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Jraces of Nestori1anısm 1n Manchuria al I_(orea
The ex1istence of erucıtorm objects from Korea and Manchuria has been noted
by scholarshıp S1InCe LLOTC than fıfty but these remaıns ave probably due

theır SCATGE NAature receıved anı y thorough-going treatment“. The PIC-
sent paper’s 3a1 15 present SOINC prelimınary consıderations 1ın regard of the
ate and historical background of these tindıngs. The relics ftrom Manchuria 1N-
cludez clay CI OSSC5S5 ftound 1n 19727 Car An-shan 1n Southern Manchuria north
of the Liao-dong penınsula, bronze-cross discovered 1n Haı-Iun 1ın central
Manchurıia, approxımately 150 km north of the present-day North-Korean bor-
der and serl1es of tombstones from Tian-shan (Ar Horgın ©Qi) 1n the border arca

between Manchurıia an the present-day Inner Mongolian AÄAutonomous Regıion,
CIrca 500 km northeast of Beijing”. The findings ftrom Korea consıst of< metal
CIr OSSCS, large and STAaLUELFE bel1ieved be depiction of the Vırgin
Mary and child Jesus. AN of them WETE found 1ın the 1950s/1960s ın the vicınıty
oft Kyungyju iın the southeastern part of the Korean penınsula, but the C1Ir-
umstances of theır discovery An NOLT quıte clear and Ar least the tone-Cross
MUST ave een detected A unknown earlier ate SINCe until 1tfs discovery by
the Korean scholar Kım 1t had een sed tfor magıcal 4  purposes”. The Chris-

The author 15 ndebted Proft. Gerö, Tübingen tor readıng dratt of thıs artıcle and addıngvaluable complements. The drawıngs WEeIC made by Ms Chungi wh: Iso assısted 1n editing the
Chinese charaecters. Responsıibilıty tor al y shortcomings reINAalLNSs o COULUTSE entirely ıth the
author.
C4 Saekı, The Nestorian Documents and Relics ın China, Tokyo Maruzen 1951 430-43%3

the Manchurıian tinds an Toepel/]J. Chung, “ Was there Nestorıan Mıssıon 1n Korea?”, 1N:
OrChr (2004), PP  S the remaıns trom Korea. Korean lıterature thıs subject 15 g1ven
ıbid., p. 30 n.6
CR Saekı, Documenlts, pp-440ss. and the INaD 1n edin/K. Latourette/]. Martın (eds), Atlas
ZUY Kirchengeschichte, Freiburg: Herder 1987, S77 Tornu claımed 1n the 1930s ave made
additional findıngs 1n Tao-nan 1n Western Manchurıa, around 450 km north of An-shan (cf. Saekı,
Documents, 442; thıs place 1S lıkewise marked 1n Jedin/Latourette/Martin, Atlas, 27), but the
intormation S, as Wıttfogel/C. Feng, History of Chinese Socıety: L140 Iransactiıons of
the Amerıcan Philosophical Dociety ,New ork: MacMiıllan 1949, p. 308 poıint OUuLT,
unconfirmed. The tombstones trom T1ian-shan show natıvıty-scenes but do NOL actually ear ally
cross-shaped marks. They aICc, however, iıncluded ere due theır unmiıstakable Christian
charaecter. The clay CITOSSCS WEeIC tound insıde larger tomb 1n which orıgınally PCISONS
WEeTC buried, havıng een Set tor each of them. The five remaınıng CI OSSC5S WCIC bVl-
ously destroyed by accıdent during the eXCaVvat1on; ct Saekı, Documents, PP
CH Toepel/Chung, 1: OrChr 88X p. 30 and the Korean lıterature yıven 1ın ıbid., Nn The
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t1an character of these remaıns 15 ın Cast of the and clay CTOSSCS (fıg. I} 2)
cshown by theır sımılarıty cross-des1igns Nestorı1an tombstones trom
Quan-zhou 1n Southern China (fıg. S, 4)? The metal amulets (fıg. d AT sımılar
1in shape bronze CTOSSCS trom the Ordos ATCQa south of the Huang-ho bend
(fıg. n 8 which AT CC be related the Ongut, Chrıstian Turkısh trıbe
which Hourished ın thıs ATCGA untiıl the advent of Jinghiıs han and apparently
CVENn tor SOTINC tıme after  S The cross-shaped engravıng small metal plate
(fıg. 9); which W as found 1n Kyungju alongside the iron amulet, chows likeness

the well-known “ Nestor1an” cross-des1gn, 1n far AS It has the typical pearl-
iıke ITNaments 1ın the QENtTEer an! AT the en of each bar VWhıle, therefore,
Christian orıgın of the Manchurıian and Korean remaıns Can be assumed, these
artıtacts stand from those tound 1ın the Ordos afca and Southern China
Unlike the C1O5565 tound tombstones 1ın Quan-zhou, the clay aAN!
CTOSSCS trom Kyungju and An-shan AaTrCc NOLT orafted uUDOI larger blocks but iındı-
vidually sculpted. The metal CLOSS6S tound in Manchurıa and Korea OR dis-
tinguished from those 1n the Ordos ATCA by theır clear outline and the absence of
AlLLY syncretistic rnamen(ts, which ATIC tound abundantly the Ordos CEOSS6ES.

The cross-shaped engravıng trom Korea dıffers trom other C1OSSC5 wiıth pearl-
designs 1n far AS 1It has only ONC pear]l A the end of each bar, NOLT LW: OTr three,

statue’s sıgnıfıcance 15 hard determine but, S1ince there 15 similarıty the natıvıty SCCMNCS

the tombstones trom Tian-shan 1ın Western Manchurı1a, 1t will be surveyed 1n connection wıth the
other, IMNOTEC clearly Chrıstıan, remaıns.
* Foster, “(Crosses from the walls of Zaıtun .. ın: /RAS 1954), plates I: L, I ö V, XN U,

wıth the ıllustrations o1iven 1n Saekı, Documents, p. 440 anı Toepel/Chung, 1N: OrChr 88
The tound AT Kyungju (hg. 1n thıs paper) oe€es drıma facıe NOL POSSCSS anı y

characteristic detaıls. comparıson wıth plate (fig.4 1n thıs paper) 1n Foster’s publication
shows, however, that there WT LLOTC sımple designs beside those CTOSSCS whose ars ave tr1-
angle-shaped endings, as 15 the (ASC ıth the clay CYTOSSCS trom An-shan anı those Foster’s
plates 1L, 11L,; I 5 AlL, A and All ot the SLONECS trom Quan-zhou, Marco Polo’s Zaıtun, ate
trom Mongolıan tiımes; ct. Foster, 1n JRAS (1Dassım.
C+. Pelliot, “Sceaux-amulettes de bronze AV.GCC CrO1X ET colombes provenant de la boucle du
tleuve Jaune” ın Revue des YES asıatıques (  , IS Gillman/H.-J. Klımkeiıt, Chri-
S$t1ANS ın Asıa before 1500, Ann Arbor: The University of Michigan Press 1999 730 According

Pelliot, 1: Revue des E astatıqunes (  , 1s these amulets ate trom the 12th and
13th GBt. The CTOSSCS trom Manchuria and Korea exhibıit specı1al atfınıty those CLOSSeS classı-
tied by Hambiıs Aas 1 9 ct. Hambiıs, “ Notes SUT quelques sceaux-amulettes Nestorıiens

bronze”, In Bulletin de P’ecole francaise d’Extreme Orıent 44 (1 p.486
hıs desiıgn 1$ tound uUDOI the Nestor1an 1n X1ı1an an SUOILLC of the tombstones ed-
ıted by Foster; ct. Gillman/Klımkeıt, Christians, plate 34h and Foster, 1: JRAS gplates
X) AILL, AIV, CN Sınce thıs Lype W as Iso used Manichaeans and 15 tound maınly 1ın the
Near an Miıddle East it cshould NOT be regarded typically Nestorıan; ct. Parry, ‘ Images In
the Church of the EKast: The evidence trom Central Asıa and Chiına”, In: BFL 78 (1996); 146s
and Kleın, “FEın Kreuz mi1t sogdıscher Inschrift A4US Ak-BeSsım /Kyrgyzstan”, 1n: DMG 154
(2004), 153s The SaImnlle holds Lrue tor the so-called “Jeaved-cross”, Lype of ıth tloral
rnamen(ts, which 15 tound maınly 1n the Near East and ('aucasus arca, and Even sporadıcally A

1n Byzantıne art; cf. Parry, in BIRL /8 (1996), 145s5
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4S 15 the Case wıth MOST other CT1OSSC5S5 of thıs type®. Given these COIMNIMNON charac-
ter1ist1cs of the Korean and Manchurian remaıns, whiıch make them stand
from other findings ın neighbourıng AaICas, it justified A4SSUMMIEC that they
A of COIMMNIMNON PFOVECNANCE and avVe be assessed 4S

first clue the date of these remaıns 15 provıded by the tact that ın the tomb
from An-shan there WEeIC discovered CO1Ns of the Chinese Sung dynasty, which
ate trom 998 and 006 respectively”. By thıs time the afrca around An-shan,
which previously had been ruled by the Korean kıngdom of Parhae (  s  9
wiıth the Fest of Manchuria tormed part of the Khitan empıre 125); which
covered northern China and Mongolia A far W Eest AS the e12Stern slopes of the Al
taı mountaıns and had adopted the Chinese dynastıc AL 140  10 The findings
trom An-shan thus indicate the of Christians wıthıin the 1A0 empıre
and It 15 ındeed possıble adduce lıterary evidence iın order corroborate thıs
assumptıion. An inscr1ıption ftrom 98 / tound ear present-day Beyıng speaks of

1abbot of the Jıng secLt 5 J ıng Dal|), which FETTIH obviously reters 5  Z
111NZ 1140 ], the Chinese amme of Nestorı1an Christianity“ . Chinese (9175 0 S LLIEI-

ti1ıon Turkish Christian clan by the AI of z Ma| which 15 attested ın North-
GIiEM Chına and Manchurıia trom the second half of the 11th CENTLUCY onward an
whose ounder 15 sa1d ave been Nestorı1an nobleman by the AF of Hor-

sımılar desıgn wıth only DLIC pear] 1n the CeNnNtfer and AL the end of each bar 15 apparently docu-
mented the tombstone cshown DYy Foster, ın: /RAS 1954), plate
@:3 Saekı, Documents, p. 440 The CUSTOM of putting cCO1Ns iınsıde W stil] tound 1n the

aıth the Mongolıan Erkut, whom there A1IC Er aCces of older Christian Man-
ıchaean taıth and who call thıs O:  Y “the grave's prize”; $ .} Ramstedt, “ Reste des Nesto-
rlanısmus den Mongolen”, ın: Journal de Ia Socıete Finno-ougrienne 55 1951); p:45

äg C the INAaPp 1n TIwitchett/K .-P Tietze, “T'he ”  L1a0 In: Franke/1). Iwitchett eds), The
Cambridge Hıstory of China Alıen Regımes and Border States, 207-1368, Cambridge: GUP
1994, 118s 'The ethnic iıdentity ot the Khitan remaıns stll unknown. The approx1-
mately 200 words of the Khitan language, which AT preserved 1n appendix the L1a20’s otf-
ticıal hıstory ı L140 CONsIst tor the greater part of Turkish loanwords. The remaınıngz
materı1al indıcates Mongolıan Tungusıan Or1g1N; c+ ıbid., PP The Parhae kıngdom W AasSs

ounded 698 by Tae Cho-yeong, Koguryeo general of Tungusıan extraction, atter the older
Koguryeo state’s absorption Into unıtied Sıilla ın 668 It consisted of of the Koguryeo
population an exıisted until 226, when it W as annexed by the inyadıng Khitan; ct Pratt/R.
Rutt, “Parhae”, 1N: Ud., Korea: Historical an Cultural Dıictionary, Rıchmond: Curzon Press
1999; Dp-340s0; ct. also Henthorn, Hıstory of Korea, New ork: The Free Press P/1,
PP and Sohn/C. Kım/Y. Hong, The Hıstory of Korea, Seoul Korean National
Commissıon tor NESCO 1984, 66ss The dynastic amne C Liao e apparently derives trom
the AIllc ot a.rıver 1n Manchurıa; ct. Franke/R. Trauzettel, Das chinesische Kaıiserreich,
Frankturt Maın: Fischer 1968, S5. 208

11 Ct. Wıttfogel/Feng, L140, 308 The STONES wıth carved CI OSSCS an Syriac inscr1ıption OLG

of them, which WTG tound 1n the Samlle AaIrcCa, A MOST probably NOT indıcatıon ot the
of Christians wıthın the L1a0 empiıre, Since Chinese inscr1ption trom 960 STAaies that the S -

ter y 1n which the STONES WT tound W AasSs ruined by 952: ct. Moule, Christians ın China Be-
fore the Year FA3O, London: SPCK 1I90. RR



( Toepel

mizd, who settled wiıthin the 120 empıre between 1065 an 107412 Members of
thıs tamıly served Aas high-ranking officıials 1n the 12406 administration AS ell A4AS

under the hın dynasty, which replaced the 140 1n 111515 Apart trom that the
120 history Va 1 Lz40 shih) under the 1086 and 1089 mentions LW chiet-
ta1ns of the Tatar by the aAlllec of Hs n | Yu-gu-nan| and Fa L Mo-g4-sı|
respectively, the latter of whom W as publıcly executed. Sınce these ATC

be regarded Aas transliıterations of the Syrıan Yuhannan and 4rqoOS, the
z INECN MUST aVe been Christians!*.

1 (T Wıttfogel/Feng, L140, p. 308 and Chen, Western and Central Asıans In China under the
Mongols Monumenta Ser1ica Monograph Ser1ies 15 Nettetal: Steyler Verlag 1989 (repr. of the
1966 ed )7 DR:41-47. The ın Dauvilliers, a provınces chaldäennes « de V’exterieur>»
AA D  age”, In: 1d., Hiıstozre InNsStitutions des Eglıses orientales V ANC, London: Varı-
1UMm Reprints 1983, 299 an Moule, Christians, 2 9 which reter ınedıitum ot Pelliot,
IMOST probably a1m AT thıs tamıly. IT he Ma Jan WEIC apparently Ongut accordıng the Yuan
hıstory | Yuan but inscrıption made Dy tamıily member 1n the early 13°h CeNT.
calls them Uighur; cft. Chen, Western, 47 Borth probably reter generally urk-
iısh identity o$ thıs clan.

15 ( Chen, Western, PP The hın dynasty W as ounded by the Jurchen, Tungusıan trıbe
from eAastern Manchurıia; + Pratt/R. Rutt, “Jurchen, he”, in: ud. Dıictionar'y 193s In the
early 12th CENLUFY branch ot the Ma clan W as deported by the hın the Liao-dong peninsula.
In connection wıth thıs the inscr1ıption mentioned 1n the preceding OTte records the tollowıng
incıdent: “Once, when T’aı-tsung the hin CINDCI OL Wan-yen Sheng, wh: reigned trom TI

went OUTL huntıing expedition, he thought he \a golden [11al walkıng along clasped
ıth the SU his bosom. He W as much excıted and did NOLT dare DaZCl upwards. He DaAaVC
the hunt and returned, anı commanded that search be made of what he has Just SI It W as

thought by SOIMNC that what the CINDECI OI had wıtnessed W as the personıfication of Buddha80  Toepel  mizd, who settled within the Liao empire between 1065 and 1074'?. Members of  this family served as high-ranking officials in the Liao administration as well as  under the Chin dynasty, which replaced the Liao in 1115!*. Apart from that the  Liao history @3 [Liao shih] under the years 1086 and 1089 mentions two chief-  tains of the Tatar by the name of &5 B [Yu-gu-nan] and E & 3 [Mo-gnu-si]  respectively, the latter of whom was publicly executed. Since these names are to  be regarded as transliterations of the Syrian names Yuhannän and Marqos, the  two men must have been Christians!*,  12 Cf. Wittfogel/Feng, Lzao, p.308 and Y. Chen, Western and Central Asians in China under the  Mongols (= Monumenta Serica Monograph Series 15), Nettetal: Steyler Verlag 1989 (repr. of the  1966 ed.), pp.41-47. The notes in J. Dauvilliers, “Les provinces chald&ennes «de l’ext&rieur» au  moyen äge”, in: zd., Histoire et institutions des Eglises orientales au moyen age, London: Vari-  orum Reprints 1983, p. 299 and Moule, Christians, p.24, which refer to an ineditum of P. Pelliot,  most probably aim at this family. The Ma clan were apparently Ongut according to the Yuan  history 7°  [Yuan shih], but an inscription made by a family member in the early 13“ cent.  calls them Uighur; cf. Chen, Western, pp.42. 44. Both terms probably refer to a generally Turk-  ish identity of this clan.  13  Cf. Chen, Western, pp.46s. The Chin dynasty was founded by the Jurchen, a Tungusian tribe  from eastern Manchuria; cf. K. Pratt/R. Rutt, “Jurchen, T'he”, in: /d., Dictionary pp. 193s. In the  early 12 century a branch of the Ma clan was deported by the Chin to the Liao-dong peninsula.  In connection with this the inscription mentioned in the preceding note records the following  incident: “Once, when T’ai-tsung [the Chin emperor Wan-yen Sheng, who reigned from 1123-  1135] went out on a hunting expedition, he thought he saw a golden man walking along clasped  with the sun to his bosom. He was much excited and did not dare to gaze upwards. He gave up  the hunt and returned, and commanded that a search be made of what he had just seen. It was  thought by some that what the emperor had witnessed was the personification of Buddha ... As  there were no Buddhist temples or pagodas in Liaotung, a Buddhist likeness could not be ob-  tained except in the building where the fan-pai [a type of psalmody] ... [were chanted] by the  UVighur. Hence, a painting was taken from them and presented to the emperor; this actually  agreed with what he had seen. The emperor was delighted. He sighed with relief and ordered  that an appropriate recompense be made. All tribesmen held as captives [i.e. the deported mem-  bers of the Ma clan] were amnestied, and became common people. They were provided with  funds and released” (Chen, Western, pp.44s.; the episode is also briefly related in P. Pelliot,  “Chretiens d’Asie centrale et d’Extreme-Orient”, in: 7’P 15 [1914], p. 630 and Moule, Christians,  p-235). Since the temple in question belonged to the captured members of the Christian Ma clan,  it must have been in fact a Christian church. A hint as to why an image from this church helped  to explain the emperor’s vision is provided by a panel showing three seated figures, two of  whom bear crosses in front of their chest; cf. H.D. Kim, z47|51 2} SM& [Dongbang  gidokgyowa dongseo munmyeong] (Eastern Christianity and east-western culture),  Seoul: 7}X|= 4 [Kkachi geulbang] 2002, p. 239 and fig. 10 in this paper. Given the fact that the  cross is, like the Indian svastika, a sun-symbol (cf. L. Xu, Die nestorianische Stele in Xi’an [= Be-  gegnung 12], Bonn: Borengässer 2004, p.55), and that the said panel was found in the south-  western region of the Sikhote-Alin mountains near present-day Vladivostok, which was part of  the Chin, but not of the Liao empire (cf. Kim, Eastern, p.239 and the map in H. Franke, “The  Chin Dynasty”, in: Franke/Twitchett, History, pp. 236s.; the site is approximately 500 km east of  the Liao-dong peninsula and forms part of the Jurchens’ native country), it seems likely that the  Chin emperor saw in fact a depiction similar to or even identical with this panel.  14  Cf. L. Hambis, “Deux noms chretiens chez les Tatars au XIe si&cle”, in: JA 241 (1953), pp.473ss.  The Tatar at that time inhabited the area around the lakes Buir Nur and Hulun Nur at the east-  ern end of the present-day Republic of Mongolia; cf. zbid., p.475. The crosses, which were dis-As
there WEIC Buddhıiıst temples pagodas 1n Liao0tung, Buddhıst lıkeness could NOLT be ob-
taıned EXCECDL 1n the buildıng where the fan-pai E Lype of psalmody] \ were chanted] by the
Uighur. Hence, paınting W as taken trom them and presented the CINDCI OL, thıs actually
agreed ıth hat he had S The CINDCI OI W as delighted. He sıghed ıth relief anı ordered
that appropriate FECOMPENSEC be made AIl trıbesmen held captıves 1.e. the deported [LLLCI1I1-

ers of the Ma clan) WEeIC amnestied, and became COINIMNONMN people. They WEeTiTC provıded wıth
tunds and released” (Chen, Western, PP  S.; the episode 15 Iso briefly related 1n Pelliot,
“Chretiens d’Asie centrale d’Extre&me-Orient”, 1: K5 11914]1, 630 aM Moule, Christians,

235) Sınce the temple 1n question belonged the captured members of the Christian Ma clan,
It IMNUST have een 1n tact Christian church ınt why image trom thıs church helped

explain the emperor'’s v1isıon 15 provıded by panel showıng three seated fıgures, LW oft
whom ear C1I1OSSC5S5 1n tront of theır chest; ct. Kım, E  Hr  m0  LHO Z A —— o3 [Dongbang
g1idokgyowa dongseo munmyeong| (Eastern Christianıty and AaST- W  er! culture),
Seoul: m0  al  ıK / Kkachı! geulbang] 2002, pDi259 and e iın thıs Given the tact that the

1S, ike the Indıan SVastika, sun-symbol (cf. AuU, Dıie nestorianısche Stele ın Xı'an Be-
SCBNUNS 1210 Bonn Borengasser 2004, D: 55 an that the sa1d panel W as tound 1n the south-
estern reg1on of the Siıkhote-Alın mountaıns car present-day Vladivostok, which W as part of
the Chin, but NOL of the L1a0 empiıre (cf. Kım, Eastern, p.239 3.l'ld the INAD 1n Franke, “The
hın Dynasty”, 1IN: Franke/Twitchett, Hıstory, 2568 the sıte 15 approximately 500 km eAst of
the Liao-dong penınsula and torms part of the Jurchens’ natıve country), 1T lıkely that the
hın CINDCIOXK SAa W 1n fact depiction sımılar EVCN ıdentical wıth thıs panel.

14 C: Hambiıs, “Deux Omns chretiens che7z les Tatars Xle sıecle”, 1:R 241 (41953); SS
The Tatar that time inhabıted the a around the lakes Buıir Nur and Hulun Nur the EAST-
P end ot the present-day Republıc of Mongolia; cf. ıbid., D.4/5 The CI OS5S5C5S, which WEeTIC dis-
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The of Manıchaeans wıthıin the FA and hın STAates 15 lıkewise AaL-

tested An Uighur SOUICC from Qocho, which 15 dated 1000
Audıtor returnıng from the Khiıtan CINDIIE wiıth Manıiıchaean book*}> In 1001
Uighur embassy CONSISUNgG of [fan seng arrıved A* the 120 the
term AA lıterally monk from Indıa OT monk who MAaıntaıns hıs
PUrıCy but takıng 1NTO AGCOUUDNE the dominant role of Maniıchaeism the
Uighurs 1L 15 assumed that these monks WCIC tact Manıiıchaean olecti}© Finally
there 15 INSCrY1pL0N of the hın 6CIa S which denounces heretic
lıg100 maskıng itself 4S torm of Buddhism. As characteristic of thıs religi0n 15

1CSs emphasıs n ,L 1 wn Xin | - 110O11-desire”Traces of Nestorianism in Manchuria and Korea  81  The presence of Manichaeans within the Liao and Chin states is likewise at-  tested. An Uighur source from Qocho, which is dated circa 1000, mentions an  auditor returning from the Khitan empire with a Manichaean book'*. In 1001 an  Vighur embassy consisting of X18 [fan seng] arrived at the Liao court; the  term X literally means “a monk from India” or “a monk who maintains his  purity”, but taking into account the dominant role of Manichaeism among the  Uighurs it is assumed that these monks were in fact Manichaean electi!®. Finally  there is an inscription of the Chin era (1115-1234), which denounces a heretic re-  ligion masking itself as a form of Buddhism. As a charactenst1c of this religion is  given its emphasis on /& [wu xm] non-desire”, &5 [wu yan] “non-speech”  and Z [wu wei] “non-action”, which correspond to the three “seals” of the  Manichaean electz  In the light of this evidence the Christian remains from Manchuria can be seen  as a complement, which confirms the data yielded by various written sources  documenting a continued presence of Christians in this region from the late 1  Oth  century until well into Mongolian times. The question remains, however, as to  why similar artifacts made their way into the Korean peninsula. Since these ob-  jects do not seem to possess any specific material or artistic value, it is not prob-  able that they came to Korea as commercial goods. There is a possibility, though  that they belonged to Nestorian Christians who visited Korea as envoys or trad-  ers from the Liao and Chin empires. Since both realms possessed a common bor-  der with the militarily not insignificant state of Koryo (918-1392), mutual re-  lations were close, ıf not always peaceful!®. There is ample evidence for the  covered in a graveyard in Inner Mongolia alongside Liao coins (cf. Wittfogel/Feng, Liao, p. 308)  probably are to be connected with this information  15  Cf. Wittfogel/Feng, Liao, p.309  16  Cf. z:bid. and K.H. Menges, “Manichaeismus, Christentum und Buddhimus in Zentralasien und  ihr gegenseitiges Verhältnis”, in: CAJ 35 (1991), S.92. Menges also emphasizes the Uighur com-  ponent within the Liao dynasty, where the emperors’ wives were apparently as a rule of Uighur  descent and the emperor’s maternal uncle played a significant role at the Liao court; cf. zbid.  p-94. However, Tennant’s assertion that the Liao royal family actually favored Christianity (cf  Tennant, History, p. 85) seems to be unfounded. Tennant probably has in mind the fact that some  rulers of the later Kara Khitai state, which had been founded by Liao loyalists after the Liao  state’s breakdown and establishment of the Chin dynasty, were Christian; cf. Dauvillier, in: zd.  Histoire, p.291 and Gillman/Klimkeit, Christians, p.229. It is, however, misleading to regard  this state as succeeding that of the Liao, as is done zbid., since the Kara Khitai (“black Khitan”)  established themselves at the Western end of the Tarım Basin, approximately 1200 km west of  the Liao empire’s Eastern border and 3000 km west of the Liao’s central capital near present-day  Beijing. Apart from that the Liao rulers were predominantly Buddhist; cf. Menges, in: CAJ 35  (1991), p. 91  I7  Cf. Wittfogel/Feng, Lzao, p.309 and Menges, in: CAJ 35.(1991), pp. 92s. On the three seals cf. K  Rudolph, Dze Gnosis, Göttingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht 1994, p. 377  18  Cf. Tennant, History, pp.82-87; Twitchett/Tietze, in: Franke/Twitchett, History, pp. 100-104  1375.5 Franke; ın: zbıd., p.239: 282s;; K: Pratt/R: Rutt  Liao Dynasty  in: zzd., Dictionary,  pp-269s. The Jurchen, who were to become the founders of the Chin empire, had since the earlyID  [wu yan|  D3 1L1O11-speech”
and s 1 wWu we1|  6 1L1O11-actıon” which correspond the three ‘C  seals  z of the
Manıiıchaean electz

In the lıght of thıs evidence the Christian 1CINAUaNLNS trom Manchuria Can be SGCH

4S complement which contirms the ata yıelded by VaTrT1lOuUus WTrI1ıtftfen OcEr

documenting continued of Christians thıs FeEgZ10N from the late Oth
CENLUFrY until ell 1NTIO Mongolıan The FreMalNs, however, 4S

why sımılar artıfacts made theır WdY 1NTIO the Korean penınsula Since these ob-
do NOT SEA POSSCSS AallLy specıific mater1a]| value, LT 15 NOLT prob-

able that they CaImIne Korea ASs commercıal Z00ds There 15 possıbilıty, though
that they belonged Nestorıian Christians wh visıted Korea A4AS CI1LVOYS OT trad-
G1:S from the 19C) and hın CILLDILCS S1ince both realms possessed COIMMNIMMON bor-
der wıth the milıtarıly NOLT insıgnificant of Koryo (918 mutual
atıons WT& close ıf NOLT always peaceful”® There 15 ample eviıdence for the

covered oraveyard Inner Mongolıa alongside L1a0 (cf Wıttfogel/Feng, L1a40 308)
probably WLA be connected aıth thıs informatıon

UEr C Wıttfogel/Feng, L140, 309
16 Ct bid. and Menges, ‘Manıchaeismus, Christentum und Buddhimus ı Zentralasıen und

iıhr PESENSCILNSES Verhältnis” GCA} (19915) Menges also emphasızes the Uighur COI-

PONECNL wıthın the 1120 dynasty, where the WEEIC apparently rule of Uighur
descent an the maternal uncle played sıgnıfıcant role ATl the L1a0 ct hbid

However, ennant assertion that the L1a0 royal famıly actually avored Christianıty (Ci
ennant Hıstory, 85) be untounded ennant probably has mınd the tact that SOINC
rulers of the later Kara K hıtaıl $ which had een ounded by L120 loyalısts atter the L1a0

breakdown anı establishment of the hın dynasty, W GLE Christian ct Dauvıllıier, ıd
Hıstoire, 291 and Gillman/Klimkeit Christians, 229 It 15, however, misleadıng regard
thıs succeeding that ot the 130 4S 15 one bid the Kara Khıitair (“black Khıiıtan K
established themselves al the Western en! ot the Tarım Basın approximately 1200 km WEeSst of
the L1a0 CINDIIC Eastern border and 3000 km WEeSst of the L1a0 central capıtal Ga Present day
Be1yıung Apart trom that the L1a0 rulers WECIC predominantly Buddhıist c Menges, CA/ 35

91
17 Cf Wıttfogel/Feng, L140 309 and Menges, (1991) 97s (In the three seals ct

Rudolph Dıie GNnOSIS, Göttingen Vandenhoeck Ruprecht 1994 BFL
18 &] ennant Hıstory, 8/ Iwitchett/Tietze, Franke/Twitchett Hıstory, 100 104

185776 Franke, bid 2239 Z828;: Pratt/R Rutt L12a0 Dynasty ı1d Dıctionary,
269s The Jurchen, who WCIC become the tounders of the hin CINDIIEC had the early
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exchange of CI VOVS and trade Aas ell a4as Buddhıist lıterature and learnıng between
Korea and her Northern neıghbours, which renders it prıma facıe quıte lıkely
that Christians, probably of the Ma clan, evera| of whose members AT known

aVeEe held high-rankıng offices wıthın the 14240 and hın admınıstrations,
Camne Korea during the tiıme between the 1oth and early 13°h century”?.

11th CENLUFY wıth Korea and WEeEeIC tirst allies of the Koryo S  9 ct Franke, in
Franke/TIwitchett, Hıstory, 219 an Pratt/Rutt, In: ud., Dıictionary, 193s

19 The trade and dıplomatic relations ATC documented ın Wiıttfogel/Feng, L140, 179 50, D:Z9Z
n:35, PP 346s wiıth H. D: 349 . 1 E PpP 361s 585 588 594 C# also Franke, 1 WIt-
chett/Franke, Hıstory, pp.298s and Menges, 1 49913 It 1$ of COUUTS6 possıble that
the remaıns tound 1n Korea STemM from sıngle PCISON, who W as buried wiıth them lost them
1n SOINC other WAaY. While the cross-shaped amulet Cal est be explaıned AS pendant ıke 1ts
Manchurian COUNLEFDAFL, the meta]l plate ıth cross-shaped engravıng could have een part of

head-dress, such 4S 15 chown 1n paıntıngs trom Dun-huang and Qocho 1n Northwestern Chına
(9(h/1 or CENLUTYV; ct. Gillman/Klimkeit, Christians, plates 245 and 28) Since the PCISON shown
bid., plate 23 actually head-dress wiıth an cross-shaped pendant, and Chıinese
inscrıption trom 1281 describes Christians wearıng the theır head an chest (er
Moule, “I.he IS of the Ciross the Nestorjans 1n China”. In: 2N 80s.), the
LW ıtems probably belonged OLlLC anı the Samne PCISON. The alleged STatLue of the Vırgın Mary,
which W ds tound alongside the cross-shaped remaıns, Cal probably est be explained by COIMNN-

parıson ıth the depictions the tombstones trom Western Manchuria. Whıile the Nestorı1an
tombstones tound 1n Southern Chına and Semirıce 1n present-day Kyrgyzstan do NOL cshow anı y
pıctor1al dısplays CXCECDL Occasıonally angels flankıng 5 the Manchurian relics xhibit
SCCI1CS of Christ’s birth including depiction of the Vırgin Mary holdıng the new-born child
Jesus; ct. the ıllustrations 1n Saekı, Nestorıian, between PP an 4423 In 1eW of the tact that
thıs motiıt 15 apparently unknown Buddhıst 1conography, the IMOST ready explanation would
be regard the saı1d STatue trom Korea Aas indeed being image of the Vırgin Mary, probably
1n Natıvıty CONTEXT. The LONE-CrOSS could be SCCI] being tombstone due 1ts sımılarıty
the clay CYTOSSES tound ınsıde the Christian tomb LICAT An-shan 1n Manchuria. From here ONeE
could proceed the hypothesis that the Korean findings 1n tact COMMEC ftrom sıngle tomb; but
al thıs necessarily remaıns hıghly speculative. In regard oft the question, however, whether there
W as ALLY prolonged of Nestorı1an Christians 1n Korea, such possıbility has be taken
Into ACCOUNLT tor the time between the 10th and 1 3°h CENTLUCY and the allegatiıons made 1n Toepel/Chung, In: OrChr XS)’ 33 where such possıbility W as assumed only tor the time of the
Mongolian Yuan dynasty, ave be modıitied accordıingly. It remaıns task tor tuture research

evaluate whether It 15 possible ıdentify members ot Christian tamılıes, such A4s the Ma clan,
1in Korean historical SOUTCES
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fg Clay CIoss; Manchuria fg Stone Cross, Korea
$ Saekı, Documents, 44() cf. Toepel/Chung, 1In: OrChr 88 (2004)

f1g Tombstone, Southern Chına
ct Foster, ın: /RAS NS (1954) pl L1
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fıg Tombstone, Southern Chına fg Metal Cross, Korea
ct. Foster, ın: /RAS 1954), pl c Toepel/Chung, 1 OrChr (2004)
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fg Bronze Cröss, Manchuria fig Bronze Cross, Inner Mongolıa
ct. Saekı, Documents, 447 + Hambıs, 1N; Bulletin de P’ecole francais

d’Extreme Orıent (1954), pl g
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fıg Bronze (rOSS. Inner Mongolıa fıg Engravıng, Korea
c+ Hambıs, 1n Bulletin de P’6cole francaıs ct. Toepel/Chung, 1 OrChr
d’Extreme Orıent 44 (1954), pl fıg 15
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f1g Carvıng, Manchurıi1a
ct. Kım, Eastern, 239


