into contempt when the following Kings of Kings
[Antiochus III], Great Kings [Mithradates VI of Pontus; Tigranes I of Armenia],
and God Kings [Ptolemies] were attacked by the Roman legions." A somewhat
similar feeling of contempt for the Persian monarchy was felt by the Athenians
after winning the war of 480/79, but the non-monarchical Athenian empire was
pocket-sized and short-lived compared to the Roman empire.

The military successes of the 2" and 1% centuries BCE caused the emergence
of people who could do more than others among the theoretically egalitarian po-
litical and military elites of the Roman republic.?° In the 2" century BCE, these
Roman big men (dynastae) were still under the control of the political institu-
tions of the republic. At that time, even the appointment of dictators was discon-
tinued, those who had in the third century taken full control of the republic
twenty-four times for six months each time.”* The enormous civil power in the
hands of censors who were elected once every five years was tempered by
their collegiality and single term of office. With time, however, systemic restric-
tions imposed on, for example, candidates for the consulate began to be ignored,
and new solutions enabling monarchical power to exist under the republican
system began to appear.

The first example of big man in Rome was C. Marius (d. 86 BCE), who was
elected consul five times in a row in 104 -100. His military reforms laid the foun-
dations for other big men to exercise quasi-monarchical power. The great rival of
Marius, L. Cornelius Sulla Felix (retired in 80 BCE), formally satisfied himself
with the restoration of the office of a dictator legibus faciendis et reipublicae con-
stituendae causa in 82/81 after more than a hundred years. The ideal underpin-
ning of the dictatorship was only to wear the cognomen Felix, ‘happy, lucky’, in-
dicating the special kindness shown to Sulla by the gods (Plut. Sull. 34.2). The
rivalry between Sulla’s Optimates and the Populares of Marius and Cinna’s fac-
tion not only led to civil wars and the proscription of opponents, but also to
the first attempt at regional separatism in the empire: namely, the creation of

19 Erskine (1991).
20 Syme (1939) 10-27.
21 Broughton (1951) 287.
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a local state in Spain 80 —72 BCE, by a popular, Q. Sertorius, as an alternative to
the Roman republic (Plut. Sert. 22).

The agreements of the triumvirate were an attempt to arrange relations be-
tween big men within one republic. Various triumviri were initially members of
commissions appointed to consider various matters (triumviri capitales, nocturni,
monetales, coloniae deducendae, mensarii), but the agreement in 60 BCE con-
cluded between M. Licinius Crassus (d. 53), Cn. Pompeius Magnus (d. 48), C. Iu-
lius Caesar (d. 44) aimed to establish a balance of power in the republic between
the three big men, assigning to each an imperium in individual provinces. There
they could exercise quasi-monarchical power, theoretically limited by the central
power of Rome, and checked in practice by each other big man in the triarchy
system.

Interestingly, it was around the same time that triumvirates began to appear
in the political practice of the Western Han Dynasty, when Emperor Zhao (94— 74
BCE), assuming the throne in 87, was unable to exercise personal power because
of his minority status. The three co-regents were Huo Guang, and Xiongnu offi-
cial Jin Midi and general Shangguan Jie.?> The Chinese triumvirates were clerical
and derived from the positions of the three highest officials of the Western Han
Dynasty, known as Sangong (Three Dukes, Excellencies, Ducal Ministries): chan-
cellor, grand secretary, grand commandant. During the Eastern Han dynasty, the
system was called Sansi (Three Administrators: the horses, Simd 7 55, i.e. the
war; the barefoot, St #4E, i.e. the masses; and the labor, Sikong #%%).% In
208, the warlord Cao Cao abolished these offices and took over the supreme of-
fice of the imperial chancellor to Emperor Xian — another emperor who had suc-
ceeded to the throne as a child in 189, as the country was ravaged by the Yellow
Turban Rebellion, followed by dozens of provincial warlords.

The centralization of clerical power by Cao Cao did not lead to an actual cen-
tralization of power. When his son Cao Pi dethroned the last emperor of the Han
Dynasty in China, the era of the Three Kingdoms (220 —280) began, a triarchy
that only the new Jin Dynasty dealt with, after a period of formal disintegration
of the state lasting 60 years (in fact, almost 100 years). Political twists and turns
in the Roman Empire happened much faster. Fifteen years passed from the estab-
lishment of the triumvirate in 60 until Caius Iulius Caesar assumed quasi-monar-
chical power and the final battle of Munda (45 BCE). His successor, Octavian,
dealt with liberatores, Senatorial Caesaricides warlords and other triumviri in
less than 13 years.

22 Theobald (2011, accessed 2.11.2020).
23 Dull (2010).
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The victorious Caius Iulius Caesar was looking for an appropriate formula to
secure not only real but also symbolic, sole-ruling power in the Roman empire.**
He declared himself dictator three times (49, 48— 47, 46— 44 BCE), extending as
much as possible the term length of this unique republican office. He declared
himself consul four times (48, 46-45, 44 BCE), imitating his relative Marius,
and going even further when in 45 he declared himself the only consul, the
so-called consul sine collega. However, these were all temporary solutions.
After the victory at the Battle of Munda, Caesar resigned as consul, conferring
formal powers on three consules suffecti, appointed to people from among his
trusted legates. The victorious Roman armies could proclaim their leader impe-
rator, which entitled him to triumph in Rome. Caesar was pronounced thus
three times in 60, 51, and finally in 45, when the Senate passed a resolution
that the imperator would become a hereditary title that Caesar could pass on
to his descendants. In the same year 45, Caesar also took the honorary title of
pater patriae, ‘father of the fatherland’, given in 368 to Camillus, the slayer of
the Gauls, called ‘the second Romulus’, i.e. ‘re-founder of Rome’, and then dust-
ed off by homo novus Cicero in 63. In the same year, Caesar received the lifelong
dignity of pontifex maximus, ‘the greatest priest’, which in the 40s greatly com-
plemented his claim to quasi-monarchical power in Rome. Despite his unique
position, Caesar did not dare to accept the title of king, which was so unpopular
in Rome. Caesar had the chance to find confirmation of this sentiment when he
organized a show with Mark Antony during the Games; Antony publicly offered
Caesar the royal diadem three times and was accompanied by the voice of dis-
approval from the crowd. Caesar refused three times to accept the diadem,
which was met with general applause (Plut. Ant. 12). Finally, in early 44, Caesar
decided to assume the title of dictator in perpetuum. In his case, in perpetuum,
‘forever’, meant little more than two months.

The acceptance of the title of king by Caesar — the conqueror of the great
king of kings, Pharnakes of Pontus, the god kings of the Ptolemies — would de
facto lower his prestige as a Roman big man. Even the relationship with the
Egyptian Queen Cleopatra lowered Caesar’s status in the eyes of Roman public
opinion. These Roman moods were perfectly sensed by the heir of Caesar, adopt-
ed by the dictator in perpetuum grandson of his sister Julia the Younger (101-51
BCE). His name was Caius Octavius, and in 60, when he was 3 years old, his real
father — also called Caius Octavius (c. 100 - 59 BCE) — suppressed the slave rebel-
lion in the city of Thurii and hence received the hereditary cognomen of Thuri-
nus, which was also used by his son. In 44, a 19-year-old young man accepted

24 Stevenson (2015) 123 -165.
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Caesar’s inheritance and, under the rules, changed his name to the name of his
adoptive father — C. Iulius Caesar. To distinguish him from his namesake, he was
commonly referred to as Octavianus, a form of adjective ending in -anus given in
the case of people admitted to a family by adoption to preserve the memory of
familial ancestors, e.g., Publius Cornelius Scipio Africanus Aemilianus carried
this last cognomen to commemorate his natural father Lucius Aemilius Paullus
Macedonicus. In two years, from 44 - 42, C. Iulius Caesar Octavianus transformed
himself from an unknown young man to one of the Caesarian leaders in the sec-
ond triumvirate with Mark Antony and Marcus Aemilius Lepidus. When on 1 Jan-
uary, 42 BCE, C. Iulius Caesar became the first historical Roman to be officially
deified by the Senate and henceforth referred to as Divus Iulius, ‘Divine Julius’,
Octavianus included this in his official name — Caius Iulius Caesar Divi Filius.

On January 16, 27 BCE, as the sole ruler of the Roman empire — when one of
the remaining triumviri, Lepidus, withdrew from political life, and the other, Ant-
ony, died trying, together with the Egyptian Cleopatra, to create some synthesis
of the Roman republic with the Hellenistic kingdom — Octavianus accepted from
the Senate the honorary title of Augustus and was thus called Imperator Caesar
Divi Filius Augustus until his death.” In this way, he initiated the unified nomen-
clature of the sole rulers of the imperium Romanum adopted by all his succes-
sors: Imperator [here the current Praenomen, Nomen and Cognomen of a ruler
were added] Caesar Augustus or Imperator Caesar [Praenomen, Nomen and Cog-
nomen) Augustus. Also, Imperator became almost a praenomen of Roman Emper-
ors, and Augustus and Caesar became titles similar to a cognomen of heirs to this
position.

One could say that this is how the ‘regnal titulature’ of Rome’s rulers was
created, but the problem is that these rulers, like Octavianus Augustus himself,
completely cut themselves off from royal connotations, at the same time assum-
ing all possible republican dignities that secured real power. During his life, Au-
gustus took the office of consul 13 times, of which 8 occurred in a row in the
years 30-23 BCE, as he was shaping the foundations of a republican system
ruled by one. As a consul, he played the main role in Roman executive leader-
ship, but he shared this office with his nominees as the title of imperator
began to play a more important role. This originally temporary title by which
the soldiers hailed the victorious commander had returned to its original etymo-
logical meaning, nomen agentis from imperare, denoting the scope of powers
within which an official could issue orders — imperium. In this way, as a perma-
nent imperator, Octavianus received a military summum imperium belonging to

25 Galsworthy (2014) 230 -237.
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dictators greater than the consulare imperium in Rome and the imperium maius
outside which belonged to the consuls.

In 27, the senate also permanently granted him the title of princeps senatus,
i.e., the most eminent senator, placed by the censors in the first place on their
list of senators.?® This dignity, established in 275 BCE, was not for life, but for
a term of office until the next vetting. The Princeps was very competent in organ-
izing the work of the Senate: he summoned and adjourned the Senate decided its
agenda and where the session should take place, imposed order and other rules
of the session, met in the name of the Senate embassies of foreign countries and
wrote in the name of the Senate letters and dispatches. In exercising this dignity,
Octavian controlled Roman legislature.

Ancient Rome did not know Montesquieu’s tripartite division of power along
executive, legislative and judiciary lines. There were at least two further branch-
es of government in Rome. The censors who appointed the senators were ap-
pointed every five years for no more than 18 months. It was forbidden to hold
this office twice; it was required to hold it collegially because only the unani-
mous decision of two censors was legally valid. Meanwhile, Octavianus held
this office three times, in 28 BCE, by way of preparing, together with his associate
Agrippa, the composition of the senate with himself permanently situated in the
first place, in 8 BCE as the only censor and in 14 CE along with Tiberius, for
whom he wanted to facilitate the succession as a republican monarch. The
year 23 BCE was no less important than 27 BCE. It was then that August conclud-
ed the so-called Second Settlement, under which he received the prerogatives of
another branch of government which had been renewed every year — the lifetime
tribunicia potestas, and with it sacrosanctity, i.e. the immunity given to a Tribune
of the Plebs. In this way, the sole ruler of Rome took over the supreme power in
all important republican offices and honors.

Octavianus Augustus did not neglect religious sanction, styling himself as
the divine ruler as much as possible in the empire at the time. While, in the Hel-
lenistic East, kings proclaiming themselves gods were considered the norm, in
Rome Octavianus wanted to be regarded primarily as the first citizen (princeps
civitatis), a restorer of ancient virtues, including ancient religious worship,
which completely excluded any human claims to divinity ... at least during his
lifetime, that is, since Caesar’s posthumous deification in 42 BCE also opened
the door for Augustus to become a divine ruler. The return from his victorious
march against Antony in 30/29 BCE meant that in many cities in Asia and Bithy-
nia he was called the ‘saviour god’ (Soter), a common nickname given to Hellen-

26 Galsworthy (2014) 221-222.
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istic rulers. In Rome itself, however, such an open divinization of a living ruler
was not dared. In the East, Augustus joined the goddess Roma, worshipped since
195 BCE in Smyrna (Tac. Ann. 4.56), while in Rome dea Roma along with only the
genius Augusti were worshipped. He would be deified by the senate only posthu-
mously, but the title divus was not passed on in his case, giving way to the very
name Augustus itself, ‘solemn, venerable’ (Enn. Ann. 245 M.), from the verb
augeo.

In the religious sphere, Augustus also secured the priesthood of pontifex
maximus after the death of the triumvir Lepidus (44—12 BCE). In 2 BCE he was
awarded the title of Pater Patriae by the Senate. All these titles, dignities and of-
fices would be accepted by successive successors of Augustus, who would come
to power in a variety of ways — by the will of the predecessor, such as Tiberius in
14 CE, the will of the military elite after the most unexpected tragic death of his
predecessor, like Claudius in 41, or successfully usurped with the help of the pro-
vincial military elites, like Galba in 68.

In this way, in the ideological sphere of republican Rome, the office of the
ruler of a world empire emerged, towering over all other kings inasmuch as re-
publican Rome had subdued all the great kings, kings of kings, and god-kings
within its reach. This happened, if not militarily, then diplomatically, as in 20
BCE, when Augustus recovered the eagles and aging captives from Crassus’
army, which was broken in 53 by the cavalry of the king of Parthia. Imperator
Caesar Augustus was a new title, tailored for the sole ruler in total separateness
from and hostility towards the tradition of the royal power of kingship dating
back to Sumer and the Indo-European community, which was so despised by
the Romans. Thus, in the propaganda created against Antony, it was brought
to the fore that he was, in fact, enslaved by Queen Cleopatra.” It is hard to
say what would have been worse for a Roman - the idea of serving a woman
or of being a king. The world of the Hellenistic East, however, was quite resistant
to the subtleties of Roman republican ideology and in official records the first
emperor of Rome was referred to in Greek as AUTtokpatwp Koioop (Bod viog)
TeBaotog Bao\evg. The word imperator was translated into a term already famil-
iar from Thucydides: avTtokpdtwp, ‘one’s own master’. This word primarily refer-
red to states (poleis) or persons who were free, independent. The very same Thu-
cydides (6.72) already used this expression to signify someone exercising
absolute power. Polybius was the first to use this word in the Roman context
to convey the name of the dictator in Greek (3.86.7). Thus, translating the
Latin imperator with avTokpdtwp, the Greeks perfectly grasped that the summum

27 Hekster (2004).
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imperium was to be associated with this title. This aspect of imperial power
would be particularly emphasized in the later Eastern tradition, where until
1917 the ruler of Russia would be called Camomepskerr irbcappb / maps in Slavic.
The word Augustus, a very rare adjective in Latin before 27 BCE, was translated
by the Greeks as XeBaoTdg, ‘venerable, reverend’, an adiectivum verbale from
oeBalopat, ‘to be afraid of’, a verb already known in the Iliad and derived
from o£Bopau, ‘feel awe or fear before God, feel shame’. In this case, Zefaotdg
was comparable to Augustus as a neologism, possibly a very rare word that
was revitalized to reflect the Latin cognomen. The picture is completed by the un-
original expression ‘king’, BaotAeg, which until the end of the Roman empire in
1453 would be used in the Greek language to denote the Roman emperor, wheth-
er in Rome or in Constantinople. When over time it became necessary to demon-
strate the uniqueness of this ruler, he would still be called king, Baoi\eig, while
other rulers, e.g. kings of Western Europe, would be referred to in Greek as
pryag, borrowing from the Latin rex.

Thus, the Greek world did not replace the old royal nomenclature with a new
title created by Augustus - it absorbed the title. The adjective ZeBaotog turned
out to be particularly popular in this case, serving as a starting point of the
name for many Sebasteia towns, as well as the given names — Sebastian, and
as an element used to create more and more new court titles in eastern Rome
- e.g. oeaocTokpatwp/sevastokrator. However, the title Zefactog did not be-
come the term for the ruler per se. We find a similar phenomenon in the West,
where we have city names deriving from Augustus (Colonia Augusta), the
name of the month (Augustus), derivatives (Augustinus), and finally, a renais-
sance of the very name (Augustus), initially given as the noble name of the rulers
aspiring to revive the Roman tradition, e.g. King of France Philippe II, called
“Auguste” by Rigord (1185). This caught on especially in the Renaissance, with
e.g. Sigismundus Augustus (born 1520), king of Poland, named so by his mother
Bona Sforza. However, all later languages of non-Greek Europe (and not there
only) would alternatively choose either the term imperator or Caesar for a
ruler standing above other kings.

This phenomenon occurs primarily in the Romance languages, but it has
also found its way into English, whose vocabulary was strongly influenced by
the Romance (emperor), and in the Celtic languages, as loanwords from English,
French or directly from Latin. The Latin word imperator spread for the second
time during the modern era, reaching as a loanword from Latin such different
languages as Slavic, Baltic, Georgian, German, Arabic, Azerbaijani, Turkic, Per-
sian, Tajik, and Tagalog.

In other languages, the term for ‘emperor’ is dominated by the word Caesar,
which was the term for the ruler of Rome from the very beginning of the exis-
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tence of this dignity. The Greek form Koicop was the starting point for writing
this in various Semitic languages. The Middle Eastern, Semitic cultural circle
gave rise to forms like Kays(e)r/Kesar throughout the Islamosphere, e.g.,
Malay, Swabhili. Iranian culture has spread this name/title throughout pre-Islam-
ic West and Central Asia. The ancient Latin pronunciation was also the basis of
the Kaiser form in the Germanic and Finnic languages. The palatalized Latin pro-
nunciation of late antiquity is still reflected in the Slavic and Hungarian languag-
es in terms like *césarv, *cesarv and *cvsaro.

In all these languages, the equivalents of the Latin imperator, or modern
English emperor, are derived from the first two elements of the Roman title Impe-
rator Caesar Augustus. There are, however, languages in the modern world where
the dictionaries for ‘emperor’ give completely different equivalents. They are usu-
ally derived from the word ‘king’, so a similar principle of translation as applied
by the Greeks to Imperator Caesar Augustus, using the term Baoi\evg, ‘king’, ap-
plies. The common word ‘king’, however, is often suitably reinforced to reflect
the uniqueness of the term ‘emperor’, resulting in the creation of compound
nouns which include the noun ‘king’ in a word used for the ‘emperor’. Thus,
in the Indian languages spoken by Islamized societies, the Persian term ‘king
of kings’ is used: in Urdu and Sindhi, this is shahinshah. In the non-Muslim,
or only recently Islamized Indosphere, various forms of the word raja are
used: Skt. rajadhiraja, ‘king of kings’; Skt. Pali: adhiraja, ‘over king’; Indonesian,
Malay: maharaja, ‘great king’; Skt. samraj, Pali: ekardja, ‘one king’.

However, two forms that do not contain the word ‘king’ also appear as equiv-
alents of the word ‘emperor’. In the Indosphere, these are: Skt. cakravartin, that
is ‘wheel-turning’. The second one is huangdi %77, ‘magnificent, august God of
Heaven’, in the Sinosphere. Therefore, one could argue that all four universal civ-
ilizations developed the idea of a universal ruler, greater than kings.

Islamosphere — Khalifat Rastil Allah — not malik
Sinosphere — Huangdi 57— not wang T.

Indosphere — Cakravartin — not raja

Romanosphere — Imperator Caesar Augustus — not rex

In the case of the Islamic world, the matter is clear. Theocratic umma recognizes
God Allah as the king of kings, hence his messenger Rasul stands over all kings,
as does the successor of the messenger khalifa. The Roman emperor is referred to
in Arabic as in Greek as ‘king’, malik. With time, Muslims accepted the title of
Caesar, but it was not a title that dominated other kings, but a specific one, mak-
ing claim to Roman heritage. And so, in 1453, Mehmed Fatih adopted the term
Kayser-i Rum as an expression of his control over the recently defeated Christian



Imperator-Huangdi: The Idea of the Highest Universal Divine Ruler = 17

state, but this title never replaced the ordinary Turkish sultan or Persian padish-
ah, and when in 1517 Selim won the coveted title of khalifa, the borrowed title
was forgotten.?® The adoption of the title of Kaisar-i Hind by Queen Victoria in
1876 (abolished in 1948) was an intercultural experiment to personalize power
within the British Raj taken over by the Crown from the East India Company
in 1858.

The origins of Imperator Caesar Augustus against the background of the anti-
royal traditions of the Roman republic have been discussed above, now it re-
mains for us to look at the origins of the other two titles.

The Indian cakravartin, ‘wheel-turning’, can be understood in both secular
and religious senses. In the former, it means: ‘one whose chariot wheels roll ev-
erywhere without obstruction’, i.e. mighty ruler (secular); in the latter, ‘one who
turns the dharma chakra — wheel of dharna’, i.e. religious ruler. Moreover, cak-
ravartin is not a qualitatively different term from raja, king. Sometimes the term
king is simply a supplement, as in Cakravartiraja, ‘wheel-turning king’; Zhudn
lin wang i .

Therefore, only the title of the Chinese emperor can be paralleled to that of
the Roman emperor. Huangdi 57 has a similar origin to Imperator Caesar Au-
gustus inasmuch as it is a self-invented title. In 246, 13-year-old Zhao Zheng,
called Ying Zheng in modern historiography, became king of the Qin state
after his father as Qin Wdng Zhéng % T . In 221 BCE, he unified all Chinese
states and took the title he invented Qin Shihuangdi ZZ15 5 75. It consisted of
Z& the name of the state (gué [&), of which he was originally the king, treated
in later historiography as the name of the dynasty (chdo %), 45 , ‘beginning, in-
itial, first’, an ordinal, suggesting that successors should simply count their
place in the chain of dynastic ancestors (in fact, the Qin dynasty only lived to
see the second number) and £, ‘shining’ or ‘splendid’, and formerly usually ap-
plied ‘as an epithet of Heaven’ (magnificent; sovereign; ruler; superior; royal)
and 77 the high god of the Shang, possibly composed of their divine ancestors
(God, ancestor, honorific for deceased fathers, ancestor deity, later God of Heav-
en). The two final elements of the title alluded to Sanhudngwiidi — 5 1.7, the
first divine rulers of the Middle Kingdom, variously translated into English:
‘Three Sovereigns and Five Emperors’, ‘Three Augusts and Five Emperors’, or
‘Three Augusts and Five Sovereigns’. In these English translations, we can clearly
see a mirror of the title created by Octavianus in 27 BCE: Imperator — praenomen;
Augustus — divine adjective.

28 Wittek (1938).
29 Schwarz (2009).
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To render it in non-Roman terms, it can be noted that 2 referred to the three
primal deities, and #ito the five divine rulers, in particular Yellow Emperor
Huangdi # 77, which was a homophone to the title created by King Qin. Thus,
in adopting a new title, King Zheng reached back to the very beginning of the
Heavenly Kingdom. Interestingly, in 27 BCE, Octavianus considered accepting
the honorary title of Romulus instead of Augustus, i.e., the name of the first
king of Rome, since he styled himself as the second, re-founder of Rome. Ulti-
mately, however, he abandoned this idea, fearing even a hint of association
with royal power, or perhaps fearing the prophecy that the first and last rulers
of Rome would bear the same name (which symbolically came true when in
476 Romulus Augustulus became the last Roman emperor in the West). This nam-
ing taboo also meant that none of the popes ever took the name of Peter, and the
136™ pope Pietro Canepanova changed his name to John XIV (983-984) and
henceforth the adoption of a new name by the pope became the rule, although
only a few predecessors of John XIV had done s0.%°

For the ancient Romans, the imperial title was unique, it could be usurped, it
could be shared with a co-emperor, but only within the Roman empire. Not even
the most powerful foreign ruler could bear the title of emperor. Medieval Romans
were no longer so categorical about these matters. After all, the Greek-speaking
Romans from the East used the term BaotAevg to describe their ruler, the same
term used in Greek to describe the lesser kings fighting at Troy in the Homeric
Iliad. These Latin-speaking rulers were mostly of barbaric origin, as were all em-
perors from Charlemagne (crowned in 800) on. Consequently, they demanded
recognition of the title reconstructed in the West by the Pope, without dynastic
or institutional continuity, rather than a monopoly over that title. Therefore,
the Roman emperor in the East was referred to as imperator Constantinopolita-
nus, imperator Graecorum, and his prestige was deprived not by questioning
the title of emperor, but by disabusing him of power over Rome and the Romans.
That is, the real ones in Italy. But also, in the West, not everyone took for granted
the reconstructed empire’s claims to universal power; hence, along with the title
of imperator, which was undefined, there appeared such terms as imperator Fran-
corum, Alemannorum, Italiae, Romanorum, effecting an incidental narrowing of
the scope of the Frankish, Saxon or Swabian rulers.

During the Crusades, Abbasid khalifa came to be referred to as the ‘emper-
or’: imperator Babilonicus (Guibert de Nogent); so too did the Seljuk sultans: Sel-
juk Soltanus, scicilet imperator Persidis (Fulcher de Chartres); Salioc, le seignor

30 Cf. Petrus Romanus mentioned in the so-called Prophecy of the Popes by St. Malachy (c.
1590).
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des Turquemans, empereor d’Aise (Hayton of Corycus). The transfer of the title of
emperor to exotic distant rulers accelerated in the 13™ century during the Mongol
conquests. Hence, Giovanni Pian del Carpine, the first papal legate in the court
of the great khan in Karakorum, called him simply the imperator Tartarorum
(1247). William of Rubruck, another Franciscan, envoy of Saint Louis of France,
however, carefully distinguished the Mongol khan rulers from the universal ruler
of the West, the imperator Romanorum (1253 —55).3' European authors already
knew three emperors in the east other than great khan: imperator Kytaorum
(‘Emperor of the Song Dynasty’ — Giovanni Pian del Carpine), imperator Delhi
(‘Sultan of Delhi’ — Odoric of Pordenone), and imperator Tartarorum in Perside
(ilkhan — Ricold of Monte Croce). In the 15% century, the geographical horizon
was constantly expanding and in 1436 the mappamundi by Andrea Bianco distin-
guished two empires in Europe (inperium romanorum, inperion romania), and as
many as nine in Asia: Inperium catai; inperion de termaxo; inperion de medio; in-
perion rosie magna; inperion tartaroron; inperion basera; inperium prete janis; im-
perium emibar; inperion morati.>?

The 16" century — the Age of Discovery — is the apogee of new contacts be-
tween Europeans and the peoples of other continents, including the newly dis-
covered Americas. American realities attempted to match the institutions known
in Europe; hence the highly developed civilizations of Mesoamerica and the
Andes, being referred to as the Empire of Montezuma or Empire of the Incas.
Even today, the terminology employed for their rulers is far from standardized
— should we call the ruler in these cases emperor or king? Or maybe we should
use a local term (Tlatoani, Inca)?

The 16™ and 17" centuries also witnessed the in-depth reception of knowl-
edge about China within Europe. At that time, doubts arose as to how to render
the Chinese title of huangdi in European languages. Athanasius Kirchner (China
illustrata 1667) writes alternately Rex Sinarum or Imperator Sinarum, and the Mid-
dle Kingdom in French is either Empire du milieu or Royaume du milieu. The fact
that the title of emperor, not king, ultimately prevailed, was certainly influenced
by the vastness of the country, but also by the knowledge of Chinese history and
the origins of the huangdi institution. It happened as a result of the unification of
the entire Chinese universe under one monarch. In 221, King Qin united all 7 war-
ring-states (only Wey temporarily survived), and in the centuries before there had
been even several hundred of these states. The war for unification lasted 10 years
(230 —221). King Zheng of Qin conquered both the states of fairly young tradition

31 Mauntel (2018).
32 Mauntel (2017).
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that emerged from the partition of Jin in 403: 230 Han; 225 Wei; 222 Zhao, and the
very old states of the early Zhou dynasty, created in 11" century: 223 Chu; 222
Yan; 221 Qi; 209 Wey. The Zhou dynasty itself, whose kings had at one time
had real sovereignty over other states, and only with time did this become purely
theoretical, did not survive to the times of King Zheng, but was abolished by his
father Zhaoxiang in 256.

Also Octavianus Augustus, exercising his power in the western provinces, in
a short period of only 12 years unified the Roman empire from seven parts: 1)
Caesaricide provinces; 2) the territories occupied by Sextus Pompeius; 3) Lepidus
provinces; 4) the provinces of Mark Antony; 5) Cleopatra’s Egypt; 6) Italy, formal-
ly in the power of the Senate; 7) client kingdoms (e.g. Thrace). Of course, it is
impossible to compare these often-ephemeral political units with the kingdoms
of the Middle Kingdom of the warring states, but the common feature of both
King Zheng and the Julian family were claims to divine origin. Caesar derived
his lineage from Julius, son of Aeneas and the goddess Venus. Zheng was the
36" or the 38" King of Qin. The first King, Feizi, died in 858 BCE and ruled
much later than founders of Zhou. Nevertheless, the royal family considered
Niixiii to be their first ancestor; she, the granddaughter of Zhuan Xu, was
thought to have become pregnant with Ye the Great, after eating a swallow’s egg.

The rulers of the Zhou dynasty were customarily titled Wdng £, ‘king’, even
though they also used the honorable term Tianzi k¥, ‘Son of Heaven’, which no
other kings in the Middle Kingdom had done in that time. Nevertheless, when
King Zheng created a new title in 221, he no longer satisfied himself with the
title of king, but included the word hudng & in the scope of his title. Today,
these words sound different, but if we look at the etymology of the character
£, we see that it is a phono-semantic compound (OC *g“a:p): F (bdi, bé,
‘flame’) + £ (OC *c"an, *G"ans).>* Thus, the character £ is a combination of
two words, of which, according to the traditionally accepted explanation, the
first 4 gives a semantic component, and the second T only a phonetic compo-
nent. It is not without reason that the reconstructed Old Chinese pronunciation
of both characters differs only in the length of the vowel & (OC * g*a:y), L (OC *
G"an, * cVans).>* It seems, however, that reducing the element T to a phonetic
component only, in a similar way as with the character 42, ‘bright, brilliant’ (OC *
g“amn): semantic hud ‘X, ‘fire’, + phonetic & (OC * g¥am), is a misunderstanding.
In fact, the etymology of ‘flame’ proposed for [ is only one of the possible

33 Baxter/Sagart (2014).
34 Cf. The alternation of *-@- and *-j- as morphological infix: 5 huang < hwang < *wan, ‘august,
stately’ and wang < hjwang < *w-j-an, ‘king’. Baxter/Sagart (1997) 61.
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meanings, quite rare, derived semantically from the character #%. Actually, the
basic meanings for 7 include ‘white, clear, pure, blank, bright’, and it therefore
carries the figurative meaning of ‘eminent, prominent’. Thus, it can be assumed
that & is not an entirely new word, and is only phonetically related to wang. Cer-
tainly, their shared reference to the category of a ruler was not without impact
here, but it is simply a modification of the word king, a phonetic modification.*
The lengthening of the syllabic vowel in Old Chinese could take a morphological
character, and thus a graphic modification evoked the irresistible association
with ‘white king, pure king, bright king’.

The probability of such an assumption is indicated not only by the recon-
structed pronunciation of both characters — to which one can always object —
but also to the dialectal and foreign pronunciation of both characters as record-
ed today:

S &2
0oC: *6"an *g“am,
MC: fiven Awany
Mandarin: wang huang
Hakka Sixian: vong fong
Hakka Meixian: vong2 fong2
Min Dong Fuzhou:  udng huong
Min Nan Hokkien:  éng hong
Japanese Kanoon: 0 (wau) ko (Kwau)
Vietnamese: vuong hoang, huynh
Korean: <+ wang Zhwang (% wang to be solemn)
Cantonese Standard: wong4 wong4
Min Nan Teochew:  uang5 / héng5 uang5s / huangs
Wu Shanghainese:  hhuaan (T3) hhuaan (T3)
Japanese Goon: 0 (wau) o (wau)
Zhuang: vuengz vuengz

Accordingly, the character & would not be a phono-semantic compound (&%),
but a compound ideograph (& &). Synonyms of Huangdi %2 #7such as Diwdng 7
F, Rénwang \F, Tianwang K F, and Dawdng "k F, an exact equivalent of the
Indian maharaja or the Greek megas basileus, speak to this possibility.

35 Schuessler (2007) 285: uncertain etymology, possibly originally meaning ‘royal’ (derived
from ‘royal palace’), belonging to the Austro-Asiatic etyma *wan under —> ying4 . Tai luan
‘royal’ is a loanword from Khmer (h)Iu:am, ‘king, royal’. Bodman (1980) 107 connects huang
with —> wang2 T ‘king’ (Schuessler p. 507-508). This word may early have converged with —
> huang2 & ‘brilliant’.
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Therefore, it can be concluded that in the history of humankind title of the
Roman Emperor (Imperator Caesar Augustus) is unique. It originated in the re-
publican milieu ideologically hostile to kingship, even if the republic was
ruled by a de facto monarch. As for the title of the supreme ruler, it can be com-
pared only with the Muslim title Khalifat Rasul Allah, which originated from
ideas of theocracy. In other cultures and civilisations, the designations for uni-
versal rulers always consist of the word ‘king’, even if those were called ’emper-
ors’ in the European tradition. Also the Chinese title Huangdi was not originated
without ties to the idea of kingship as the supreme leaders of the community.



Sung-Won Lee
The Character and Heritage of the Qin-Han
Empire

1 Concepts of Empire

In the 21% century, long after the 19®-century era of ‘imperialism’, discourse
about ‘empire’ has again attracted attention. Hobsbawm re-examined an inte-
grated Western modern history centered on Britain and France while critically
developing Lenin’s perspective.! What sparked interest in recent years was the
hegemony of the United States in the 20" century and the growth of China,
which emerged as a major factor in the 21 century. Niall Ferguson has been
the most active in raising concerns about the Chinese Empire in recent years,’
while Amy Chua makes predications about the new era of the Chinese Empire
by illuminating the history of imperial China.> In other words, the world is
now accepting a new era of Chinese empire as a reality and is also re-examining
the history of the Chinese imperial past. In these contexts, what is empire and
what is its meaning, and what does the emergence of the Chinese Empire
mean for East Asian history?

Since the beginning of human history, numerous ethnic groups, nations, and
various historical bodies have risen and fallen, but ‘the real imperial empire’ has
been a very limited phenomenon. Nevertheless, the term empire has become an
idiom and a rhetorical tool, and we are living in an age of excess regarding the
concept of empire. However, the concept is ambiguous, and there exists no con-
sensus about the process of establishing an empire. For example, consider the
following definition:

Empire is a political system that governs and controls other peoples. Some empires have
formal governance, and some are based on informal influence. Some empires are formed
and maintained by force, some are formed by attracting followers with economic interests
such as trade, and some are formed by the attraction of culture. In addition, there are cases
in which the empire directly expands politically, economically, and militarily. In contrast,
there are cases in which the formation and expansion of empires are made by the ‘invita-
tion’ of followers. Therefore, some of the empire’s actions toward the inside and outside of

1 Hobsbawm (1989).
2 Ferguson (2004a); Ferguson (2004b).
3 Chua (2009).

8 OpenAccess. © 2022 the Author(s), published by De Gruyter. This work is licensed under the
Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License. https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110731590-003
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the empire are imperialistic, which governs and expands with coercion, and some are im-
perial based on consensus within the empire.*

However, the definition seems less problematic. Wikipedia defines ‘empire’ as “a
sovereign state ... whose head of state is an emperor.” In Western Europe, Octa-
vian (63 BCE-14 CE) was called Augustus, ‘the Dignified’, by the Senate in 27
BCE, and it is a fact that Rome became an empire. More precisely, when he be-
came the Imperator Caesar Divi Filius Augustus, Rome, ruled by the imperator
(derived from the Latin word imperium, meaning ‘military command’), soon be-
came an empire. East Asia is also very similar in that respect. Qin Z&, one of the
nations of the Warring States period, unified the world in 221 BCE, and Qin be-
came an empire when King Ying Zheng /¥ (259 - 210 BCE) took over as a new
monarch with a title suitable to his feat, namely Shi Huangdi % 2% (‘the First
Emperor’). However, aside from the Emperor or the Imperator, or the Sultan or
the Caliph, the monarchs are only a part of the character of the empire, not
the essence of empire itself. What are the conditions and factors of empire?
What conditions and historical elements of empire did Qin and Han # seek to
develop or continue? And, finally, what is an empire?

Of course, there are many ways of understanding and approaching the era of
Qin-Han as a kind of dynastic history.” But from early on, the era of Qin-Han was
mostly understood as a shift into a new paradigm called the history of ‘empire’.
However, as mentioned above, it is necessary to examine further whether or not
the East Asian empire with the ‘emperor-ruling system’ maintained the universal-
ity consistent with the essence of the empire.

4 See Encyclopedia of Political Sciences 2002, s.v. “Empire, A=, #7[5”

5 Ebrey (1993) part II, “The Qin and Han Dynasties”; Idema/Ziircher (1990); Sullivan (1999)
chapter 5, “The Qin and Han Dynasties”. Of course, just because the term ‘Dynasty’ is used, it
cannot be asserted that the authors intentionally excluded ‘Empire’ or the ‘Imperial’.

6 For example, HUiwe R, [HEEARD g & BIS: 288 B AR O 4 & 2Rt ] (5030
&, 1960); VUlgEE, [HEGEAHE O & iG] (a8 hiRke, 1961); FIK, [FEwy
] GERRAL, 1997); AKIERE, [ PEART ORI (AR IS, 1965); =igTieE, 4R
WD) (B1ICAL, 1969); UFAERER], [ ZREEa B TT] (RAetL, 1978); ZEmiEE, [Pl
A B S AT (W, 1997); ZEdon,  [EEWE O s & RIS ] (0Gh EHBE, 2000);
WA, [CHETHOERR] (&E R KA, 2010); B, [RHEBIO KK L ]
(7 2B, 2013); Shaughnessy (2000); Loewe (2006); Lewis (2007); Yates/Barbieri-Low (2015).
Also M.E. Lewis posits that “From a Western point of view, the entire historical process of

5 9

China itself is equal to the concept of ‘empire’.
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1.1 The Factors of Empire

The most important factor raised when discussing the nature of empire is inte-
gration. It is said that an empire is a system that emerges through the political
integration of various neighboring countries, nations, or peoples, rather than a
domain of attribution like the Persian empire, Roman empire, and Mongol em-
pire, etc. ‘Political integration’ in this context refers to a system that has been
newly expanded and created within a process of physical conflict including
war or conquest and subjugation. In this respect, Qin’s unification of the East
Asian world was the most typical political unity of conquest and subjugation,
as can be clearly seen from the following report posted by the prime minister,
Li Si Z=41f, to the emperor.

Once upon a time, the distance of the land of the legendary Five Kings was only a thousand
miles in all directions, and even the heavenly ruler could not control the princes outside it.
Now, your Majesty raised up a military force to defeat the remaining enemies and calm the
world, and the world became a district [#] or a prefecture [55], and all laws were unified as
one. This is a feat that has never existed since history began, and it was not accomplished
by the legendary Five Kings.’

At first glance, this quote appears to describe the product of the war of conquest
of about 10 years of Qin’s King, Ying Zheng. But in fact, this was the result of the
gradual integration process during the Spring and Autumn and Warring States
period, as it were, a season which spanned about 500 years.

The second factor to be considered is the spatiality or size of an empire. The
physical result of political unity is the vast territory of an empire. Of course, there
is no absolute criterion: the vastness of an empire need not be more than a few
million square kilometers. However, the vastness of the integration of multiple
territorial states beyond one territorial state is an essential factor of empire.
The most typical example in this regard can be found in the Mongolian Empire,
which once expanded its territory to 33 million km”’. Yet, according to the stan-
dard of territorial extent, a great empire encompassing East and West emerged
as early as the second half of the 4™ century BCE. Through a 10-year expedition,
the young king Alexander (356 —323 BCE) united the territory of about 5.2 million
km? from east to west from the Balkans to the Nile, from the Anatolian Peninsula
to Persia, and beyond the Hindu Kush Mountains to the Punjabi region of India.
His homeland, Macedonia, must then be considered a great empire that was un-

7 [9RC] , &6, BIEAL, “HH LAHT T, AR ol s, K Agedil. 5
P B S, RRGRI, PR KR, RIS, 5 &, B L LURREA, WAL
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usual for its time. Furthermore, in his realm, many peoples and cultures were
fused, leaving the great legacy of Hellenism. On the other hand, however,
many researchers do not consider Alexander’s ‘empire’ as such, and the reason
for this is clear. It is because the empire after the death of the young king, who
was so successful but died young, was brutally divided up already 10 years after
its appearance. Alexander’s Macedonia has appeared to some like an imperial
pavilion upon unsustainable sand.®

In comparison, the fact that the territory that Qin united was about 3 million
km?? and that the largest territorial scope of the Han Empire reached 6.5 million
km?,'° suggests that it was not lacking in spatiality as an empire. However, in the
case of Qin, despite this feat, Jia Yi & #H criticized his empire, claiming that it
became a joke of history since it collapsed in vain after the death of the First Em-
peror. It seems that he had an early insight into the limitations of Qin’s claim to
empire, perhaps reminiscent of the difficulties of Alexander’s empire.*

The third issue integral to the considerations discussed above is the tempo-
ral persistence or durability of a true empire. There is no absolute criterion mark-
ing an empire’s continuity, such as that it must last more than a few generations
or decades. In this respect, the Roman Empire, called the “millennial empire”,
was the longest and most robustly grown empire. It was a empire that began
as a tribal state in Etruria, in the northwestern part of the Italian peninsula,
around the 6™ century BCE and continued to evolve itself through a thousand
years of monarchy, republic, and finally imperialism. Indeed, Rome was an em-
pire that was not built in a day but was not easily collapsed for that reason.
Measured against Rome, like Alexander’s empire, the Qin Empire faced obvious
limits in durability and may not be called an empire in the true sense. However,
as will be discussed later, it is worth noting that today researchers study the Han
Empire, the longest dynasty in the history of China and the completion of the an-
cient empire, on a continuum with the Qin."

The fourth factor of empire is centralization. An entity cannot be called an
empire unless the human and material resources within the empire are centrally
controlled and power concentrated in the emperor. No matter how vast the ter-

8 Grainger (2007). This study noted Alexander’s failure to train a successor and the incompe-
tence of his successors.

9 Taagepera (1979).

10 Turchin et al. (2006).

11 [HEC], 130, KEABE, NG RE, BR RS, —REHRM-CRkE, SEANTRR TR
&, AL AZRE AN ST 2 B SR A

12 Scheidel (2009). This study compared the Roman Empire and the Qin-Han Empire under var-
ious categories such as politics, economy, military, and society.
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ritory, if it is divided and ruled by royal families, vassals, and bureaucrats, it is
not an empire but a feudal system. It is clear that the District-Prefecture 54 sys-
tem, which Qin firstly implemented throughout the territory of his empire, was
such a drastic turn of centralization. The centralized District-Prefecture system
was the most important system of the emperor’s rule, and the most important
legacy of the empire. Successive Chinese dynasties inherited it over more than
2,000 years until the Qing Dynasty.

The last important factor of the empire is the system that keeps the empire
sustainable. The core of a vast empire’s ability to last for a certain period of time
exists within the system built by that empire. In many respects, such as politics,
economy, military, administration, and culture, the system varied in each period
and for each empire, but it was clear that only the empire which built such a sys-
tem could persist. In this respect, too, the Roman Empire was typical. Powerful
corps trained as elite soldiers, a provincial system that flexibly operated central-
ization and decentralization, rational and universal Roman law, magnificent civil
engineering constructions such as cities, public facilities, roads, squares, water-
works, etc., which were built by Rome’s expansion, and the Christian tradition
that embraced aspects of pagan religion all contributed to the Roman Empire’s
systematicity. Indeed, Rome used a variety of systems. Although somewhat dif-
ferent from the Roman Empire, the important reason to view the Qin-Han Empire
as a continuous empire is that the blueprint of the imperial system envisioned by
the First Emperor of Qin was intact in the Han Empire. In other words, the empire
built the necessary system in order to effectively govern a vast population and
diverse cultures within its vast territory from a center for a considerable period
of time. In this respect, the Qin empire illustrates how empire is a product of
the evolutionary process of history.

1.2 The Features of Empire

There are some common features of the great empires that may be discussed
from the factors that make up the ideal empire. First of all, the empires of one
era were generally advanced civilizations that dominated the historical political
bodies that existed in the contemporary era. Ancient Persia, Rome, and the
Qin-Han Empires, the medieval Islamic and Tang J# Empires, the early modern
Mongol and Ottoman Empires, and the modern British Empire were more ad-
vanced than any civilizations of their respective times. The Qin-Han Empire,
along with the contemporary Roman Empire, was in its time the most over-
whelming advanced civilization on the Afro-Eurasia continent. At that time,
the Qin Empire had a population of about 20 million, and the Han Empire
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had a population of about 58 million."” The two empires were the world’s largest
population centers. Of course, population may not guarantee all of an empire’s
advanced nature, but in terms of ‘economy of scale’, the size of the labor force
was an absolute part of the empire’s productive force. Applying today’s concept
of GDP, China was a region that exceeded 25 % of the world’s productive power in
the period between the 2 century BCE to the 2" century CE. It was the center of
an economy that boasted the largest productive power in the ancient world, ex-
cept for India. Especially important here is the fact that population and econom-
ic power absolutely affect military power.'

The most notable advancement of the Qin-Han Empire was its highly elab-
orate political system. The Transformative Innovation %7k implemented by
the nations of the Warring States period, which worked to promote the power
of wealthy nations, comprehensively changed the existing social system, which
was based on the clan system and the town & system. The main contents of
the innovation were the carrying out of a clear census, accurate land surveys,
securing cultivated land through wasteland development, fair land distribution,
taxation, labor service, and military service collections. Through this innovation,
the state organized farmers from large families into small-scale peasant units
based on five people and established a national system to take care of both ag-
ricultural production and military service.” The legal system was reorganized to
provide a basis for such a series of policies, the high-level bureaucratic system
was established as the subject of policy promotion, and a sophisticated docu-
ment administration and postal system were implemented.'® At this time,

13 Durand (1960).

14 See ‘Statistics on World Population, GDP and Per Capita GDP, 1-2008 AD’, copyright Angus
Maddison, University of Groningen. Of course, there are considerable objections to this. It is said
that the economic indicators of the pre-modern era and the post-industrial era cannot be com-
pared equally, and the analysis centering on the size of the population is problematic. China in
the 1820s, which had a population exceeding 400 million, was analyzed to be close to 40% of
the world’s GDP. In other words, after the Opium War there was a great gap between the poten-
tiality and the reality of China, which was thoroughly defeated by the British and European pow-
ers. However, there is also an argument that in the pre-modern era, centered on the primary in-
dustry, where accurate GDP measurement is not possible, the size of the population is the most
important indicator in making these measurements.

15 FRIERF, TP 7FIR] (BeaShimtt, 1990); Zeplt,  TrhBEE AT BORRSL SRR AT ) (— i,
1997).

16 B4, [CHETBOENE] (252K RE, 2010).
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China was transforming into one of the most efficient and controlled political
and social systems in history."”

Not all empires were so, but as a rule, the greater the empire in history the
more open and inclusive it was. Since an empire by definition integrated various
religions, races, ethnicities, cultures, and languages, conflict and clash, harmony
and inclusion intersected, seeking equilibrium. For example, the Qin-Han Em-
pire was by no means an ‘Open Empire’.’® For a long time, China has been a
closed society, and the Qin Empire was no exception. However, the Han Empire
became a relatively open empire by actively securing east-west trade routes and
participating in intermediary trade after Zhang Qian 5k % was dispatched to the
western world by the Emperor Wu i#{#7. Because of this, the Qin-Han Empire was
not a ‘Closed Empire’.’* The Tang Empire in the Middle Ages was inclusive
enough to count as an ‘Open Empire’, and its capital Chang-an %, along
with Constantinople and Baghdad, was a center of civilization in the Middle
Ages, much like Persepolis and Rome in the ancient world. The Mongolian em-
pire expanded the horizons of world history in the 13® century, embracing multi-
culturalism within its imperial bounds and advocating multi-ethnicity.?® More
than ever during the Mongol Empire, more objects, envoys, pilgrims and travel-
ers traveled and experienced Afro-Eurasia under the auspices of an open em-
pire.?* The more politically inclusive and culturally generous empires left a
great legacy to humanity.

The last characteristic of an empire was that it served as a kind of hub of civ-
ilization that conveyed its heritage to future generations by integrating diverse
cultures beyond time and space, recreating a new civilization. For example, as
the Roman Empire grew, ancient Greek culture, the Oriental traditions of
Egypt and Mesopotamia, Alexander’s heritage of Hellenism, and eventually
Christianity coalesced to create and perpetuate a Roman civilization. The
Roman Empire became the hub of Western civilization, and it has been fully in-
herited as a European heritage from ancient times to the present day.

17 Fukuyama (2011). Here, Fukuyama insists that Qin was “the first modern state” in history,
and of course there may be controversy over its “modern” nature. However, he presents it
based on Qin’s political organization, legal system, economic power, and social liquidity for
its time, operating from a political engineering perspective.

18 Hansen (2015) emphasized the openness of Chinese history. However, there may be different
opinions on whether China was basically open until the 1600s. In fact, China’s history has wit-
nessed periods of closedness and openness.

19 Grousset (1968), who actively argued that the source of the prosperity of the Korean Empire
was openness, viewed that openness as the influence of nomads.

20 Kim (2010).

21 Kim (2005).
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The history of the nomadic state has long been mistaken for a history of de-
struction and looting rather than creation and construction. However, the Mon-
golian Empire had a profound influence on the Qing Empire by inheriting and
developing the tradition of the conquest legacy of the Northern Dynasty L&/
in the Middle Ages. On the other hand, the Qing Empire succeeded the Ming Dy-
nasty of the Han Chinese dynasty, but in its internationality and inclusiveness it
outstripped even the Mongolian empire, showing off its world empire.

However, we are well aware throughout the course of history that, as there
cannot be an eternal empire, the Qin-Han empire lost its health and flexibility
when forced to ‘despotic’ domination instead of openness and inclusiveness, re-
sulting in its decline and destruction. Today, Chinese people call their ethnic
identity ‘Han-zuw’ % and define their scripts and languages as ‘Han-zi’ ¥
and ‘Han-yii’ ¥ &%. This clearly suggests a succession consciousness and an iden-
tification between the Chinese and the Han, an ancient empire of 2,000 years
ago. Let us next examine more closely the process of the emergence of the
Qin-Han Empire and what its legacy was.

2 The Heritage of Qin-Han Empire

As mentioned earlier, the Qin and Han represent separate dynasties, but the rea-
son researchers see them as a continuous empire is that, although the Qin dynas-
ty collapsed early, its idea of ancient empire was fully inherited and developed
by the Han Empire. Therefore, here we examine the legacy of empire which had a
profound influence on the history after the Qin-Han Empire. This legacy was
formed within the Qin and Han Empires, or rather from the Qin to the Han.?

2.1 Unification Policies

Empire is maintained as a concrete set of policy and systems, not a product of
ideology and will. In that respect, the nations before Qin did not create an em-
pire, because they could not. Administratively, the core of the unification policy
was the District-Prefecture System mentioned above. After the unification of his
domain, the First Emperor divided his world into thirty-six regional administra-
tive units, Districts, and dispatched District Heads £~ in charge of the admin-

22 Lee (2020). In this book, the significance and legacy of the Qin-Han Empire are summarized
to some extent.
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istration and security of each district. Following that, Prefectures were installed
under the District Heads, and the Prefecture Heads %4> were dispatched to be in
charge. Excluding the period of division after the Qin-Han Empire, successive dy-
nasties basically maintained this centralized administrative system until 1911. In
other words, after the Qin-Han Empire, Chinese history did not return to the feu-
dal system again.

After the establishment of the empire, the First Emperor distributed equal
land allotments to farmers based on equivalent labor forces. In addition, fair
taxes, labor, and military service were required. The goods and currency distrib-
uted by merchants had to be standardized, and the standards and standard
weight of goods made by the engineers had to be constant. The prerequisites
for all other systems was the same standard of weights and measures. For this
reason, the First Emperor unified the measuresments and money. The emperor
even unified the width of the wagon wheel, which seems to have been closely
related to the maintenance of roads.

The First Emperor is famous for standardising the script, but in fact, the
script of each country were not completely different even during the Warring
States period. However, the typeface varied among the nations. It has been wide-
ly thought that Chinese typeface was made uniform after the First Emperor, but
the typefaces of the characters engraved on the relics of the First Emperor period
were themselves diverse. However, with the recent discovery of a large number of
administrative documents from the Qin-Han era, researchers are paying closer
attention to the document administration of the Empire. Since the 1970s, a
large collection of documents made of bamboo or wood strips has been excavat-
ed in the bordered areas of the Qin-Han Empire, and administrative documents
that made up a large number of these illustrations show how the empire’s rule
was codified through the administration of documents.?® For example, in 2001, a
large number of wood strips were excavated from an old well in Liye H Hf town,
Hunan Province, China, totaling about 38,000 pieces. Analysis of the contents
revealed that these belonged to an administrative document written in the Qian-
ling i& Prefecture, a member of the Dongting il i District, on the southern bor-
der of the Qin Empire. When ordered by the emperor, documents were handed
over to each District, and the documents were handed down from District to Pre-
fecture, from Prefecture to town (%5, Xiang), and from town to village (‘f, Li) in a
relay. Vice-versa, documents written in Li were passed up to Xiang, Prefecture,
District, and the emperor sequentially. The massive wooden strips found in
Liye were part of administrative documents received by Qianling Prefecture

23 R, [EAQESCGEHIE] (EIUE0E 1AL, 1999).
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over 15 years of the Qin Empire. In the process of switching from Qin to Han, it
seems that the Qianling Prefecture discarded administrative documents in the
well. Researchers remain astonished by the massive scale of some of the admin-
istrative documents.**

Although the letters and fonts were different in various regions, at least the
formation of official documents had to be standardised in order for the empire’s
documentary administration to operate. As we have seen in the paragraph
above, the essence of the First Emperor’s policy for standardisation of the script
was the unification of this document administration. In the end, that turned out
to be one of the key systems for maintaining the empire. While document admin-
istration was the lifeblood of maintaining the empire, improved road networks
and postal systems were the vessels of the empire.

It is well known that Qin dynasty successfully enforced the Transformative
Innovation based on the Legalist ideology from the middle of the 4™ century
BC, and that the First Emperor admired the Legalist ideology. Recently, as docu-
ments containing the contents of the laws of the Qin Empire have been unearth-
ed, it has been revealed that Qin ruled the country with strict laws.?” On the other
hand, it is known that the Han Empire ruled the country based on the Confucian
ideology. However, in 1983, about 1,100 bamboo strips were found in the town of
Zhangjiashan 5k 1l1in the Hubei Province, China, which contained early laws of
the Han Empire.?® Surprisingly, the laws of the Han Empire coincided almost per-
fectly with the laws of the Qin Dynasty enacted during the First Emperor’s Peri-
od. This means that Han basically inherited Qin’s system.” While the empire was
stabilized during the period of the Emperor Wu, the sixth emperor of the Han

24 The main reports and comments on Liye wood strips are as follows. I 7 44 SCA 4R 25 B 70 i
- WIS LSRR T IR BRSO B - BRSO B R TR BR L R MR- Ao — SR

A ( [30m] 2003-1); WIFAE SCWE SIS M, THEEREBEmRYE]  (BEEL,

2006);  TERHERE Y - BRGSO T B EER I - 2 A5 BRSO A B PR TR i ER S

] (B2, 2009); Biff, [HUHBZEMMEARE] H— B CE ML, 2012)

25 Data and major researches on the Qin Empire law are as follows. Ml j th=% 277 i #H /N,
[HEEHZEEETI ] COVIRIRAL, 2000); REENS, [Z8EEHI R ORIT] (IS0, 1982); SeAmi,
[ESRIZE RS ] COEhAL, 1994); HIEAR 4 TR B OS] RN SCR

WESLHT, 1996); LHE G, [MEEHIZEN & 0 & 5 2 BROBIK L4b&] (BI3CAL, 1997).

26 Data and major researches on the Hin Empire law are as follows. 5% 5% 111 — U155 78 577

BN, DREF DEZTE(CPY-ESEE) ] Com i, 2001); RALW, THRFER [ 43

4] JR) GLERHE SRR B RRAL, 2005); BAE A, [VERESRE L —D-Gokss th L3R4 Ot

Ful (NAENE, 2006); &EHE, [TRF VER (ZE#E) 7T (S R, 2006).

27 The studies that have comprehensively compared and analyzed the Qin-Han law are as fol-

lows. &2, [ZRENEHIELOMIC] (R4, 1998); Bimm, [RERLSHIL] (BhE

B, 2010); SR/UAE, [ZREEEASERHANIGR] (g RHR SR IR AL, 2012).
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Empire, Confucianism was expressed as the basic ideology of education and gov-
ernance.”® But within this system, the Han Empire still relied on elaborate laws.
Researchers describe this mode of governance in the ancient empire as ‘outward
Confucianism, inward Legalism.’ In this respect, the Han Empire upgraded the
system of imperial governance by taking advantage of refined Confucian thought
while still adopting Qin’s laws. In this way a form of government has been hand-
ed down through the successive dynasties of China for over 2,000 years.

2.2 The Great Wall and empire realm

If you look at the history of China, it is easy to see that building fortresses exists
in the cultural DNA of the Chinese people. Since the end of the Neolithic period,
China built walls around villages to prevent external threats and to distinguish
the worlds outside and inside villages. The people of the Shang i Dynasty de-
scribed a city surrounded by a wall as a Yi . Inside was a world of humans and
civilizations, outside a world of barbarians and violence. This is similar to the
ancient Greek and Roman tradition of dividing the inside and outside of the
polis into the worlds of civitates and barbari. As the country developed and
the population increased, the size of the wall naturally became huge, and in
the late Warring States period the northern countries built a huge wall to the
north to prevent the rapidly growing nomadic state of the Xiongnu %)% (prob-
ably the origin of the Huns). Therefore, it was a natural process for China, as a
country of agricultural settlers, to erect the Great Wall. Nevertheless, the size of
empire at this time was unprecedented up to that point in history.>® The First Em-
peror ordered that the walls of the Warring States, which were built in the border
area, should be expanded and supplemented, creating the Great Wall of the Em-
pire. In this way, a whopping 6,500 km long wall was built during the First Em-
peror’s era. In general, it is said that the Great Wall was built for military and
administrative purposes, but the Great Wall was also an ecological boundary
line built almost exactly along the boundary between agricultural and nomadic
societies. It is an artificial structure that embodies the spatial identity of the Chi-
nese civilization. The Great Wall was the result of thousands of years of develop-
ment in mainland China, an area called ‘Inner Land’ i, resulting in an ‘em-
pire’.

28 &, [ZREBE SR (HASRMIRELE, 1960); R\, HFEZHURL O] Ca
W, 1995)
29 @i, [¥KBZRINALEHT ] (LS H A, 1990).
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A new turning point in the history of the Great Wall was more dramatic dur-
ing the Han Empire. Emperor Wu confronted Xiongnu on the one hand by dis-
patching Zhang Qian to the West to make full use of diplomatic tactics, and
on the other hand he conquered Xiongnu militarily. In the process, the empire
came to affirm the reality of East-West trade on the Eurasian continent’s oasis
route (the so-called ‘Silk Road’). The Emperor Wu set up four Districts in the
Gobi Desert on the west side of the Yellow River to dispatch the population,
and a new Great Wall was built up to the western end of Dunhuang.® For the
first time in Chinese history, the ‘western regions’ #I were incorporated into
the empire, which became an important precedent for the empire’s expansion.
Of course, this remote land was not always incorporated into the territory of
the empire in later history. However, it became an important turning point in
the realm of the empire, and during the period of the Mongol Empire in the
13" century, the realm of the Chinese empire once again underwent a turn.
The reason why the area is not abstract but concrete is that the Great Wall re-
mains solid to this day, and successive dynasties contracted and reconstructed
the Great Wall up to the Ming Dynasty.>

In addition to the spatial heritage of the Qin-Han Empire, the historical per-
spective centered on the Guanzhong [# ' area was fixed. The Changan % %, the
capitals of the Qin-Han Empire, are all near Xi’an, and these regions are today
the central region of Shaanxi Province in China, the so-called Guanzhong
area.”? This area was rich in natural products and like a fortress of heaven,
and it was an area where the capital of the empire could be located. Therefore,
the capital of successive dynasties was established before the Song Dynasty.
After the Song Dynasty, the capital of the successive dynasties was located in
the North China region, south of the Great Wall; except for Nanjing, the capital
of the early Ming dynasty, both Kaifeng and Beijing were located in the Yellow
River basin. As such, the development of an imperial history centered on the
Guanzhong or North China became a legacy of the Qin-Han Empire.

30 £, [ZREACEEF] (h3rh MR HpitL, 1994).

31 IREES, [RIWMOPBBIL] GEREEDE, 2004).

32 EEE, [RAHEG) (WP A R, 1985); K, [RFSHET) (S% ML, 1999); B
WA, [RFBEOEREHIR] |, Fa% [REGWOT 7> BIBEK - 26555, [ERX
W ok, 2003).
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2.3 Cultural Hub

As mentioned earlier, the great empire has always served as a cultural hub from
the perspective of civilization history. The empire developed through the conver-
gence of previous cultures and then left a distinct legacy for later eras, allowing
later historical bodies to have a sense of succession. In this respect, the Qin-Han
Empire faithfully served as the hub of civilization. In the previous section, we
looked at the standardisation of letters, documents, and laws during the Qin Em-
pire period. It was also noted that the Han empire reorganized the idea of Con-
fucianism as a national philosophy. One very important feature of this involved
selecting the main scriptures of Confucianism as the text of national education.
This text was expanded to the Three Scriptures, the Five Scriptures, and the Thir-
teen Scriptures, and became a classic for intellectuals until modern times. The
Hundred Schools of Thought in the Spring and Autumn Warring States period
was also organized and compiled by each school in the Han Dynasty, becoming
an important classic in East Asia.

The compilation of history books was also very important. Sima Qian ][5
i, who was in charge of historiography during the period of the Han Emperor
Wu, compiled a great history book, Records of the Grand Historian 3t by or-
ganizing the history of ancient times. Prior to that, each country had its own his-
tory books, but this history book was the first official history compiled after the
emergence of the empire. It was a great history book, so the standard was pre-
sented in the later history books.? Official history books compiled by successive
dynasties until the Qing Dynasty have been gathered to create a twenty-five part
history. In general, Chinese intellectual history is referred to as the culture of
‘Scripture and History’ #¢ 5. There are two axes that make up the culture of in-
tellectuals, one of which is comprised of the scriptures, Confucian documents
containing saints’ philosophical thoughts and wisdom. The other is made up
of history books, which record many people and events in history, conveying
their experiences and lessons. An important opportunity for history to become
an axis of knowledge was when Sima Qian compiled Records of the Grand His-
torian. Although he did not use the expression of ‘empire’ in the modern
sense, it was clear that at that time the Han Emperor Wu era was recognized
as the having achieved the culmination of civilization due to his accumulation
of ancient history. His perception of history was also an important motive for
writing the book. He made it clear that the central area of China’s history was
the Guanzhong area in the Yellow River Basin, and clearly recorded that Chinese

33 mliiE, [EieiEs ] CREWE, 1979); FERE, [RIBIEOMI] (5 EE, 1997).
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history had been transformed into a new era after the First Emperor established
the Empire. Today we refer to the same people under the rubric of “China”,
which originated from Qin (Ch’in), and China’s inhabitants express their own cul-
tural identity in Han Chinese, Han Character, Han Languages, etc. Is there a
greater legacy than this?

2.4 Historical experience of empire

The last legacy of an empire is historical experience. Experience is somewhat ab-
stract, but it may be more important than the aspects of legacy mentioned ear-
lier, and perhaps it is the synthesis of all of it. Whether by chance or inevitably,
Qin dynasty unified the world and established an empire. Given the centuries-
old feudal system, the emergence of an empire could have been an accident.
In fact, the Han Empire collapsed in just 15 years. However, those 15 years wit-
nessed fundamental historical changes and left an indelible imprint on Chinese
history.

Although there was some confusion in the early days of the Han Dynasty, the
Han Dynasty re-established the empire by choosing the First Emperor’s laws and
the centralized District and Prefecture system. And over 400 years, the Han Dy-
nasty completed an ancient empire. How did the Han Dynasty and successive dy-
nasties establish an empire, even though there were divisions in its midst? This is
not easy to explain.

An empire in a people’s past does not guarantee a return to empire. After the
Roman Empire, Europe contained many peoples who were oriented towards
building an empire, but realizing this ideal was by no means an easy task. It
was increasingly difficult to unite and maintain China’s growing territory into
a single empire. As a result, divisions were repeated, but in the end, successive
dynasties would re-establish a unified empire. They regarded the history of unity,
the history of the empire, an irreversible ‘justice’ because of ‘the history they ex-
perienced’. In other words, imperial history itself as experienced by China may
be its greatest legacy.*

34 Lee (2020).



Juping Yang

Co-existence of the Four Empires and the
Emergence of the Maritime Silk Road: An
Introduction

Around the beginning of Christian era, a new political framework appeared in
Eurasia. From west to east, four empires existed side by side at that time:
Rome, Parthia, Kushan, and Eastern Han-China. At about the same time a com-
mercial sea route from the Mediterranean to India also emerged. Over the follow-
ing two centuries it gradually reached the South China Sea. Meanwhile, Chinese
merchants also arrived on the east coast of India by sea and land, reaching even
southernmost Sri Lanka. This was the so-called Maritime Silk Road. Numerous
works have been published about it, including the history of the discovery
and use of the monsoon season, important ports, and different kinds of products
that were exchanged via this trade route. Debate about its origin in China centers
on a series of coastal cities: Hepu A, Guangzhou /| (namely Pan Yu [ H]),
Quanzhou £/, and even some on the Peninsula of Shandong. Few scholars,
however, have focused on how this route emerged within the context of the
four empires listed above. This paper attempts to resolve this problem by exam-
ining literary sources in Chinese, Greek, and Latin alongside archaeological evi-
dence.

1 The political situation of Eurasia and the
extension of the Oasis Silk Road by the early
first century CE

The Maritime Silk Road was a major branch of the Silk Road. The conquests of
Alexander the Great not only inaugurated the Hellenistic Period, but also opened
up a new era in the history of civilization: the age of empires. Prior to Alexand-
er’s anabasis, a transcontinental empire had been established by the Persians.
However, in the aftermath of Alexander’s campaigns, a series empires appeared,

Note: This article is one of a series of results emerging from the key project sponsored by the
National Foundation for Social Science of China: Hellenistic Civilization and the Silk Road
(15ZDB059). Many thanks to Professor Jeffrey D. Lerner for his generous help in its modification.

8 OpenAccess. © 2022 the Author(s), published by De Gruyter. This work is licensed under the
Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License. https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110731590-004
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including the Seleucid Empire founded by one of his successors, Seleucus I, in c.
312 BCE, the Parthian empire, which separated from it c. 247 BCE, the Kushan
Empire established in the mid-first century CE in Central Asia and India by a
nomad confederation from northwest of China, the Han Empire in 206 BCE in
China, and the Roman Empire founded in 27 BCE and centered in the Mediterra-
nean.

Before Alexander’s campaigns, direct contact between the civilizations of
the Mediterranean and East Asia had not been formally established. For exam-
ple, the Greeks knew nothing of China, and vice versa. It was only as a result
of Alexander’s conquests and the formation of his empire that regular contact
between these ancient civilizations was finally realized. In 128 BCE, a Chinese
envoy, Zhang Qian 7K %, arrived in Central Asia where he personally witnessed
the legacies of the Hellenistic world, such as Greek-styled cities, coins, Greek
specialties, and the Greek language. Zhang Qian’s arrival in Central Asia formally
opened the Silk Road from China to the Mediterranean.! From that point onward
contacts and exchanges between the ancient civilizations of Eurasia became
regularized. The main line of the Silk Road linked China and the Mediterranean
world. The southern ports of the Red Sea, Arabian Sea, the Persian Gulf and
India also were joined as a consequence. As early as the time of the Persian Em-
pire, Darius I arranged for a Greek named Scylax to sail down the Indus to search
for its estuary around 510 BCE. He even circumnavigated Arabia and sailed the
Red Sea, where the Phoenicians began their voyage around Libya (Africa).” It was
also from the Indus that Alexander’s navy sailed into the Arabian Sea and Per-
sian Gulf. Therefore, when the Silk Road emerged, it naturally joined a network
of sea routes that had been used since time immemorial. In this way, the sea
routes connecting the Red Sea, Arabia, Persian Gulf, and Indian coasts became
a separate branch of the Silk Road.

In the Christian era, the political situation in Eurasia changed dramatically.
The Hellenistic kingdoms founded by Alexander’s successors had by then com-
pletely disappeared in the eastern Mediterranean and India. Rome had become a
formidable empire in the Mediterranean. Augustus had inaugurated a new age,
the so-called pax Romana. The Euphrates served as Rome’s frontier in the east
opposite the Parthian Empire. Parthia, having spent the last two and a half cen-
turies expanding and consolidating territory, now controlled the whole of the
Iranian plateau, bordered by the Euphrates in the west, the Persian Gulf in
the south, and Aria and Sistan in the east. The Kushan Empire was just begin-

1 For detailed arguments, see Yang (2013).
2 Hdt. 4.44, 4.42.
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ning to be established in the mid-first century CE, with the rivers Amu Darya and
the Indus as its center. The Kushans selectively acculturated legacies of the ear-
lier Greco-Bactrian kingdom, and the small Indo-Greek, Indo-Scythian and the
Indo-Parthian kingdoms.

As for easternmost China, at this point it had just experienced the transition
from the Western (Former) Han (/57X or A¥) to the Eastern (Later) Han (47} or
JGiX) dynasty. After a brief period of chaos, China was undergoing a period of
political transformation. The emperors began trying to recover control of the
Western Regions,® as a consequence of which there would be more contacts be-
tween China and countries in the west. The Han not only wanted direct contacts
with kingdoms like Jibin /& 7%, Wuyishanli {1l %, and Kushan, but was also
eager to establish direct contact with empires further west, such as Anxi %5
(Parthia), Tiaozhi %43 (Syrian Antioch in the Persian Gulf), and Dagin KZ
(Rome).

2 The role played by the four Empires in
creating the Maritime Silk Road

The co-existence of these four large empires led to a temporary cessation of large
wars between them, but this does not imply that they halted all communications
with one another. On the contrary, trade relations between them became increas-
ingly close by way of the Silk Road. A contest of mercantile interests displaced
military confrontation.

2.1 The Roman demand for silk and spice

Before the Silk Road, there was a ‘Spice Road’ that ran between the Mediterra-
nean, the Arabian Peninsula and the Indian sub-continent, mainly through
the sea routes. However, when silk became familiar to the Romans, love for

3 The protector general and the commander of Wuji /¥ 2% ¥, whose duties were to manage the
countries in the Western Regions, were appointed in CE 74 by Han Emperor Mingdi: Fan (1965)
122. In the context of the Han Dynasty, Xiyu PG, ‘the Western Regions’, has two meanings.
One signals the area from Dunhuang (& to Pamir, namely the western part of the modern
Gansu Provence and the Xinjiang Province. This could be called the Chinese Western Region.
The other one stands for the whole area to the west known by China as far as the Mediterranean.
This could be called the Big Western Regions.
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the cloth became a fashion in Roman society. Pliny once complained that “by the
lowest reckoning, India, China and the Arabian Peninsula take from our empire
100 million sesterces every year—that is the sum which our luxuries and our
women cost us.”* In another passage, he mentions the fondness of Roman ma-
trons for Chinese silk to the extent that they shamelessly display their transpar-
ent clothes in public.’ In a meeting of the senate, Tacitus reports that Quintus
Haterius and Octavius Fronto denounced “against the national extravagance.”
They appealed to their countrymen to outlaw “Oriental silks” so that they
“should no longer degrade the male sex.”® In these accounts we find two seem-
ingly contradictory facts. On the one hand, Romans, no matter their gender,
craved Chinese silk, and on the other hand, some conservatives did not like it
because it soiled Roman morality and depleted currency from the Empire. But
there is one problem worthy of mention. In the English translation of the
Latin text, Seres is mistakenly understood and translated as China. Actually,
the Romans in the era of Pliny (23-79 CE) and Tacitus (ca. 56—ca. 120 CE) did
not know the exact location of Seres. What they did know was that Seres was
a place where people produced silk, and was a country north of India, the
land of the Scythians, somewhere in the remote East.” In fact, Seres might
have been a region that served as a commercial nexus between China and
Rome, with Indian or Parthian merchants serving as middlemen in the east-
west exchange. The large quantity of Roman coins mentioned by Pliny could
not all have flowed into China, because all known Roman coins so far unearthed
in excavations in China are Byzantine, dating to the fourth century CE or later.
This implies that there was no direct trade between China and Rome, at least
in the first and second century CE. But, certainly, there were close trade relations
between the Roman Mediterranean and the Indian subcontinent, and even with
the Parthians on the Iranian Plateau. Evidently, the sea route was an important
conduit through which silk and other commodities from India were transported
to Rome. One Chinese historical book states that Dagin (Rome), Anxi (Parthia),
and Tianzhu (India) once traded with each other by sea.® Moreover, in the begin-
ning of first century CE Roman merchants began sailing from the Arabian Pen-
insula to the coast of India when they ‘discovered’ the monsoon (Hippalus).’

4 Plin. HN. 12.41.84.

5 Plin. HN. 6.20.54.

6 Tac. Anm. 2.33.

7 For general descriptions on Seres, see Yule (1915) 183-185, 187-200, 203.

8 Fan (1965) 2919.

9 Generally, its discovery is attributed to a Greek navigator Hippalus in the first century BCE. It
is possible that Indian and Arabian merchants knew it earlier still.
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Strabo states that “since the Romans invaded Arabia Felix,'° the merchants of
Alexandria sailed with fleets by way of the Nile and of the Arabian Gulf (modern
Red Sea) as far as India and that as many as one hundred and twenty vessels
sailed from Myos Hormos to India, whereas under the Ptolemys only very few
ventured to undertake the voyage and to carry on traffic in Indian merchan-
dise.”™ The Periplus of the Erythraean Sea, written by an anonymous Greek in
the mid-first century, describes the voyage from Alexandria via the Nile and
across the desert, then from the Red Sea past the Arabian Peninsula to India.
He also makes mention of numerous coastal ports and the merchandise that
was imported and exported by Roman merchants.*? This indicates that at least
by the first century, Romans had begun directly trading with India by sea. The
author of the Periplus even tells us that Roman merchants arrived on the eastern
coast of India and sailed as far as the estuary of the Ganges. They learned of “a
very great inland city called Thina” beyond Bactria in the far north. They also
knew that it was through Bactria that Chinese silk was transported to Barygaza,*
where they purchased it."* The Chinese work, The History of the Later Han Dynas-
ty, also mentions that Tianzhu had direct communications with Dagin K%
(Rome) and had obtained precious and rare items from Daqin.”® So commercial
exchange between Rome and India is verified independently by Western and
Chinese sources. Classical goblets and glass pots, as well as statues of Athena,
Hermes, Eros, and Serapis-Heracles unearthed in Begram, ancient Alexandria
of Caucasus, and Kapisa, could only have come from the Roman Orient, most
probably from Alexandria in Egypt. It is not coincidental that Gandhara art de-
veloped in the early Kushan period. Its inspiration came partly from Roman art,
brought by Mediterranean merchants. Buddhism reached China during the reign
of Emperor Han Mingdi 7 #7, accompanied by statues of Buddha.'® China had

10 Namely the south of Arabia, invaded by Roman general Aelius Gallus under Augustus’s
order in 26 BCE.

11 Strab. 2.5.12.

12 For the detailed description see Schoff (1912); Casson (1989).

13 Modern Bharuch i ¥ 77, formerly known as Broach, a City at the mouth of the river Narma-
da in Gujarat in western India. In Chinese it was called B#f&N5%¢ by Xuan Zang % 2%, the
transliteration of Bharukacchapa or Bharukaccha in Sanskrit, transliterated in Chinese also as
YRR, §i5 2570, and so on.

14 Casson (1989) 91 n. 64.

15 Fan (1965) 2921.

16 See Fan (1965) 2922; Wei (1974) 3025 - 6. There are detailed descriptions of the early spread of
Buddhism within China in these two books. It is said that Emperor Han Mingdi dreamed of a
golden person and then sent two ministers to India to inquire about Buddhism. In the end,
they brought back the sutras of Buddhism and the statues of Buddha. The Emperor ordered
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some indirect contact with the Roman Empire by the first century CE by way of
maritime exchange.

2.2 The dual role of the Parthians as middlemen on the
Silk Road

The term Seidenstrafle (‘Silk Road’) was coined in 1877 by the German geogra-
pher Ferdinand von Richthofen to refer to the routes from China through Central
Asia to India. Later the term’s meaning was expanded to stand for the routes
from China to the Mediterranean. Silk, while only one of the commodities
(that were) exchanged, has come to embody all the items that were traded.
There is no evidence that any caravan ever traversed the entirety of the overland
passage from the Mediterranean to China and back again. Instead, there were
many smaller trading networks, cities and countries, which collectively gave
rise to von Richthofen’s nomenclature. As a result, the various peoples involved
in this overland commerce can be regarded in their own way as middlemen who
benefited from this system. The Parthian kingdom was one such beneficiary due
to its geopolitical situation between Rome in the west and the Kushan kingdom
in the east.

Parthia was made known to China by the Han envoy, Zhang Qian, during his
visit to the Western Regions. Upon his return to China, he listed Parthia among
the countries that he had visited, calling it Anxi %25 (a transliteration of Iranian
Arshak, the dynastic name of the Parthian Empire, subsequently adopted by all
rulers of the Arsakid dynasties).'” In his report to the Emperor Han Wudi 3R 7,
he noted that the country “is a big country with hundreds cities, and the people
are good at trade. It has its own coins and markets. The merchants used to carry
on long-distance trade by land and water routes.”*® This water route is the Oxus
River, Guishui #47K, mentioned in Shiji. One scholar has even assumed that “for
a period of time the Oxus valley as far east as the site of Kampyr Tepa was in
Parthian hands”."

the image of Buddha to be drawn and worshiped throughout the whole country. Conventionally,
this event is regarded as the beginning of the Buddhism as well as of Gandhara Buddhist Art in
China.

17 On the coins issued by the kings of Parthia, the legends are Hellenicized APXAK or
APZAKOY.

18 Sima (1959) 3162.

19 Rtveladze (2011) 167.
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Around the first century BCE, the Parthian Empire controlled the lands be-
tween Bactria and Mesopotamia. It was during the reign of emperor Han Wudi
(approximately 141- 87 BCE) that Parthia established formal bilateral, diplomatic
relations with China and obtained valuable quantities of silk from Chinese en-
voys and merchants. Due to the lack of firsthand accounts, we know little
about the quantity of silk that was brought to Parthia, or how much it cost, or
even how much the Parthians charged merchants for traveling their roads.
What we know from Chinese records is only that the Parthians obstructed direct
contact between China and Dagin XZ& (Rome) in order to maintain their prof-
it-sharing as an intermediary on the route linking both empires.?® In fact, the real
goal of the Parthians was to monopolize the logistics of the silk trade rather than
block the contact between China and Rome. Of course, the centuries-long hostil-
ities between Parthia and Rome certainly contributed to difficulties between the
two countries, even at times leading to a cessation of all trade between them. For
their part, the Parthians expanded their trading network with Rome and India by
developing maritime commercial routes.?* The Persian Gulf was an ideal loca-
tion. When Gan Ying H 3%, the Chinese envoy appointed by Ban Chao ¥Li#,
the general protector of the Western Regions, arrived in the city of Tiaozhi in
97 CE, he was dissuaded from proceeding further by sea to Dagin by sailors
on Anxi’s western frontier.?? This account is often taken as evidence that Parthia
tried to block direct contact between China and Rome in order to monopolize the
silk trade with China. In point of fact, we do not know the real motivation of
those sailors, whether it was or was not a ruse, but we can be sure that the Par-
thians had financial motivation for wanting to control the silk trade. The fact
they expanded their sphere of influence to include the sea routes in and around
the Indian Ocean indicates the pivotal role that Parthia played in this exchange
network.

2.3 Kushan Empire: a nexus of trade on the Silk Road
The Kushan Empire was an inland state: to the east was China, to the west Par-

thia, and to the north were various nomadic groups. Although it did not control
the region along the coast of India, the central and northern regions of India

20 “HEHEBEM TN, MBS 52 AT, HYOERAE Hik. ” Fan (1965) 2920.
21 KFESg R, REZH Y, FIBE+H%. 2 Fan (1965) 2919. “% 8. K2 N52Z 28 Tl
o, HRE%. ” Fang (1974) 2544.

22 Fan (1965) 2918.
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were under its rule. The southern branches of the Silk Road passed through its
territory. Two important branches ran through the sub-continent. One started in
the Pamirs and extended through the Xuan Du %% valley, and then passed
through Jibin and reached Wuyishanli, marking the endpoint of the southern
Silk Road.” The other began in Bactria, traversed the Hindu Kush and passed
into northwest India and the estuary of the Indus. Commodities from China,
the northern steppe, the Arabian Peninsula and the Mediterranean made their
way through the Kushan Empire. It is through the Kushan Empire that Chinese
silk, furs, and a variety of other products, such as turquoise and lapis lazuli
from Bactria, were exported to the west, while western goods, like wine and
Roman gold and silver coins, were imported to India and accepted by kings
and other elites of the Kushan Empire.?* The large importation of gold coins
from Rome inspired the manufacturing of 