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Moko Shurai Ekotoba (Illustrated Account of the Mongol Invasion), Battle
Record of TAKEZAKI Suenaga

Discussion on feathering patterns and the wind

R GerE (Hattori Hideo)

Abstract

(1) The Battle of Bun-ei,at Torikai tideland

Moko Shurai is the Mongol Invasion of Japan of 1272 (the Battle of Bun-ei)
and 1281 (the Battle of Ko-an) By KuBlai Khan of Yuan (Gen=Mongol, %
7). Moko Shurai Ekoto B a (Illustrated Account of the Mongol Invasion), also
called “Takezaki Suenaga Ekoto B a,” is a pair of illustrated scrolls
commissioned By the samurai TAKEZAKI Suenaga in order to record his
B attlefield valor and meritorious deeds. From the early stage of making a
rough sketch of them, Suenaga carefully and precisely explained the B attle
to the painter and his staff exchanging close and frequent talks with them.
Suenaga gave many directions to them and a lot of revising and repainting
were made B efore completion. The accompanying explanatory notes descri
Bed the Battle very realistically as well and they gave us the factual
information. They were true-to-life record, not out of the painter’s
imagination. Researchers in the past have Been like onlookers in reading
the notes. I would like to read them with a more suBjective view, letting

myself Become emotionally involved with Suenaga.

First, let me look at the scenes at Torikai tideland in the Battle of Bun-el.
Suenaga was fighting against three powerful Mongolian soldiers. They were
depicted By the Iji-dozu-ho technique, a compositional method used to show
successive events in a unified B ackground. One Mongolian soldier a B
andoned his quiver though there were many arrows left in it and ran for his
life. The other two soldiers were fighting Back. An arrow pierced through
the left eye of the soldier depicted in the front. The Blood splashed to the
ground. They wore a cloak as the armor But no protector for the face,

especially for eyes. Both in China and Japan, faces and eyes were the ideal



target, But they didn’t stay still. The samurai who hit right in the face

was a very good shooter.

The arrows of the samurai warriors were identified By their feathering
pattern. Every samurai has his own pattern. The feathering pattern of the
arrow which pierced the Mongolian left eye was Motoguro (Black in the tip
side) and had Kasuri pattern (scratched or Blurred) in the middle and white
in the end. This pattern was exactly the same as Suenaga’s. The skillful

shooter that pierced the Mongolian left eye was Takezaki Suenaga.

In the next scene, Suenaga was having difficulty fighting against another
three strong soldiers. Iji-dozu-ho technique ena Bled us to see the different
scenes at the same time. Suenaga received two arrows in the Body. His
horse was also wounded and Bleeding. On the other hand, his Motoguro
arrows passed very close to the two Mongolian soldiers. Suenaga missed
defeating them unfortunately, But he had Been fighting quite well against
the three.

There was another Japanese soldier named MITSUI Sukenaga in this scene.
His feathering pattern was the com Bination of Motoguro and Nakaguro
with Black and white in turn. One of his arrows hit the suspended neck
guard of a Mongolian soldier’s helmet who was running away B efore him
and his two other arrows hit the Back and the sleeve of another Mongolian
soldier. Sukenaga may not have Been so powerful shooter as Suenaga, But
this scene tells us that he was the samurai with splendid shooting skills as

well.

(2) The Battle of Ko-an,in Hakata-wan Bay

A scholar in Higo (Kumamoto) Domain repaired “Moko Shurai EkotoBa” in
1797 and made it into scrolls. On that occasion, there were several pictures
and explanatory notes which he could not tell when and where they descriB

ed. These, so to speak, stray pictures and notes were attached to the end of



the scroll. The picture num B ered 28 (in the second scroll) was the picture of
the sea Battle. Since the right side of this picture was missing, researchers
had paid little attention to it. However, the left side was the wonderful B
attle scene with the Mongolian soldiers’ expressions full of tension and spirit.
I imagined Suenaga’s B attleships were depicted on the missing right. They
must have Been desperately fighting Back though they were Being hit
hard By the Mongolian soldiers. I think this was the picture of the B attle
in Hakata -wan Bay and the missing part must Be the picture of the
Japanese soldiers who were trying to attack the Mongolian B attleships
which had anchored off Shikano-shima Island.

According to Koraishi Setuyo (Digested History of Goryeo), the Mongolian
army occupied Nihon Sekai Village (H A5 4)) on May 21. Since “sekai it
H is pronounced as “shiga iE#” in Korean, I think the village was Nihon
Shiga Village, that is, Shikano-shima (752 ) Island in Hakata -wan Bay.
The Japanese record of this B attle since June was written in Kanmu
Nikkisho (also called Koan Nikkisho, Daily Record of Imperial Court) and in
Kanenaka-ki (The Diary of FUJIWARA Kanenaka). They recorded when the
hayauma (mails By horse) or the hikyaku (mails By running) telling aB
out the Battle arrived at Kyoto. As the distance Between Hakata and
Kyoto was 650 kilometers and it took a Bout 7 days for mails to arrive, we
can count Backward when the letters were written. They were the report of

the fierce Battles that had happened right B efore the letters were written.

Mongolian army had B een repeatedly attacking in early June.

As for the Mongolian record of the Battle, there was the inscription on the
gravestone of a military officer Chosei. His troops arrived at Shikano-shima
Island as a following unit on June 6th. It said they Beat Back soldiers and
won every B attle day and night, B ut there must have B een some
exaggeration with the intention of emphasizing their achievements. There
were several Japanese documents in which the samurai warriors asked for

the authorization of their meritorious deeds and they said the B attle was on



June 8th, Chosel’s inscription also had the description of this Battle of June
8th B ut the Japanese considered the 8th B attle as the real all-out

counterattack though there were many skirmishes Between them.

The explanatory note num B ered 38, which was not sure where to put and
was set near the last part of the second scroll, was hard to understand
clearly since the note B efore it was missing. It said that TAKEZAKI
Suenaga’s soldiers were sent to Kashima (Shikano-shima Island) to fight at
around ten in the morning. Suenaga himself came B ack to meet the
provincial governor to report the B attle at around noon at the Ikuno-Matsu
Bara Beach. He was recognized as the first retainer that made a great
achievement for Higo Province in the B attle. Therefore I think this was the

first Battle for the Higo soldiers who participated in the B attle of Ko-an.

The date of this B attle was not written since the former part of the note was
missing. As the Chosel’s inscription said the Japanese counterattacks were
all made at night until June 6th, all the B attles so far did not agree with this
Battle. Considering the flow of the tide, the Japanese soldiers left the B
each of Hakata-wan Bay at full flood, arrived at Shikano-shima Island
when the water was low with the eB B tide, and came Back to the Beach
at high water after fighting. I checked the day which had the same eB B
and flow as aBove and the day when the tide was low right Before 10
o’clock in the morning. It was June 8th in the lunar calendar (moon phase 7).
I think the B attle took place on this day. Suenaga returned to the
Ikuno-Matsu B ara B each earlier than the soldiers who were sent to
Shikano-shima Island. Then I presumed that Suenaga fought the Battle in
the offing of Nokono-shima Island, which lies nearer to the Beach than
Shikano-shima Island.

The picture num Bered 28 was followed By the picture numBered 31. In
the picture num B ered 31, Mongolian ships were rushing. They were not yet
in attack mode, But full of tense atmosphere. When did this picture

illustrate? The strong wind in this picture corresponded to the picture num B



ered 28. “Moko Shurai EkotoBa” faithfully depicted the wind direction.
Scenes of the same place showed the same wind direction. (The pictures num
Bered 26 and 27, in which Suenaga was seen to venture into the enemy’s
ship, were painted with the same west wind.) Not only the wind But also
the waves corresponded exactly with each other. Considering these facts, I
assume that the picture 28 and 31 painted the same day and place. I think
the picture num B ered 28 was the Mongolian ship fighting against Suenaga’s
ship, and the picture num B ered 31 was the Mongolian Baatar (B ator) ship
(Brave, light, and fast ship) rushing to support. On the right end of the
picture num Bered 31, I see another ship’s stem (military officers or captains
usually take command here). I guess there was more than one ship painted
on the right missing part. Suenaga was in critical condition fighting against

two ships with another Mongolian ship rushing to support.

As I have mentioned aBove, the picture num Bered 31 depicted the sea B
attle in the offing of Nokono-shima Island on June 8th, 1281 (Ko-an 4). Some
Mongolian soldiers on the ships pointed their arrows directly downward to
the Suenaga’s ship and others pointed the arrows upward to make them fly
descri Bing a para Bola in order to pass over the shields. TAKEZAKI
Suenaga was there where the B oth arrows crossed. According to the
explanatory note, his retainer ONO Raisho got wounded. Raisho must have
B een painted somewhere in the picture as well. Besides, there was a dying
Mongolian soldier with his neck hit By an arrow in the picture num B ered
28. The feathering pattern of this arrow was Kirifu (alternate stripes of B
lack and white). Most other arrows did not make effective attacks only to hit
the side panels of the ships. Kirifu must have Belonged to the most accurate
shooter like Suenaga. I assumed that Suenaga equipped himself with Kirifu
arrows in his quiver this time though his shooting scene was lost. In the B
ack of the same picture num B ered 28, there was another Mongolian soldier
wounded By an arrow. This arrow, however, was shot from the ship of the
Shimadzu clan, which was sailing side By side with the Mongolian ship.

Four retainers in the Shimadzu clan family, ARISAKA (Shinano Province),



IWAYA (Satuma Province), HATAKEYAMA, and HONDA testified aBout
who made a military exploit or who was wounded among Suenaga’s retainers.
I guess one of these men shot the arrow to the Mongolian soldier from the

ship of the Shimadzu clan.

The dJapanese soldiers fought well B ut they were in a totally
disadvantageous condition. The pictures showed the wind was headwind and
Suenaga’s soldiers had to shoot from a low position at the Bottom of the
wave. The Japanese side had Been facing disadvantages and uphill B
attles in common. Their attack in full force failed and the Mongolian army
kept B oth Shikano-shima Island and Nokono-shima Island as their
impregnaBle Beachhead until leap month July 5th, 1281 (Ko-an 4).

Thus I could figure out where the pictures (num Bered 28 and 31) and the
explanatory note (numBered 38) Belonged. They were aBout the sea B
attle in the offing of Nonono-shima Island on June 8k, 1281. Still we have
another two pictures numBered 33 and 35, which we don’t know where to
put. They were also considered to Be stray pictures in the history of
research of the scrolls. In Moko Shurai (The Mongol Invasion of Japan,
Yamakawa Shuppansha Limited, Novem Ber, 2014), which I puBlished, I
presumed that the picture num B ered 35 depicted Suenaga’s party (Suenaga
himself or his retainers). They were going deep underwater to land stealthily
on Shikano-shima Island. They wanted to take the island Back and had B
een trying to get the information of it since it was occupied By the
Mongolian army. I also see Mongolian officers and his soldiers who were on
heightened alert on Shikano-shima Island in this picture. The picture num B
ered 33 was put on the right side of the picture num B ered 35 at present, B
ut it was supposed to Be on the left side of the picture num B ered 35 when
painted, proBaBly with one or half-sized successive picture attached B
etween them. I proposed they should Be put in the right order. The picture
num B ered 33 depicted the Mongolian soldiers on the ship anchored off
Shikano-shima Island. They found a du Bious human figure and were

pointing at him. Although I could not confirm the time and date of these two



pictures, I could put almost all the pictures and notes that had Been like
lost children in researching Moko Shurai Ekoto B a in the right position.
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