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Abstract: Historical documentation indicates
transportation between the inland and Tibet was an
important issue for the Ming dynasty in its con—
struction of a relationship between the central gov—
ernment and Tibet. While unifying the Qinghai-Ti—
bet Plateau in the early Ming dynasty the imperial
court gradually rebuilt the post road to Tibet. As a
result the northwestern region and neighboring
northern Khams became an important transport
route for imperial envoys and tributes from Khams
Dbus Tsang and other places. It was also used for
the tea and horse trade. In addition the imperial
court carried out major repairs on the eastern part
of the road from Sichuan to Tibet.

Records further show the imperial court made
major policy changes on the issue of transport be-
tween the inland and Tibet during the middle and
late Ming dynasty. From the mid45th century on—
wards Ming envoys visiting Dbus Tsang and other
places gradually supplied from Sichuan. Simultane—
ously the emperor’ s court encouraged Tibetan
monks and laypeople to return home from Diaomen
via Khams and other places. During the Chenghua
period with the continuous guidance of the imperi-
al court and improved traffic conditions on the Si—
chuan-Tibet Road the Ming dynasty officially and
repeatedly ordered that the Sichuan-Tibet Road
passing through Khams should be used as the offi—
cial road to enter Tibet. This approach revealed a
major shift away from the tradition that imperial en—
voys and Tibetan tributaries mainly entered and left
the Qinghai-Tibet Plateau via the ancient roads of
Gansu and Qinghai. Examining this main section of
the Sichuan-Tibet official road in Khams since the
mid and late Ming dynasty it can be roughly de-
scribed as follows: Leaving of Diaomen passing by
Dajianlu then heading north through present Dao—
fu Luhuo Ganzi Dege to Changdu finally reac—

hing Lhasa. The direction of the official road in
Khams is different from the routes to the south and
north that are recorded in the literature of the Qing
dynasty. The reasons for this are not only have to
do with the geographical conditions of Khams itself
but also are closely related to the construction of
the local area by the Ming dynasty at that time as
well as the political and military situation in the
south of Khams.

According to the changes in political econom—
ic and ethnic relations at that time theadoption of
the Sichuan-Tibet Road as an official road was an
important political choice made by the Ming dynas—
ty. On the one hand this policy could 1) alleviate
the disruption on the Gansu and Qinghai roads
caused by unrest in the northwestern region 2) at
the same time effectively eliminate the threat of
Mongolian ministries to transport to Tibet and 3)
improve the political relationship between the cen-
tral government and Tibet; on the other hand the
Sichuan-Tibet road passed through Yazhou the tea—
producing area which was convenient for rewarding
Tibetan monks and laymen with tea. At the same
time it was economically advantageous to protect
the imperial court’s official tea trade in the north—
west. Since the middle of the 15th century the
Ming dynasty s policy shift on Han-Tibetan trans—
port changed the traffic pattern between the inland
and Tibet resulting in a southward movement of
Han-Tibetan traffic; on top of that it enhanced the
status of Kham in the political and economic struc—
ture of the Qinghai-Tibet Plateau region consolida—
ting the connection between the emperor’ s court
and Tibet and having a far-reaching significance
and influence on the governance of Tibet in the
Ming dynasty and later generations.
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