Parhae — A European view from afar

J ReckelUniv. of Goetingen/CGermany)

The kingdom of Pathas o Boha (Poha) i Chinese pronundation, once a prospenng
ipottant state in East Asia, had been neady forgotten for several hundred vears before it
found the attention of Korean scholars like W Tik—kong wmting his Parhas ko in 1784, wath
the rizse of the Sithal movement from the 18th century onwand He was also the first who
claimed Farhae for Korea as the older histonans were influsnced by Kim Pusik who wrote
the oldest extert Korean chronicle, the Samguk sag, in the 1lth centwy Kim Puak
helonging to the royal clan of Zilla alenced Pathae history by not mentionng it oin his
wiorl, bt once or twace And as the unicue traditon of Koguryo and Parhee in Manchuna
was destroved no one there was left to keep the memory alive. The Mongolian Elitan or the
tungusic Jurchen, that nded over the old land of Parhae came from different backgrounds and
caried on different traditions.

In recent years hundreds of books appeared 1n Forea and China on the history of Pathae
and Koguryo, whereas in the Western World Pathae remains a nealy unknown partt of Asian
history The discussion of Pathas and Koguryo history in Korea and China is laden wath
political undertones, like the discussion of EastPrussa m Gennany and Russa 5Stll this does
not explain the sheer ignorance of European scholars conceming Pahae One should point out
though, that the study of Korean history and culture in general has been neglected grossly in
Europe. Eastasian studies in Europe have tradiionally been wery sinocentric,

Maturally, amongst the westem scholars the Russians were the first to wnte a monographic

127



wiork on Pahae In 1929 Zotk Mikolaswé Matveew published iz book “Bocha™ in
Vladivostok (Trudy Dd’nevostofnogo gosudarstrennogo, Thiversiteta Serija 6, Mo 7).

From Harbin the Bussian archasclogst B B Ponosoff wstted the old Parhas  captal
Sanggying in 1931 and later wrote a report At the same tme the Japanese started to
hecome interested in Parhae when they colomzed Manchuria and Eorea These ealy and
somewhat sketchy reports supnaingly left no impression on westem scholars. Unbl wery
recently hardly any more than the bare translations of a few short reports on Parhae found 1n
the Chinese sources were avalsble first the report from the Wensan tongkan WEGEF
translated by Le DMarquse ['Hethey de Sant Denys in his Ethnographie des Peuples
Etrangers a la Chline, Genf 1876 and then rmuch later the report fom the Tangsluo by
E.H Henderson i, Some notes on Pahae (Trans. Kot Branch of the Eoy As Soc. Apnl 1961,
pp65~810. Henderson just noticed the discrepancies and conftradictions between the two
reports from the new and old Tangshu but did not attermpt any farther disoussion

Also in the 1960s the Bussian archaeologists rediscovered Pathae Unfortunately Alese
Pavlowi Chdadrkov and later Emst V) Shavlwnow were no histonians and never studied the
Chinese and Forean wntten sources. Cldadmbov’s book MNowvoe v archeologi sovetskogo
da’negn wostola was translated into German under the title “Der Mensch kam aus Sibinen”
(Mandand onginated from Sihena) in 1974 It contans a chapter on Pathas, where Parhae iz
descnbed as the first state of the Sihenan tribes the tungusic Moho (Malga). Though the
influence of Koguryo- and Sillaoultwe on Pahae 15 acknowledged, Parhae (dlways called
Bohy by the Bussians) is dealy put in the line of development of Sihenan tnbes
cultinating in the foundation of Pathae and later Chin (Turchen JinDrmnasty). It was the am
of the Fussian listonans to depict Parhae as an independent non-Forean, nomrChiness state.
Shavlomov also held the opimion that Parhae used its own sonpt similar to the Tudac runes,
undetlining its independence fom China and Korea (Silla) further,

The Fussian interest in Pathae can be explaned by the Bussian presence i Eastern
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Sihena The ahsence of WestermrEuropean interest in Pathae stll retmains a mystery But
Western Europe, except for a short colomal penod wasn't divectly inwvolved in East Asia
wiich always remaned a distant land Hence the approach was different, roore focused on
large, wable entities like China China often stood for East Asia as a whole

In the 1%h centuwy many Cerman scholars were in the setvice of Bussia and led mor
scientific expeditions mto Sihena like Leopold w  Schrenck and Alexander Theodor
Middendorff to name but two, The first Gold (Mana) Dictionary  (Goldisch-deutsches
Wirterverzeichms) by Wilhelm Grube published 1900 after a siilar Dichionary for the Gilyak
language was one of the many fruts of Sclrenck’s expedition tha led to a beter
understanding of the languages and cutures of Sihena When in 18% Wilhelm Grube
published his research on the Jurchen language and scopt (Tie Sprache und Schnft der
Jufem) he moved from hisz ongnal Chinese studies into Manchuna and thence on into
Gihena In the following decades famous Gemman scholas like Erich Haier and Ench
Haetnsch contirmed this traditon of Jurchen/Mlanchu  Studies combined wath  Mongolian
Studies, but always from the postion of a Snologue. & different approach was made by my
teacher Gethard Doerfer and hus teacher Karl Heinrich Menges who started wath Turdsh
studes, from there moving on towards Mongoian and Tongus Studes or Altac Stadies in
general, including Elitan, Juwrchen and Manchu, but wathout a knowledge of Chlinese or
Koreann Ther spproach was purely linguistic. As a Sinologue who knew the Tudash
languages very well Wolfram Ebethard (190%1989) was espectaly interested in the old
“hathanan” cultures dlong Chinas borders. In his wors “Eultur und Siedlung der Randwiller
Chinas” (Leiden 1942) and “Lokallultren in alten Ching” (Leiden 19420 he also tmenfions
Farhae but without offenng any detaled study On the other hand he wrote a well researched
hook on the society of the Toba Zdanhi FREREEER (Das Toba Reich Mord Chinas Laden
1549,

Generally spealang, Pathae was seen by most western scholars as a Manchurian state at the
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edge of China simular to the Tangut Ha Hsia or the Jurchen Jin Dynasty. In this sense
Farhae is represented in the Cambndge History of China wol3, ppdd40-~443 © Why was
Farhae not included in Eorean Studies? Frst there has been historically a sinocentric attitude
in Eastasian Studies. But snce tnost sources on Pathae history were wmtten in Hamun, they
were seen as a matter for the sinologue The few scholars in the West that specalised in
Korean Studies focused manly on material written in the Eorean language, more on folle
culture, lingustics and modern literature than on history,

Hence, when 1 started to study Pathas whilst a student o Liaoning Uhuversity in Shenyang
hetween 1985 and 1987 1 relied completely on recent Chlunese works on Boha wiuch at that
time started to appear in large numbers. After acquinng a certan general lmowledge on
Boha I soon redlized that many questions conceming the ethric stucture of Boha society
remaned controversid and vnclear

Using the Boha guozhi changpian BHEEIEEMR by Jin Yol 25 fom 1934 as a
first hasis [ translated all the hits and pieces from the Chinese, EKorean and Japanese wnitten
sources oft Parhae into Gemman, [ soon realized that in order to gan a fill picture T had to
include the archaeological maenal as well 4s the line between Malgal and Pathae was open
[ included all Mlalgal tmatenal to see if the matena culture of Parhae was nearer to Eonguryo
of to Malgd culture, if Pathae was a DMalgal state or a successor state to Koguryo
198971990 I spent 14 months at the archasclogy department of Jilin University in Changchun
and wated mary Pahae ates like Sanggving Tonggying Chunggying the tomb of Princess
Chitghyo and Foguryo nuns around Kungnaestng. As a result of these years of research |
ganed a collechon of all avalable infommation archaesological and wmtten, on Parhae which
hecamne patt of my PhD thess firished in 1993 and published two years later as a hasis
for further discussion. (Johamnes Reckel: Boha - Geschichte und Eultwr eines mandschurische
koreantischen Eonigraches der TangZeit (Aetas Mamunca 5), Wieshaden 1995)

O this neutral base of collected matenal Pathae's history and culture had to be put mto
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the contest of Mortheastasan history, culture, language. Pahae did not make her appearance
into empty space. The peoples that lived in Parhae had ancestors and their offspnng lived on
after the collapse of Parhae i 926, To learn who the Parhae people were, we had to know
their ancestors.

We tend to classify most peoples of the eath by their language however problematic this
might be fom an anthropological point of wiew The Jews in Ewope are a group manly
defined by ther religion People might lose their owm language and stll be classified as a
distinct ethnic group. The Manchu in Eorea and China form such a group that 15 no longer
defined by language tut by cultural dements and history. Mevertheless we know what
language the Manchu spoke and can therefore clasafy them as Tungus But the Manchu
duning their long history and development from Malgal to Jurchen to Manchu have absorhed
many nontungusic peoples, like the Mongolian tihes of the Shivel (FF) and Hanhi, who
might have developed into todern day Manchunan spealang Sibe, or the Puyd Malgal of the
7 century with their Protokorean roots. Similar processes were acive in Pahae

Unfortunately we know neady nothing about the languages spoken in Parhae There are
orly three Parhae words preserved in the written sources. Cne is the tifle for “lang”, called
Kedufu (or Kadoopu in Korean) FIEEE cetanly not a Chinese expression, as can be
seen from the second character meaning “poison”. Inaba Iwaldchi sees this as a name for
“Buddha” (Zatd Manstn hattatsushi, 2 imprint Tokyo 192, p.72). Russan authors suggest a
JurchenMlanchurian etanology fom Man kadda (kalamb) “govert”, whilst Boy Andrew
Liller analyses the title by taking the ending -fin apart, connechng it wath an old Silla ttle
read as a logogram for “ancestor” in the same way the sinokorean chong as i Seong s
The first two characters according to Miller should then be read & phonograms leading to
kads als or kaduak related to a proto-altac kigi that might be connected to Middekorean
kichil “wald barren”™ (Roy Andrew Biller, Old Korean, Koguryd, and another Poha word,
In. Studa Etymologea Cracoviensia 4 (19990 pp l05~117) Eaher Miler had found a
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Farhae word “fanda” meanng sable as preserved in old Japanese sources, which could be
classified as Tungusc by Miller (EAMiller, & Poha word, I Proc Of the 28th PLAC
1985, Wiieshaden 1989, pp.131~156).

A third source for language matenal are personal names. But persona names are
notonously difficult to translate BMost Pahae names we know are Chinese style names But
there 15 a younger brother of the Parhae founder Tae Choving beanng the persona name ¥a
sa (Yeho in Chinese) BFE! This name sounds wery unChinese, so that the author of the
1777 Manzhou yuanhu kao [EUHEMRE (chd fl2r0 compares it with Manchunan the =
stand thus classafiing the Pathae people as ancestors of the Manchunans BFussian scholars
have tned even more Manchurian etymologies for other Pathae names (of Reckel 1995
p 493,

Three words (or even half a dozen 1if you add a few more unlikely nameetymologies) are
not enough to reconstruct and classfy a language, espectally if we have to assume that more
than one language was spoken in Parhae A title ke Eedufn might have been bormrowed
from neighbounng tribes and nations. The imtal Ke reminds us of the common ttle for
Ehan. The commection of the Japanese word for sable wath Parhae traders 15 a good guess
hut not proven.

We know that there were at least two large ethnic groups in Pathas In 795 a report by a
(Japanese?) monk FEicw 7% about Parhae is gven to the Japanese emperor. The text is
preserved i the Bogpukooloushi cho193, p348 (editon Fokushitaker 5.6 The report draws a
direct connection between the collapse of Eoguryd and the foundng of Pathas The
descniption is apparently that of ealy Pathae shortly after 713 The report mmight be second
hand. It says: “--There are no distncts (chu M) nor countiesthyinf) no govemment
guesthouses nor relay staions. Here and there ae small setlements, &l belonging to the
Malgal) Amongst the common people there are more Malgal than Locals (to'in £ A7
{cf Reckel 1995 p 183, p488) The tenm “to’in” 15 often attnbuted to the Koguryo people.
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But then the term Koguryo might also include certain Malgal that have served a long time
under Koguryo, OFf Tas Choving it 15 sad that he was a Malgal general that served under
Koguryo, though other sources say amply tha he 15 was a Koguyoman (cf Beckd 1995
ppd462~465) I my opinon “Koguryo” tmight very well incdude “Foguryoized” Malgal. The
modem Gemman 1%th centry bloodline definition for the nafiondity of an indswdual, which
even today makes a “Gemman” whose forefathers emigrated fom Germany to Eussia hundreds
of years ago and who rmught still speak an oldfashioned Gemnan, eligible for a German
passpott 1f he choose to come “back” to Genmany, can’t be applied to ealy mediasval East
Asa

From the oultwral point of wiew we may assume that the ruling class of Pathae during the
first decales after 698 tned to copy the model Koguryd The tombs of the ealy Royal
graveyad at the Liudngshan (Volchéngsan) near the first capital of Pathae show the
influence of Koguryo tomb architecture, especialy in the construction of the wvadted roofs,
though the tombs are on a wery much smaller scale than those of the Koguryo kings
Although we can’t say for sure 1f the nling house of Pathae was of Malgal or Eoguryo
ongin ehrically, Koguyo cutwe stood far abowve the Malgal culture Koguryo culture weas
the leading culture in that corner of the world, the culture of rulers and kings Later the old
glory of Kogurro culture faled away and Chinese Tang culbwre became the fashion in all
East &sia It can be assumed that the court language in any of the five large scale Tangstyle
capitals of Parhae became Chinese, whereas the majonty of the common people contimied to
speak ther own Mdgal didlects. It 15 a matter of discussion, if the two languages the one
(Koguyo language™ spoken by the ruling class and the Malgal didledts gradually merged
into a Parhae language and if the two ethric groups became one Pathae people. After 926
the Chinese and Korean sources offen refer to Parhae people as an ethiuc group.

The Malgal that were called Jurchen from the 10th centwy on should be put into the

cortest of the wanous non HanChlinese peoples along Chlinag’s nortthem fronber Some of
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these now and then conguered parts of China and founded ther own Chinesestde dynasties
thus placng themselves into the Chinese wodd order Eoguryo on the other hand never tned
to be Chinese, though the Eboguryo rulers occasionally used Chinese style reign titles
(wanhan, nydnho), as did Pathas The Chlinese annals place ealy Koguryo, Sila Magk
Facleche, Puyd, Okcho etc in one group, which we from a hindsight tend to call the Korean
group, though how close exactly these protorEorean peoples were related 15 stll an open
question.

Az the maonty of the Pahae populaton was Malga vou may very well place Pathae as
the first in a line of Tungus states contimung with the Jurchen JinDonasty and the Ianchu
Chng-Crnasty. At least the Ji- and Ching-Dynastie are fimmly rocted in the Chinese system of
ruling dynasties. Chinese history produced many of these barbarian dynasties, often with a
Iongolian background like the Toba Hianhi (Morthern Wen), the Ehitan (Liao), the Mongols
(Yuar) etc All these barbaans tned to fit into the Chinese wordd order Thar dymastic
narnes were Clinese.

Farhaz went a different way By choosing the stabe name Pahae and not a Chlinese
dynastic name they followed the tradition of Koguyo Silla Padeche Parhae weas less
influenced by the Chlinese wiew that one Son of Heaven rule over all there iz under the
heaven. Pathae's contacts wath the Japanese cowt were as close and regular as those wath the
Chinese. And the Japanese ruler did not fit into the Chinese wordd order etther The
tommbstone inscription for the Pathas princess Chinghyo, who died 1n 792, gwves the title of
the ragmng King of Pahas as Tachiihg poryik hyogam kimnun singndp Taewang Damng
baoli xzaogan jinlun shenfs Dawang FEEEEFEGHREEAT Tahing poyik are two
Chinese style titles of reign (manhao/nyinho 5), followed by a ConfaciarBuddhist term
ending wath the title “Creat (e reigmng) King”. So the Parhae langs didn't assume the title
of Emperor, but stll had ther reign titles, all very similar to the langs of Eoguryo

The two leading farrilies in Parhae were the Tae and the Koo Both Chinese characters
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mean “large”. Ko was the family name of the langs of Kogoryo and Tae that of the kings
of Parhae, chosen as an witation of Ko, Tae as a family name 15 very rare in China

Farhae altmost cetanly saw itzelf as an independent state. It did not see itself as ether
Chinese or Eorean. Pathae was too dose to China to disregard Chinese ideas of world order
commpletely. Parhae and Silla were hitter enetmies and “Kored” as a umting idea or umbrella
did not exist Parhae saw itself in the traditon of Koguryo, We don't know how close the
languages of Koguryo and Sila were, but both countries had thar own disinctive culture,
wiich does not mean that there were no simiarties & &l Eoguryvo developed earhier, but
Gilla buit a tradition that has lasted in an unbroken line 4ll today’s modern Eorea

Chnstopher Beclomth argues that there was no commection between the Sila language that
was the base for modem Korean and the now extinct Enguryo language, which according to
hiz opimion was related to Japaness, though one most stress that nothing but betwesn one
and twohundred words from the Koguryo language survive, most of them from place names
or persona names. Especidly place names often preserve much eadier language levels than
the curent spoken language Personal names and titles offten contain forsign  elements
{(Christopher Beclowath, Koguryo - The language of Japan’s continental relatives Laden 2004)

When Wang Kin founded the Kowd Dynasty in 918 he reclamed by choosing this
dynastic name, which 1z adualy a country name the tradibon of Kogoryo, athough the
population of Koryo comprsed manly of Silla people wath the largest part of the old
Koguryo land still i the hand of Parhae and later of the Elutan or wild Dlalgal tribes We
do not know how mmch if any of the old Koguwryo language was incorporated into the
emerging Sillatorean language, leadng towards modern Korean

Mowadays China claims Pathae as part of the Chinese history and Korea as part of the
Korean history, both sides by using modern concepts of naionhood that are largely influsnced
by the 19" centwry European concept of nation This concept is out of date though still
influential even in modern Europe itself After all Germans, Austrians and most Swass speak
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the same language and share the same history, ruled for centuries by the Emperor of the
Holy Foman Empire of the Gemman Maton from Vienna an empire that nevertheless also
incorporated Czechs or Hungarians This old 19% cenhwy concept of one language one
people, one nation (state) 15 still influsntial in the modern reorgamzation of the Ballans or in
the breakup of the Sowiet Union or even i the Tibet issue, though it 15 wvery problematic
especidly i a multighnic state like Clina that wey rmuch resemnbles the old Holy Fomnan
Empire of the Gennan Nation, Concepts of stae and nationhood change over the centuries
and 1t 1z highly problematc to apply modern 1deas to ancient times.

In recent years Parhas has made it into some Gemman intemet forums. The latest addition
1z o httpdfpndeoflorea defgeschichtefushersicht/Balhashtml  and a discussion  forum on
v geschi chtsforum deff25/dasreichparhaspoha-boha-1 6904 0st258020.  Another  Gemman,
Morhert Adam published a “Bibliography on Parhae (Boha-Boldoa)”, Wieshaden 1994,

[ myzelf have in recent years manly focused on the Jurchen in the KorearManchunan
bordedand. My recent hook “Mordostasien an Ende der Mongolenherrschatt - Die Jurcen in
den Crenzmarken Foreas bis zum Ende des 14 Jabwlunderts”, Gotingen 2006, also contains
lists of Jurchen personal names from the Eoremn sources for the penod 900 to 1400 Many
descendants from these Jurchen stll live in northern Korea as Cheegasing FE% & (1 Reckel;
Chaegasing — Die letmten Mandschuren Koreas, In: Proc OfF the First Internahonal Conference
ot ManchuTungus Studies Bonn 2000 (Tunguso Sthinca wol 8), Wieshaden 2002, pp 95~
1657, After all it seems that many Parhae people merged wath the local Malgal after 926 and
hecamne Malgal themselves. Cther groups of Pathae people, incuding the crown pnnce fled to
Koryd and became Korean, others went into southem Manchuna mto Liaodmng EHE, and
were regarded as a distinct ethmic group untl the Mongolian Yoan Dynasty But they were
treated the same as the HanChliness Therefore we think this group of Parhee descendants
spole Chiness and used the Chinese scopt
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