MARCO GUGLIELMINOTTI TRIVEL

Archaeological Evidence
from the ‘Buddhist Period’ in the Longmen Area

Situated 13 km S of Luoyang, the Longmen gorge4RB3’' / E 112°28")
is renowned for its large complex of Buddhist cavesyn out of two lime-
stone cliffs facing the Yi rivefft7K (pl. 1) between the end of the 5th and the
end of the 11th century. The river flows northwHnbugh the defile, from the
southern Yichuarfft)!| plain and toward the Luoyang basin to the norte T
gorge is located at the easternmost end of theér@igtl; range, which is the
natural border of the Luoyang territory to the $he Xishanifili (Western
Mountain) or Longmenshai 11 (Longmen Mountain) to the W (307.6 m
asl) and the Dongshakiili (Eastern Mountain) or Xiangshdhili (Perfumed
Mountain) to the E (371.8 m asl). Over the pastdes, other sites have been
discovered in this area, especially near the cawatsfew of them have been
the object of systematic investigation. A notableeption is the excavation of
the Fengxiansi4G5F Monastery, located at the southern feet of thdatis
carried out by a Chinese-Italian team (pl11).

This paper aims to present archaeological evidénoethe monastic set-
tlements of the Longmen area in a chronologicator@®ur discussion will be
limited to evidence from the ‘Buddhist’ period, cprising the period from
the 6th century to the Tang apogee of the 7th dhdténturies and the slow
decline of the 9th-11th centuries. Due to the fragtary nature of materials,

! The project, directed by Giovanni Verardi and Uinglong, was started in 1997 by Naples
University ‘L’Orientale’ in collaboration with I1sI® (Rome), the Longmen Grottoes Academy
and other archaeological institutions in Luoyanige Excavation project goes back to Antoni-
no Forte, author of a far-sighted article on th&tdry and importance of the Da Fengxiansi
(Forte 1996). For the excavations’ preliminary fesicf. Verardi, Liu Jinglong (1998); Verar-
di (2001); Fengxiansi (2001); Forte (2003). Thelsizues retrieved from the site were exhib-
ited in Belgium (Van Alphen 2001) and Japan (Mil#®2), and have been published by Testa
(2002). Visconti (2004) discussed the non-ceraimidsf of the Fengxiansi in her PhD disserta-
tion. The final excavation report will include thesults of the two last excavation campaigns
(2001 and 2002), of which a brief summary is giireNerardi (2005).
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contrasting evidence in sources and consideralpge gamaterial evidence,
only a limited discussion is possible at pregefn area of about 10 km in di-
ameter, with the Fengxiansi at its centre, has lseeveyed and studied (fig.
1). Beyond that area, evidence is more sporadictlaadature of structures
and finds changes considerably.

The question of the famous ‘Ten Monasteries’ ofgroen has been sum-
marized by Testa (1998), her paper being the stgpint for our discussion.

1. Early Period (493-618)

The year 493, preceding the formal transfer ofMbethern Wei's capital
from Datong X |r] to Luoyang, is usually considered the startingipfor the
creation of caves at Longmen (Watson 1981: 135; & Yucheng 1991:
174)2 The large imperial caves and small niches of thes périod, all grouped
on the Xishan, make up a third of all cave templeswe know from various
sources, patronage of other Buddhist monumentgidsethe caves, is docu-
mented under the WelHénanfu zhi75.10b-11aJiu Luo zhj as quoted ituo-
yangxian zhP2.13-14¥ Sources mention the existence of eight to ten Btena
ies (Testa 1998: 452, n. 6), but no material exddemas yet been fouridvo
pre-Tang structures have been observed in the kEamgipeither, but they may
possibly lie below the excavated Tang-Song floveld
For the end of the Northern Dynasties, only twaegof evidence have been
found in the study area; these are stelae sculptbdjh relief with Buddhist
images, grouped into niches at various levels erfribnt and sides. The back
is occupied by a dedication and a list of donors.

2 This paper is the result of research based odwimk and on the examination of historical
and epigraphic sources, as well as modern litezatur the subject (Guglielminotti Trivel
2004; 2005). Fieldwork included a visit to the mpsbminent remains in the study area and
was supported by aerial photographs, GPS surveyogagraphic mapping. The archaeologi-
cal map presented here is the result of the athwork, being possibly the first attempt to
apply such scientific methods to the Longmen afée. work carried out by the author in his
capacity as a member of the Chinese-Italian Arclogézal Mission to Luoyang was particu-
larly helpful in understanding contexts and matsria

% There are still conflicting opinions on the precitate of the first sculptural activity at Long-
men, varying from AD 478 to 498. In this paperllde Longmen (1998: |, 71).

* The unabridged edition dfu Luo zhi# % [Ancient Chronicles of Luoyang], completed by
Wu PanlongitZ£iiE in 1658, is lost.

® The buildings were most probably made of wood, #redsigns of their presence (pounded
earth foundations, tiles, bricks, etc.) are somesitoo scant to be noticed by means of ground
surface surveys only.

® Due to Chinese regulations on archaeological {pecin the course of the excavation cam-
paign it was impossible to investigate the strapdpic sequence below the pavement.
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Fig. 1 — Archaeological map of the Longmen area.
(Drawing by the author on a topographic map 1:20000

The first, known as Changyu@ {F; stele (104x85x22 cm), was found in
ZhaiquaniZ 5, Mengjin County# % (North of Luoyang),and is now
kept in the Henan Provincial Museum in Zhengzh@he content of its long
inscription is the dedication by the Buddhist dieiChangyue, whose deed

" The Cungugéy 514 (Pavilion to Store the Antics), the first collemiiof antiquarian remains
in the Luoyang area, was founded here in 1840 (Méagian 1994: 17). During the last cen-
tury, the materials were scattered in various momseand institutions of Henan.

8 The stele is described in many texts, such asanpy1984: 44, 52) and LYSZ (1995: 306-7).
For a complete transcription, see Gong Dazhong §1896). Rubbingsare published in
Luoyang (1984: figs. 1, 2) and photographd.iroyang (1984: pl. 1V, figs. 1, 21) and LYSZ
(1995: fig. 31).



142 M. Guglielminotti Trivel

was supported by more than one hundred donorslovfng the left side of
Yique 1% [another name for the Longmen gorge], to the voésa steep
ridge, they sculpted a holy image». The inscriptionot dated, but the reliefs
are attributable stylistically to the end of therfidern Wei. Since the text
mentions the tumulus of Emperor Xiaomi#g] (d. 528), the stele must have
been sculpted and engraved between 528 and 53¢ {Farian 1994: 18).
The second (pl. 1), known as Zhao Qingzilli J##H stele (130x69x19 cm),
is dated year 5 Tianba#:# of the Northern Qilt# (554). The site of its
finding is unknown (Luoyang 1984: 47, 52; Luoyar@0@: 63)° In 1980 it
was brought to the Ancient Art Museum of Guardiitk, between Longmen
and Luoyang. In this case, too, information abtsibriginal location is con-
tained in the votive inscription, which, after thist of 172 donors and date,
states that «in the [?]village of Longmen [they] erected a divine image».
The two stelae must have come from a monastery cont probably located
— as suggested by the first inscription — on th&t&ta Mountain of Longmen.
Even less is known of the Longmen area in the skbalf of the 6th cen-
tury, during the restless years of war betweeretitk of the Northern Dynas-
ties and the Sui reunification. As is well knowmjgeror Yangdi/% ¥ (r.
604-617) had a new Eastern Capital (Dongd#l) built in Luoyang at the
beginning of his reign. A large part of the OutatyCunlike all preceding
capitals, stretched south of the Luo Riyé¥] (Cui Jingyiet al 1985: pls. 56-
60). Longmen was only 8 km away from the southexteg of the capital, a
fact that was to change its history. Even thoughtutban centre was closer,
sculptural activity was very limited initially, ande have no knowledge, ei-
ther from written or material sources, of monasstablishments at the time.
The first burials found in the study area date fithim end of the Sui dy-
nasty’* | managed to trace two epitaphs, both dated AD @k8/e k¥ 9).
The first*?is in memory of the military counsellor Wei Tofigffil, and was
discovered in 2001 near the present-day Guanghompl€ei {47 {about 2.3
km N};**the second was set in the tomb of Lady Wahg:, wife of Ya i
an assistant to the Directorate for Constructians, comes from an unknown

® For a complete transcription, see Gong Dazhon§§1808-9); rubbing irLuoyang (1984:
figs. 6-9); photographs ibuoyang (1984: pl. IV, fig. 4; 2000: 63).

1% The character is difficult to read: Feng Wuxia89a: 72) transcribes it @haoii.

™ Tombs of the Western and Eastern Han (206 B.C280), or slightly later, are documented
(Guglielminotti Trivel 2004: 124), and two Han tomiwere also excavated at the Fengxiansi
by the Chinese-Italian team. From the end of tlikt@rthe beginning of the 7th century, how-
ever, no other burials are reported.

12 Unpublished; information by Zhao Zhenhii&iz#, Director of the Guanlin Museum, 2004.
2 The approximate distance and position of the $item the Fengxiansi is between braces.
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place on the Xishan (Yu Fuwei and Zhang Jian 20® The deceased
were both members of the middle-low class of @eilvants.

2. The Apogee of Buddhism under the Tang

Six Tang emperors (seven, if we include Wu Zp&#?), ruling for more
than forty years, made Luoyang the main capitahefempire (Cui Jingyet
al. 1985: 65-67). Patronage at Longmen became inogdgsimportant,
reaching its peak. The cave complex grew almo#tecsize and richness we
admire today. The surrounding area grew accordiwghh patronage of mon-
asteries and burial sites, and became one of tis important Buddhist cen-
tres of Northeast Asia.

2.1 The Early Tang (618-684)

At least two statues in the round, reportedly frive study area, seem to
belong to the early Tang period. Their originaldton is unknown, and we do
not know whether they were part of the iconogragmagramme of a cave or
were placed in a temple. Both sculptures are vienjlas in posture and drap-
ery: they represent the Buddha sitting cross-legggtht hand inabhaya-
mudi and left hand on left knee, with garments fallingront of the seat in a
triangular fold. One of the two statues, about tigh, is headless, and is kept
in the Academy of the Grottoes of Longmen (LYSZ 89927 no. 6; Long-
men 1995: pl. 161). The other statue (plb)llis almost twice as large, not
considering the missing support of the lotus saat, is kept in the Guanlin
Museum (Luoyang 2000: 65). Stylistically, the imagee very close to the
main Buddha in the Jingshani:%=F Cave, completed in 663-664, and can
be dated to the reign of Gaozofg:: (650-684).

Jingshansi

The first Longmen monastery documented by epigapburces is the
Jingshansi on the Dongshan, discussed by Test®:(288)™ Wen Yucheng
(1992: 230), on the basis of an inscription inlthelong CaveZ i &, main-
tains that a monastery by that name was foundeatd€68, although the text
is not clear: it may refer to a temple or to theechy the same name on the
other side of the river, whose works may have hadesl by that year. There
are other inscriptions in the Longmen caves meirtgpa ‘Jingshansi’, dated
between 660 and 683, the last year of Gaozongy r@dhang Naizhu 1993:

4 Rubbing in Luoyangshi (1991: pl. 67).

®We have no archaeological evidence on the Da Fensjx founded in AD 679. The
Longhuasiii f£5F probably corresponds with the Fengxiansi site exigal by the Chinese-
Italian team.
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86-87, 93, 96). The earliest inscription, in thea@keshifi % fili Cave, is a
memorial to Lady Xiaoif [ by her devoted husband. She had died two
months before «in the Jingshansi at Longmen». Sirisainlikely that a Bud-
dhist devotee had died in a cave temple, the yg@@rcén be considered as the
terminus ante querfor the foundation of the monastery. As can be dedu
from a number of sources, some of the Longmen caees under the direct
administration of a nearby monastery, and sometitmel its very name (Li
Yukun 1983: 70; McNair 1996: 332). This was theecakthe Fengxiansi and
the great Rocana cave (now still called Fengxiaasiyl of the Jingshan mon-
astery and cave as well.

The existence of the Jingshan monastery is alspostgal by an inscribed
stone dated 665 (LindB;#% 2), which is the oldest Tang epitaph retrieved in
the study area (fig. 2). Lady Wang ShijjIx «was buried on the Yuanzua
#£ Mountain, west of the Longmen Jingsharf§iAlthough the original loca-
tion of the tomb is unknown, and so is the nameatYauo Mountain’, the in-
scription seems to refer to a monastery rather ¢heave. The only reference
to the location of the Jingshan temple is foundhim epitaph of the tomb of
General An Pu&3# and his wife, sealed in AD 709. The tomb, intagis
discovered in 1981 on the northern slopes of thegsban {about 2 km NE},
W of the Gaozhuang# village (Luoyangshi 1982). According to the in-
scription, it was located «east of Jingshansihatféet of the mountain, twb
H away from the Yi River$’ Besides this piece of evidence, | could not find
any further mention of the Jingshansi in writtenrses until the 9th century,
and its name disappears after the Tang.

These early tombs in Longmen show the close relstip between reli-
gious institutions and burial places. The informatprovided by the tomb of
Wang Shi on the Jingshansi is significant, althowghcannot take it as an ex-
ample of buriakd sanctosAfter AD 655, we could trace the existence of two
and perhaps six, more epitaphs written within atspan of less than twenty
years before the death of Gaozong, pointing tcettistence of burials in the
Longmen area: two are certainly from the surveyea@,awhile the other four
are less sure (Guglielminotti Trivel 2004: 203*5¥his is the very time when
the first burials are documented in the LongmeresaVhe focus of patronage
now partly shifted from the excavation of new cafgsvorship to other types
of monuments. On both sides of the Longmen cléfamdecorated caves used
by monks as meditation retreats (Wang Qufei 19%; these (and other)

16 For the complete transcription, see Zhou Shaol{ag§2: |, 424).
¥ Rubbingin Luoyangshi (1991: pl. 444); complete transcaptin Zhou Shaoliang (1992: |,
1104-5).

18 Evidences of this kind are the result of a teméatelocation of sporadic finds on the basis of a
comparative study of place names found in the ip8ons, places where the materials have
been reportedly found and present-day place names.
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Fig. 2 — Rubbing of Wang Shi stone epitaph (665 A.foom the Longmen area.
(From Luoyangshi 1991: 278).

small grottoes were later used as sepulchres fibr in@embers of theaigha
and lay followers? In Longmen, this practice seems to have beendihtio
the Tang period, the estimated number of cave tdmeirsgy one hundred (Li
Wensheng, Yang Chaojie 1995). Only three are shcdiaged to the early
years of the dynasty: the cave tomb of Lady B8k, a Buddhist devotee, is
the earliest (661; Zhang Naizhu 199160-61); the second has no inscription
(ibid. 168); the third is dated AD 676-679 (LU Jinsovigng Chaojie 1999).

2.2 The High Tang (684-756)

The years of Wu Zhao (r. 684-705) and Emperor Xangz: 5% (r. 712-
756) mark the highest splendour — but also thenéng of decadence — for

' This practice is attested since the 6th centuthénMaijishanzs#giili Caves (Gansu), and un-
til the 13th-14th century at Dunhuag)i (Guglielminotti Trivel 1998: 77-79). It is worth
noting that the burials discovered so far are afneo only (Gong Dazhong 1981: 278, 280).
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the Tang dynasty. During the Zhd¥ interregnum (690-705), Buddhism be-
came the state religion. Even though Xuanzong feataoism, the influ-
ence of Buddhism continued to grow in the firstf lwdiithe 8th century. Dur-
ing his reign the most important masters of esot&@uddhism, namely
Subhakarashha (634?-735), Vajrabodhi (669-741) and Amoghavéji@s-
774), arrived from India. This is also the perigdyiding the bulk of archaeo-
logical evidence at Longmen.

Under Wu Zhao, new caves were opened on the Xidhainthe main
sculptural activity shifted to the Dongshan. Witte tre-establishment of the
Tang dynasty, other caves were excavated, but feweumber. A consider-
able group of images sculpted in the round, sonvehi¢h very large, attribut-
able to this period on a stylistic basis, come ftbmstudy area:

1. Seated Buddha ipadmisanaon a double-lotus seat, witlaighari cover-
ing both shoulders (h. 1.23 m; end of 680s). Reddein 1980 near the Jing-
shansi Cave (Zhongguo 1988: pl. 196; Van Alpherl2@Q0);

2. Seated Buddha ipadnisanaon a double-lotus seat, wilaghati cover-
ing both shoulders and falling over the seat (B21Im; end of 7th century).
Retrieved in 1980 near the Jingshansi Cave (Vah&i®001: 126, pl. 24);

3. Seated Buddha ipadmzsanaon a double-lotus seat, witlanghati cover-
ing both shoulders and falling over the seat (B14m; Wu Zhao period; pl.
IVa). Provenance unknown; now in the Kanjingsi C&vg~y on the Dong-
shan (LYSZ 1996: 327 no. 4; Longmen 1995: fig. 180)is the largest of all
statues in the round from Longmen;

4. Seated Buddha ipadmisanaon a double-lotus seat, wislanghati cover-
ing both shoulders (h. 2.75 m, the head is a laimake; end of 7th — begin-
ning of 8th century)Provenance unknown; now in Leigutdi#iz: Central
Cave (LYSZ 1996: 327 no. 3; Luoyangshi 2000: 199;fé

5. Seated Buddha ipadnisanaon a double-lotus seat, wilaighati cover-
ing both shoulders (h. 2.15 m, headless; end of-7feginning of 8th cen-
tury). Provenance unknown; now in Leigutai Cen€alve (LYSZ 1996: 327
no. 5; Longmen 1995: fig. 1573;

6. Seated Buddha ipadmzsanaon a double-lotus seat, witlanghati cover-
ing both shoulders and falling over the seat (80 2n; beginning of the 8th
century). Now in the Leigutai Central Ca¥’eBehind the left arm is an in-

2 Further photographs in Zhongguo (1988: pl. 193)oyangshi (2000: 198 right); Zhongguo
(2001: pl. 229).

2L Sirén (1926: pl. 462) still shows the statue wjibssibly) its original head, to the left when
looking out from the entrance of the cave.

2 gjrén (1926: pl. 462) still shows the statue v(jthssibly) its original head, to the right when
looking from the entrance of the cave.

% This and other sculptures were probably broughtitfing %13, Yanshi CountylEfilif#%, in

order to be destroyed during the Cultural Revohtiout the exact location of their discovery
is unknown (information by Li Wenshentj 32k 2004).
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scription: «In the 3rd Xianpingi*> year of the Song [1000], Wang Yuan
7t of this village gave the land for the foundatioiiie inscription is proba-
bly a later addition, possibly related to the camton of a new temple, when
this old statue was brought into its precincts (@guo 1988: pl. 195; Long-
men 1995: fig. 158; LYSZ 1996: 327 no. 8; Luoyang2hB00: 198 left;
Zhongguo 2001: pl. 228);

7. Seated Mafivairocana inpadmisanaon aSumeruseat;kasaya falling
from the left shoulder, leaving the torso bare loa tight. He wears a high
crown on the head, a sculpted crewneck plague angrmband-like jewel
(keyra) on the right (h. 3.26 m; first half of the 8thntery; pl. 1Vb). Prove-
nanc<924unknown; now in the Leigutai South Cave (laingghi 2000: 200
right);

8. Seated Mafivairocana inpadmisanaon aSumeruseat;kasaya falling
from the left shoulder, leaving bared torso onrtpgkt. Half the crown is miss-
ing, while the other jewels are similar to the gdiog statue (h. 2.39-2.96 m,
according to Longmen 1995: fig. 155 and LYSZ 198B6; first half of 8th
century)® Previously in the courtyard outside the Leigutaves, it was re-
covered around 1969 from the Liujing village, Yan€lunty (Luoyangshi
2000: 199 centre; Zhongguo 2001: pl. 227);

9. Seated Mafivairocana inpadmisanaon aSumeruseat;kasaya falling
from the left shoulder, leaving the torso bare foa right. The crown is miss-
ing, while the other jewels are similar to thosetlod preceding images (h.
2.69-2.80 m, according to LYSZ 1996: 326-27 anddman 1995: fig. 156;
first half of 8th century). Provenance unknown; niovihe courtyard outside
the Leigutai Cave&’

10. Standing Buddha on a lotus pedestal, the upperagdrfalling from the
shoulders and tied over the chest by a strip 82-2.30 m*’ end of 7th — first
half of 8th century; pl. ¥). Provenance unknown; now in the Longmen Grot-
toes Academy®

% Both Li Wensheng (1991: 61 and fig. 1) and Longr(&905: fig. 150) report that the statue
was moved to Leigutai at the end of Qing dynas§44t1911) from some temple around
Longmen, but this claim is not well supported.

% According to Li Wensheng (1991: 63 and fig. 5)sia late Tang or even Song sculpture, but |
do not agree with this late dating.

% According to Li Wensheng (1991: 63 and fig. 4) &mtigmen (1995: fig. 156) it comes from
some temple around Longmen. LYSZ (1996: 326) sawss$ retrieved in Liujing in 1969: this
statement is puzzling, since Sirén (1926: pl. 48®)ws that the statue was in the centre of the
Leigutai Central Cave earlier.

% The height varies according to sources. It sedwsthe present base is not the original one,

and it is possible that some reported measurestimciude the base. See Hong Baoju (1958:
83, fig. 2)vsVan Alphen (2001: 130, pl. 28). | could not see shatue.

% According to Hong Baoju (1958: 83), it was rec@eein 1954 from the Peicu#éfT village
{4.2-4.3 km NE}. According to Van Alphen (2001: 13& comes from the Dongshan.
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11. Standing Buddha on a lotus base, ve#ighati covering both shoulders
(h. 1.96-2.14 m, according to LYSZ 1996: 327 nand Van Alphen 2001.:
135 pl. 33; first half of 8th century). Retrievedrithg construction works South
of the Leigutai South Cave in 1982; now in the Lmeg Grottoes Academy
(Zhongguo 1988: pl. 192; Longmen 1995: fig. 162; ldinglong 1996: pl. 172;
Zhongguo 2001.: pls. 230-31; Caterina, Verardi 260577).

Photographs of a few more fragments (two Buddhaldiead a bust)
have been published by Hong Baoju (1958: 83 and3jigbut their quality is
too poor to suggest a precise chronology. Finallyhe courtyard in front of
the Leigutai Caves, there is a lotus-base, apggréwoim the Tang period,
whose provenance is unknown.

These brief descriptions reveal the limited usenotlern scholarship as a
source of information: there is no agreement onsttdptures’ dating, their
provenance, or even their size. Despite thesediioits, it is possible to make
a few remarks.

All the statues appear to be carved out of the fimegstone with pinkish
shading typical of the Longmen caves. With the ptioa of nos. 1 and 2
(from the Xishan), all are colossal in size, bemngre than 2 m tall. Some of
them have a reddish-brown patina, probably dueltm@ permanence under-
ground; therefore, their present location may rethe original oné® A spe-
cific study would be necessary to distinguish befwthe sculptures made for
rock-cut caves and those destined for monastertes.threeMahavairocana
Buddhas (nos. 7, 8, 9) are very similar to one lzgmoin both style and pos-
ture, and may be considered early examples of msd@addhist sculpture.
This iconographic trend is documented in the Longi@aves from the end of
the reign of Gaozong, as is shown, for exampleghbyniche below the Liutian
#I°K Cave and the main image of the Leigutai North Cwagmen 1995:
figs. 145-146). The first, dated 680-691, is ondhaf earliest esoteric sculp-
tures in China. The three large Mahirocana images confirm the hypothesis
that esoteric Buddhism was present in Longmen bdfw arrival in Luoyang
of the Tantric masterSubhakarashha, Vajrabodhi and Amoghavajra in 723-
724, and before the translation into Chinese ohth@é texts of the Vajraya
School between 716 and 735 (Ch'en 1964: 334-36;k&tann 1996: 215

Fengxiansi(l)

There exists a further Tang image from our stuaéaawhich, according
to Van Alphen (2001: 119, pl. 19), is from the Feagsi. It is a Buddha in
padnmisanaon a double-lotus seat, with upper garment opetherchest (h

2 This statement is based on the close examinafistatue no. 9, and on the observation from a
distance of nos. 3, 4, 5 and 6, which are locksdlathe caves. | could not examine the other
ones, because during my visits they were eithedisplay abroad or kept in the Academy’s
storehouse.

%0 For further information about Tantric sculptureLiongmen, see Li Wensheng (1991: 64).
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101.5 cm), stylistically attributable to the endtbé& 7th or beginning of the
8th century (pl. ). It was discovered in 1958, but the context gfinding is
not clear. As has been suggested for the majofithe sculptures excavated
in the Fengxiansi, it may have belonged to the &rhonghuasi, which was
renamed Fengxiansi after the flood of 722 (Tes@81@57-58; 2002: 128). It
is also possible that the statues belong to thé&&eyxiansi founded in 679:
some smaller sculptures were probably moved tdtimghuasi at the time of
the disastrous flood.

The following are further sporadic finds from thengxiansi attributable
to the post-flood phase.

The stone door of a tomb was discovered in 198ingwabling works
along the Luo-Yi&f# Road, 220-230 m NW of thetipa (Testa 1998: 458)-
The style of its engraved decoration belongs taHlgl Tang period and, ac-
cording to Wen Yucheng (1986: 28; 1992: 224), threlt may be that of an
important monk, possibly the Northern ChiihMaster Yifu 545 (658-735),
mentioned in sources (Testa 1998: 488).

The epitaph of a monk, Jiang ¥, buried in 736 (Kaiyuaii Jc 24)
«on a plain west of Fengxiansi» should further tentioned® The original
location of the tomb is unknown, but at the end.®87 another epitaph was
unearthed from a burial about 200 m N of the vilag Weiwarg{% (fig. 3).
The inscription says that Zheng DeydéfLl# was buried in 740 (Kaiyuan
28) «to the right of the Soul Pagoddngta %% ], west of the mountain of
Longmen, Yishui District, Henan County» (Zhu Liaagd Zhao Zhenhua
1991. figs. 1-2; Zhang Naizhu 1991245-49). Zheng Deyao was a Buddhist
devotee, the wife of a Tang high officlwhose tomb was located near to the
funerary pagoda of some important monk of the Femgk Zhang Naizhu
(ibid.: 248-49) thinks the ‘Lingtamentioned here can be identified with the
tomb of Yifu, buried in 736 «on the north hill dfe Fengxiansi at Longmen»
(Jinshi cuibian81.28a)

%L A low-quality photo is published in Wen Yuchen®88: 28, fig. 3); details itd. (1992: 224,
fig. 8.3, 225 fig. 8.4).

%2 Other important masters were buried in the Femgkia he most prominent one was Vajrabo-
dhi (Jingangzh#:[fl %), one of the Three Vajraga Masters mentioned above, whose pagoda
was erected in 74Zfbenyuan Shijiao 104.877). Zhang Naizhu (1981248) suggests that his
tomb may be identified with th&izparemains on the site.

%3 Rubbing in Luoyang (1991: X, pl. 122).

% Her husband, Lu Congyuahifi & (d. 737), had been Head of the Board of Civil GfiLibu
shangshut #42), and among his titles he also Haldangzhuguol-#:[ (2nd meritorious
degree). His biography is recorded in fixe Tang shul00.

% According toBagiongshi jinshi buzhen§5.28b, the Yifu pagoda was set up «in the western
court of the Fengxiansi».
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Fig. 3 — Rubbing of Zheng Deyao stone epitaph (74D.)Afrom the Fengxiansi site.
(From Luoyangshi 1991: 522).

In any case, both written sources and archaeologvdence confirm the
fact that the Fengxiansi and the nearby area viren®, the beginning, an im-
portant burial site. Not only monks, but also lalldwers, found their resting
place there.

Xiangshans{l)

Another famous Tang monastery in Longmen, besidesFengxiansi,
was the Xiangshang¥ 1lI=F, which has been identified with an extensive site
on the southern slopes of the Dongshan (pl. V8t gpposite the Fengxiansi,
on the other side of the river {1.1-1.2 km E-SEpuges state that it was es-
tablished during the Zhou dynasty as an extensidheoburial site of the fa-
mous monk Diikara (Dipohelucth %%, d. 688)%° During the construc-
tion of a nursery home for the Ball-bearing Factoiy.uoyang in March-May
1965, the Longmen Relics Protection Office had ial-trench excavated

% For the history of the monastery, see Forte (1348) and Testa (1998: 453-54).
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South of Building no. 1. Since it is the only siyedphic excavation in the
study area besides that of the Fengxiansi, we ¢eoai summary of the dig-
ging (Wen Yucheng 1983: 31-32; 1992: 220-21; Lug 1986: 41-42).

An excavation area 10x10 m was opened at the hieginand then it
was enlarged to 12x15 m. Three layers were observed

- Layer | (0.20-0.60 m high): yellow-brown plougbisoil, probably col-
luvial, with considerable intrusions of chipped plgls, gravel antbesscon-
cretions. It yielded fragments of Tang bricks aielstas well as Song and
modern ceramic;

- Layer Il (0.30-0.54 m high): hard soil, same eol@as the preceding,
with concoction lumps and a lower density of cotiores. It yielded intact
tiles and brickbats of the Tang period, some gigdared tile-ends with lotus
flower pattern, a few potsherds of grey earthenvean@ glazed pottery, iron
objects and bronze coins. The tiles have a grey,hudin on the outside and
with a cloth pattern on the inner face; the largastisure 2x21x37 cm; the
smaller, 2.5x14x33 cm; the joint is 2 cm long. Sgquand rectangular bricks
also have a grey body, plain surface and a gropattdrn on the back to facili-
tate plaster adhesion; rectangular bricks measxB8>6l5 cm; size of square
bricks not reported. Iron objects include sicklkesiyves, punches, strips, nails
and fittings. Twenty coins were recovered: one iwwzhu T.5%;*" thirteen
cover the time span from the TaKgiyuan tongbadi JCifi & to the Song
Chongning chongbaé&z < # (1102-1106). Coins and potsherds suggest a
dating to the end of the Northern Song for thig pathe deposit. In this layer,
a portion of a road surface made with fragmentstafie was also discovered:
2.25 m wide, 0.15-0.20 m thick, with a SW-NE difeat According to the
excavation report, it is also attributable to then& phase. Finally, a circular
pit, 0.98 m in diameter and covered with brickssvi@und west of the road;

- Layer Il (0.20-0.50 m high): soft brown-reddisioil, mixed with a
great quantity of brickbats and fragments of tils@coction, ashes, charcoal
particles and burnt wood. The layer, marking thikapse of a wooden struc-
ture, covered the natural soil on one side anda fin the other.

The building (fig. 4) was rectangular in plan, oted W-NW (290°), and
was provided with a ramp leading to the centrataarde (no. 1); drains were
found on all sides (no. 2). It was 11 m wide, wliitelength is not known be-
cause of the limits of the trench. The floor insidensisted of very hard,
burned soil, 0.10-0.15 m thick. Walls (no. 4) werade of rammed earth, 0.45
m thick, preceded by a porch, 1.1 m wide, on thnreatrance side (no. 3).
Porch, entrance ramp and drains were all paved lwittks. Inside the build-
ing, bases of columns (no. 5), stone blocks (h@n@l) a lotus pedestal (no. 7),
possibly that of a statue, stili situ along the central axis in front of the en-

37 The lastwuzhucoin was minted under the Sui and was circulatintj 621, then it was re-
placed by th&aiyuan TongbagFan Zhen’an, Huo Hongwei 1999: 77, 104).
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Fig. 4 —Plan of structures in trial trench no. 65LZLI:T,akigshansi excavation site.
(From Luoyangshi 1986: 42, fig. 3).

trance ramp, were fourfd On the basis of the position of bricks in the pave
ment and the style of other finds, the structurs aeknowledged as an origi-
nal Tang building, part of a monastery destroyed lfiye at the beginning of
the 12th century. On the basis of a comparisomeffinds with textual evi-
dence, it has been identified with the ‘Western i€ai the Xiangshansi.

In April 1984, the Longmen Caves Institute, cooatied by Wen Yucheng
and Zhang Naizhu, carried out a survey of the tensfie. The results (Luo-
yangshi 1986: 40-41; Wen Yucheng 1992: 219-20saremarized below, and
accompanied by observations made on the site ichivapril 2004.

The monastery (fig. 5) was built on a ridge on sloaithern end of the
Dongshan, sloping from N to S, with steeper sldpdabe E and W. The main
axis of the Xiangshansi, therefore, followed a Mif&ction, slightly shifting
towards the W (15°). Its central part extendedafoout 250 m, and was built
on three terraces. The lower one, partly occupiedhle nursery hom&,is
about 115 m long and 50-70 m wide. To the west tivasso-called ‘Western

% A sketchy excavation plan and a few low-qualitgtpies are published in Luoyangshi (1986:
43, fig. 4) and Wen Yucheng (1992: 220, fig. 3; 2&]. 4).

% These buildings have now lost their function, aasle become lodgings for common people.
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Court’, located on a slight slope that occupiesapm of about 10.000 sgm.
The overall plan of the monastery seems to haveabadhape. The 1965 ex-
cavation site is located on the lower terrace (8280 m asl), West of the
main axis (Luoyangshi 1986: 41, fig. ©)A flight of uneven steps links the
first terrace to the second. The latter is muchliemthan the one below, and
in the shape of a trapezium: it is 25 m deep ad8@B wide. In its northern

L H
} ¢ wv‘w,} J /_/

Fig. 5 — Plan of the Xiangshansi site on the Doagsh
(From Wen Yucheng 1992: 220, fig. 2).

part are foundations of a building made of rammadhe measuring 1.2-
1.4x15x10 ni! The third terrace (240 m asl) is 35 m long and®80n wide:
traces of a large foundation of rammed earth (abhd®#27.5x22 m) were ob-
served in its northern portion, on the same axthadower one. Building ma-
terials confirm its dating: the tiles are similay those excavated in the
Fengxiansi, the bricks have cross-shaped impresonthe back side, the
tile-ends show lotus patterns, etc. To the E andh#& site is limited by the
sudden sloping of the ridge towards the valleyswel

0 North of Building no. 1, close to the trial-trendhe fragment of an animal statue was also
discovered.

“1 At present, this area is sometimes used as aarmyilitaining field: newly dug ditches and
trenches make it difficult to discern the contodirtiee foundations. Nevertheless, the level
ground is still rich in surface materials: thiclar-bodied tiles and bricks, apparently belong-
ing to the Tang period (pl. \d).
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A conjectural reconstruction of the original plaihtloe monastery, made
with the aid of textual sources, may be found imyangshi (1986: 42-43), but
| do not fully agree with the proposed reconstarctiThe monastery is likely
to have extended northwards considerably abovehihe terrace, up to the
height of 270 m asl and for a length of about 400The presence of dressed
stones, tiles and other building materials chareee this upper area (pl.
VIIb). Heaps of building materials, but with a smallember of tiles and
brickbats, are also observed on the NW side ofitege from where the sight
opens up toward the Yi valley and the Fengxiariss possible that the two
upper terraces of the Xiangshansi were burial ardese the tombs of monks
were located.

Putisi (1)

One of the Longmen monasteries set up at the begirof the 8th cen-
tury was the Putisi$£5F, possibly located by the present Huangjue Temple
SR at Guozhaifi %€ village {1.2 km SW}. According to Testa (1998:
456), who follows Wen Yucheng (1992: 228), the nsbegy is first men-
tioned in an epitaph dated 726 (Kaiyuan ¥4).

| can now propose an earli@rminus ante quefior the foundation of the
temple on the basis of another piece of archaembgividence. In the
Guanlin Museum there is a figurative stele (pl.cy,Ibf unknown provenance,
carved out of limestone and dated «15th day, 9thtipd.st year Xiantiant:
K of the Tang [712]». It is carved only on the fraide, in the shape of a
niche with a depressed rounded arch, and its mesmsne 120x86x21 cm. The
central sculpted image is Ardlitha dressed in the ‘covering’ mode, seated
cross-legged on a double-lotus seat. He is flamge#lvalokitesvara to the left
and Malasthamaprapta to the right, each standing on a lotus Bahe dated
votive inscription is engraved below the niche. Tharacters are very worn
and difficult to read, but we can still obtain valile information: «[?] in
Longmen’s Putisi has been honoured as [??]; hedslmmnly dedicated an
Amitabha statue with two Bodhisattva¥sThis is reliable evidence for the
Putisi’s foundation before Xuanzong'’s reign, asteB3 years earlier than the
previously documented date.

On the site of the present-day Huangjuesi othelgTaaterials were re-
covered in the 80’s: Buddha statues, guardiansifiefragments of pillars,
etc. (Gong Dazhong 1981: 262). Wen Yucheng (1998) 2lso mentions the

2 The inscription tells thatipssika (lay Buddhist) Lady Peis [, wife of officer Xue##, was
buried «on a hill behind the Putisi, Longmen Moumta Rubbing in Luoyangshi (1991: 478);
full text in Tangwen shiy{19.10b-12a) and Zhou Shaoliang (1992: II, 1313).

*3 The same composition, though smaller, is founthénniche fragment brought to light during
the Fengxiansi excavation (Testa 2002: 147-49 dnXXy Forte 2003: 130 and fig. 9; Ca-
terina, Verardi 2005: fig. 82).

4 Photo in Luoyang (2000: 66); full inscription imityang (1984: 51-52 and fig. 20).
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square base of a Buddhist statue (40x116x90 crmyedan bas-relief with
dragons playing with a pearl and a phoenix amittsids, but no tentative
date is given (see also Longmen 1996: 204). Afgatirtg been used as a pri-
mary school for some time, the Huangjuesi has técbeen reconverted into
a Buddhist temple and is presently inhabited byesaoms. | went there twice,
in March 2003 and 2004. The present temple, whades S, preserves in its
elevation two small central halls of Qing date @odne lateral structures of
recent construction. A few meters SE of the mait (ph VIl a) is a stone
well, perhaps related to the one of Tang periodtimeed by ancient sources
on the Putisi (Gong Dazhong 1981: 305). The sita pfevious settlement is
not clearly identifiable in or around the Huangjupeecincts, but pedestals
and other stone elements attributable to pre-egistiructures are found re-
used in several parts of the complex. | was alloteednter a room were the
nuns were keeping some fragments of sculptureievett in the course of
modern repairs. | could then only gather scantrinfdion about some new
and unpublished limestone carvings: the head afddBa (h. about 35 cm; pl.
VIl b), two torsos from Buddhist statues (h. about 7@ 3% cm; pls. D&-b)
and a lotus element, probably part of a stand (80erh). In style, the frag-
ments recall Tang sculpture from the half of the tétthe beginning of the 8th
century. Considering this new evidence, it is gaedio confirm that on the site
of the present Huangjuesi there already was a Bsidaiionastery at that time.

Tianzhusi(l)

According to the sources, as summarized by Te§88(1455), a temple
named Tianzhuk*45F («Indian»)was founded on the Longmen’s Dongshan
in 711 by the Vajiyana master Manicintana (Baosiwgi/tl ). He died in
that very temple in 721, and a funerary pagedss then erectedSpng
gaoseng zhuaB.720;Wenyuan yinghu&56.1a-3b). The next year, the flood
of the Yi River that destroyed the Da Fengxiansoarased any trace of this
first Tianzhusi Jiu Tang shu37.1357). The site of a second Tianzhusi, or
‘Western Tianzhusi', located at Sigeit, is therefore related to a monastery
reconstructed on the other side of the river dafterflood. Sources narrate that
the Western Tianzhusi was founded in the first yddbaizongft5% (r. 762-
779) by a community of Indian Buddhist monks. ltuldbthus seem that forty
years elapsed between the destruction of therfistastery and the creation
of the second, but an epigraphic source comes totaplicate this picture.
Sima Yuanli & 557648, a high civil servant of the Tang, was buried 487
(Tianbao X # 2) «in the eastern valley of the Tianzhusi, Longnioun-
tain»*° The inscription does not help us with any hintahe nature and the
position of this Tianzhusi in 743, and the discgveontext of the epitaph is —
as usual — unknown. Was it the new Western one (thkended well before
762), the old Eastern one (referred to as a rump dhird, unidentified,

5 Rubbing in Luoyang (1991: XI, pl. 56).
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Tianzhusi? Due to the absence of documents on trastery in those forty
years, is impossible at present to advance anythgpis.

Besides the above-mentioned tomb of An Pu (709)eroimportant
tombs of the High Tang were discovered in the a¢a.shall only note here
the rich burial of Governor Xiao [Xiao Cishi#l] ] (735)*° and the large
painted tomb of Lady Douli j& [%; (740; Luoyangshi 1995: 37-50)Seven
more epitaphs and one stele (certain), nine egstapld one pillar (probable),
three epitaphs and one stone pagoda (dubious)sopéhniod have been traced
(Guglielminotti Trivel 2004: 206-16, 232-35).

Zhang Naizhu once led me to a seemingly round-pdaimdation of a
building on high ground between Sigou and Huaytid#l {3.2 km N-NW}, a
site locally known as ‘Yijing Pagoda#iF¥4. Although theSong gaoseng
zhuan(1.711a) relates that the famous monk Yijing (6343 was buried on a
high hill north of Longmen in 713, there is not, yad, enough evidence to
identify this site with his funerary pagoda.

Besides these independent aublsanctodurials, at least ten cave-tombs
in the Longmen Grottoes date back to the same gp€zibang Naizhu 19%it
168; Li Wensheng, Yang Chaojie 1995). This is thgecwith the Huideng:
#& and Lingjue% % Caves, carved out on the Xishan in 735 and 73®lo
the remains of two Buddhist nuns (Wang Qufei 1965)-22; Guglielminotti
Trivel 1998: 79). Both nuns were linked to Wu ZetigHl] X and her family.
Wu Zetian herself was probably the founder of Shapgan - #k%t, an im-
perial park between the city of Luoyang and thedman gorge, whose sup-
posed remains were reported by Zhang Naizhu (1898:2) near Huayuan.
Unfortunately, more recent visits in the area, utadeen with Zhang him-
self, could not trace these scanty ruins anymorg(i@lminotti Trivel 2004:
118-19).

2.3 The Middle Tang (756-824)

According to traditional historiography, Luoyangplendours began to
decline after the An Lushai:fk1ll and Shi Simingil & #] rebellions be-
tween 755 and 762. Apart from being consideredadugiin the history of
China, these upheavals wrought havoc in the cityuofyang and its environs.
With the slow decadence of the Tang dynasty, thes@lof great sculptural
production at Longmen also came to an end. Howexarresearch demon-
strates that, on the contrary, the monasterie$ &glind the Grottoes contin-
ued to flourish, and new, important ones were dgandedex-novo

45 fabout 2 km W-NW}. To my knowledge, only one briedtice of the discovery has been pub-
lished, in a local newspaper (Zhang Yawu 2002).

47 {about 3.6 km W-NW}. Doulu was an imperial concnbiof Ruizongé 57 (r. 710-712).
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Putisi (1) and Fengxiansi(ll)

From the Putisi/Huangjuesi site comes the fragnanan octagonal
chuang %*® pillar, 47 cm high (Wen Yucheng 1992: 228glready men-
tioned by Testa (1998: 456, n. 22). The inscripi®truncated and worn, but
still partially readable: «on the 20th day, 9th thor8rd year Jianzhong:
[782], the nun named [?%] bhiksunT of the Da Anguo Monasterj 2[5, >*

.. ». Another octagonal pillar comes from thengxiansi, and had been used
by the people of Weiwan as a support for a wellibgy. | still saw it in place

in 1997, but lately it was moved to the Grottoesidemy. This pillar too, like
the preceding one, is incomplete and the inscriptiannot be read in full. It
was a monk’s funerarghuang,erected «in the area of the pagodas of the
Fengxiansi at Longmen» in 802 (Zhenyudnt 18)> Both these pillars are
tangible evidence for the survival of the two mditamstitutions in the sec-
ond half of the 8th century.

Qianyuansi

Some monasteries formally inaugurated in this peviere probably al-
ready established as minor institutions in thet firalf of the century. This
seems to be the case with the Qianyudfsi~F, founded in 759 on a pre-
existing temple (Testa 1998: 454). The first seclue about the monastery is
an epitaph dedicated to Yiwa#¥i, master of the Northern Chan School,
who died in 731 (fig. 6). According to the inscigpt, in 759 the famous gen-
eral Guo ZiyiFl 113 (697-781) named Qianyuansi the temple where tre ma
ter used to live. In 768, a pagoda for his ashes lwalt in this place and the
epitaph engraved (Wen Yucheng 1983: 50).

The caption of the rubbing in Luoyangshi (1991: 578tates that the
stone was «discovered on the eastern side of thay@ansi at Longmen».
This is indeed a puzzling statement, since, as@jr@ointed out (Testa 1998:
455), the site of this monastery has not yet beealized.

“*8 Thechuangpillars are column-like stone elements, generattagonal or hexagonal (seldom
square) in section, provided with a stone basesdhéad’. Normally, on the body of the pillar
are engravedstra, magic syllablesdharart) and dedications. They are object of Buddhist
devotion, whose appearance in China is mainly tinteethe diffusion of exoteric cults and
texts. At Longmen, they are found as early as #grining of the 8th century. Although many
chuangwere to be found within the temples, others weteptéed as tombstone or simply
erected at the roadsides (Chen Mingda 1960; Chandén 1993).

49 According to Longmen (1996: 203), 77 cm.

*0 The two characters are not clear. Zhang Naizh89191) reads them as Chadifiz.
51 Nunnery situated in the city of Luoyang (Chen Qfian 1993: 537).

%2 Transcript, analysis and partial rubbing of théapiin Zhang Naizhu (1999: 23-25).
%3 See also the complete transcript in Zhou Shaola02: 11, 1764-65).
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Fig. 6 — Rubbing of Master Yiwan stone epitaph (A6B.), from the Qianyuansi.
(From Luoyangshi 1991: 578).

The historical sources agree on its location eéshe river, and Wen
Yucheng (1983: 50) thinks that the Qianyuansi aigldate was on the site of
the present-day Xiangshansi, the new temple builieabeginning of the 18th
century halfway up the Dongshan {1 km NE}. Othehaars have different
views: Gong Dazhong (1981: 257-58), for examplggssts a location NW of
the Caodiant:fi village, on the northern side of the Longmen CeteFac-
tory {1.9 km SE}. Before the 30’s, according to the accouwftelderly resi-
dents, a few of the temple’s structures were siflible there, including a
sanctuary dedicated to a local deity (Ku Naita#}%3) and a ‘Yama Hall'.
The buildings were reportedly destroyed by the dapa occupation forces in
1944. In 1968, a railway track was laid down rightoss the site, splitting it
into two halves, E and W. During construction waaknumber of materials
were discovered: tortoise-shaped bases for stétaw, bricks, fragments of
tiles, etc. (Xu Jinxing, Huang Minglan 1985: 18A}. the beginning of the
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80’s, there still were a few cavities dug out ie kbesscliff behind the former
main hall of the temple. Today, the structures hbgen arbitrarily recon-
structed and renamed Qianyuansi. It is clear thatcaption of the rubbing
mentioned above could only refer to this new temple

The materials excavated in 1968 are not well desdrin the texts, and
we have no hint as to their dating. No informatisrgiven about the Yiwan
epitaph either — hence, it is not possible to hsca Tang date to the site, or to
say that it was the Qianyuansi were the Mastergoga was built. We know
from historical sources that in 1560 the monasteag moved down from its
original high spot on the mountain to the southglopes of the Dongshan
(Testa 1998: 454-55). The site of the rebuilt templay well be this Qian-
yuansi of the Ming dynasty (1368-1644), but thew lvan the Yiwan epitaph
possibly come from its «eastern side»? | thinkdtume slab must have been
discovered on the mountains east of the Qianyuarssigeneral sense, where
the Tang temple was probably located, and notllieon its «eastern side». |
am afraid the caption only reports confused infdiomaabout a sporadic dis-
covery, unless we imagine the monks of the 16thucgrbringing along,
while moving downhill, the epitaph of a Chan Mastdro had died more than
eight centuries before.

Guanghuas(l)

While sources on the Qianyuansi are scant, anotimrastery with a
somewhat similar background became very famousarMiddle Tang period.
The Guanghuasi was actually founded as an enlargesh¢he site of the fu-
nerary pagoda dfubhakarashha (Shanwuwei f: 2), the renowned Tantric
master of Central India. In 758 Guo Ziyi — agaipetitioned to the throne and
obtained to name it Guanghuasi (Testa 1998: 457¢. driginal site of the
monastery has been identified with the presentphé&a), situated on the top
of a hill NW of the Longmen town {2.2-2.4 km N-NWBefore the founda-
tion of the People’s Republic (1949), it was stifi active Buddhist temple
(Gong Dazhong 1981: 257). The Longmen Commune aesdrit in 1965,
during an iconoclastic outburst anticipating thelt@al Revolution. Wen
Yucheng (1983: 52) visited the site in that veraryafter its destruction, and
his brief survey also includes a sketchy plan eftdmple ground (fig. 7).

The Guanghuasi was oriented on an E-W axis, appidely 400 m long,
and consisted of four terraces sloping down fromtdAE. It seemed to be
wider in plan toward the E (250 m) and narroweth® W (160 m), the pe-
rimeter consisting of an earthen enclosure. Thi was about 5.6 m wide at
the base, and 5 to 6 m high. On the upper terateet W it was possible to
distinguish the shape of a very solid surface, aB680 m, made from a ce-
ment-like conglomerate composed of soil and grasmkll pebbles and lime-
stone chips. Scattered all about the site wererfesugs of figurative stelae and
statue pedestals, decorative terracotta elememtsaagreat amount of what
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Wen Yucheng describes as «Tang and Song tilestod#enote of the size of
some narrow tiles (15 cm wide, 2.5 cm thick, thiatjd cm long), tile-ends
stamped with animal masks (diameter 13 cm, the édgyem thick and 2 cm
wide), and brick fragments (4.5 cm thick). Besidlesse, there were lotus-
stamped tile-end$and triangular ones, ceramic shards of crimsoouraind
celadon Finally, Wen Yucheng reports about six stelaghwlates comprised
between the 11th and the beginning of the 18thucgnThe last one — dated
1705 — had been erected in commemoration of repaik carried on at the
monastery at that time.

terrace terrace 1
2

Qing
stela

l{!
f//

walls

Fig. 7 — Plan of the Guanghuasi site at LongmerniPNen Yucheng 1992: 229, fig. 13).

At the beginning of the 80’s only this stele reneginand the site was re-
duced to an expanse of cultivated fields (Gong Daghl981: 255). Only re-
cently has the Guanghuasi been reconstrueiedovo,with fictitious struc-
tures, and is now a tourist attraction. | visitd place twice, in March 2003
and 2004, and found the Qing stele re-erected @néfw temple grounds. The
perimeter of the former monastery is still presdrvier a length of about 1
km.* The earthen wall (pl. B is winding and very uneven, and follows a
roughly ovoid shape pointed toward the SE corneslightly different situa-
tion from that of Wen Yucheng's survey is thus mgo here, and the conjec-
tural plan is also not entirely corresponding wiik (fig. 8). The maximum
length of the site is 456 m on the NW-SE axis, riteximum width 255 m
from N to S. The new temple is surrounded by akbeieclosure wall running

54 See a rubbing in Wen Yucheng (1992: fig. 14).

%5 Approximate distances have been calculated byimgl&round the walls with a GPS equip-
ment. The walls present a gap of about 250 m ilNtEesection.
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inside the earthen perimeter, and occupies appaiglgnone half of the for-
mer area. From the eastern entrance to the westemmit of the hill, the alti-
tude rises from about 190 to 230 m, but the fougial terraces are not
clearly visible anymore. The cement-like congloneran the NW limit, al-
ready noticed by Wen, has been preserved — singaguse it is situated in an
unbuilt area. About 200 m SE of it, a similar lagdout 0.35 m high, charac-
terized by a strong presence of pebbles (ph) Xéxtends for a visible length
of 15 m (202-206 m asl). | agree with Gong Dazh@hglen) in considering
these large layers as the former foundations df bigiidings or pagodas, but
we have no clue about their dating. In some expeseith sections around the
new temple, horizontal layers of lime, alignment$ocks (pl. Xlb) and ac-
cumulated brick-and-tiles are clearly visible. Them of the bricks seems to
vary, but the average thickness is about 6 cm. Evwee lack the proof for a
Tang dating of the flooring, all this evidence, étdwer with a fair amount of
very thick and dark tiles and the variety of cemrastiards scattered in the out-
lying areas of the temple, closely reflect the atibn we found on the
Fengxiansi site before excavation.
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Fig. 8 — Map of the Guanghuasi site, Longmen. (i@algmap scale 1:2000, year 2002).
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Tianzhusi(ll) andHongshengs{l)

As | mentioned above, the Western Tianzhusi monastd_.ongmen was
probably founded in 762 after the An Lushan rebell{Testa 1998: 455). A
chuangpillar of 784, achuangpagoda of 850 and a stele of 1084, all coming
from the Sigou village, testify that its site mhsive been on the northern side
of the valley West of the village itself {2.8-2.9nkNW?}. The octagonal pillar
dated 784 (Xingyuad# st 1) is entitled: «Introduction to the inscriptiom o
the chuangof Zhenjian B¢, once Bhadanta'‘Lintan’ i} of the Hong-
shengskL B ST in the Eastern Capital under the Great Tang»aft dedicated
to Zhenjian, an important master of his times iotesc practices, who was
«buried on theyang [ side of the depression south of the Western Tian-
zhusi» (Wen Yucheng 1983: 5F)The Hongshengsi mentioned in the inscrip-
tion, where Zhenjian had lived since the D&I% era (766-779), may well be
considered as another Longmen monastery. Zhandiil§if89: 32) had ten-
tatively located its ruins on the western sideha Sigou valley {2.8-2.8m
NW}, not far from the Western Tianzhusi. AccordittggZhang’s visit in 1982,
the temple plan was L-shaped, 310 m from W to E2&@m from N to S. He
reported many surface materials such as tileskdb@md Tang architectonic
elements, along with ceramic shards of all kinde. tdke note of Zhang's ac-
count, but keeping in mind that the identificatiohthis site with the Hong-
shengsi should be based upon further prb@bday Sigou is a military zone:
it was not possible to proceed to a new surveyrderto verify the informa-
tion reported about the two monasteries.

Baoyingsi

In December 1983, during the levelling works foe ttonstruction of the
Longmen Granary on the ridge S of Ligde valley {1.8-1.9 km N-NW},
an ancient tomb was discovered about 0.9 m belevgtbund. It was the bur-
ial chamber, sealed in 765 (Yongt#iZs 1), of the renowned Seventh Patri-
arch of the Chan School, Shenhiigr (684-758; Testa 1998: 454). The small
compartment, oriented along the cardinal axis, aiasost cubic in shape
(1.2x1.13%1.25 m), with the walls made up of thdrtestone slabs (Luoyang-
shi 1992; Wen Yucheng 1992: fig. 9; fig. 9). Evitlgnit was the under-
ground cavity built to host the Master's ashes,rupdich a pagoda was at

% The full text of the inscription is reported aridalissed by Zhang Naizhu (1989: 28) and, par-
tially, by LYSZ (1996: 330). Only one photo of thilar, of very poor quality, is published in
Zhang Naizhu (1989: 27).

57 In 1978 Gong Dazhong (1981: 257) obtained infoionafrom a Longmen inhabitant about a
stele pertaining to a certain ‘Hengsheniggi<5’. The old man had discovered the stone stele
in his youth, but ‘Hengsheng’ was probably a midieg of ‘Hongsheng'. The charactieeng
1 («horizontal») does not suit a temple’s name, tiedoccurrence of two similar names in
the same area induces to believe that only the stwmgsi had existed: at least, regarding the
latter, we have some indirect archaeological exaden
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first erected. Inside the chamber, a limited bdinesl burial set was discov-
ered: a pagoda-shaped container in gilded brondesiéwer, a long-handled
incense-burner in gilded bronze, a brokmé@diki bottle, threguatra bowls in
lacquered earthenware, a small silver box, etcoyangshi 1992: figs. 4-6; pl.
7; Puy 1998: 65, 82-83; Van Alphen 2001: 148-51; fig..Ihe epitaph, en-
graved on the inner face of one of the slabs ofctiember, is entitled: «In-
troduction to the inscription of the funerary pagdalilt on the slopes of the
Dragon’s Hill at the Baoyings#% J£=F in Longmen, dedicated to the late Bha-
danta, Seventh Patriarch and State Master of tize Nnastery/s7#<F in
the Eastern Capital under the Great Tatighhe stone was a reused one: for-
merly engraved, then polished and re-engraved g actual text®

Fig. 9 — Drawing of the stone burial chamber of Mashenhui (765 A.D.).
Baoyingsi excavation site. (From Luoyangshi 1992:f8f 2).

%8 For the whole transcript of the inscription, seenAYucheng (1984: 79), Zhang Naizhu, Ye
Wansong (1991: 67). Rubbing in Luoyangshi (19916)5

%9 Judging from the few characters still visible bé tore-existing inscription, it may have been
the epitaph of another Buddhist monk. It seemsg&dhat the epitaph of an important master
like Shenhui was made by reusing an old funeraap,shnd a clumsily polished one indeed.
Wen Yucheng (1984: 78) explains this negligencén whie unstable period that followed the
An Lushan rebellion, and the consequent lack ofradar a burial worthy of a patriarch.
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Fig. 10 — Drawing of bronzkufidikz bottle, lacqueregatra bowl and silvered bronze
container. (From Luoyangshi 1992: 65, fig. 4).

The discovery of Shenhui's tomb has therefore cond the position of the
Baoying Monastery in Longmen: it is worth notingthat present, only the
Fengxiansi and the Baoyingsi sites have been kexhlvith the certainty and
precision of archaeological data. The epitaphfitiseh precious source that
has helped correct errors and inaccuracies aboenhsiis life, to confirm
other facts and to clarify some aspects of hisridwxt(\WWen Yucheng 1984;
Zhang Naizhu and Ye Wansong 1991; Luoyangshi 169275; LYSZ 1996:
335-36). According to the text, the Master diedtie Jing Prefecturdi)if
(middle reaches of the Yangtze) and seven yeaslig remains were moved
to Longmen. This step, carried out on the initatof a member of the impe-
rial court, Li Ju%=, was probably the starting point for the foundatid the
Baoyingsi itself. Two of its main supporters aretga, Gao Fucheng; i/
and Zhao Lingzhefif 42, who petitioned to the throne and obtained a mon-
astery to be built and monks to be ordained. Theeplvas chosen according
to geomantic criteria, and its position is reportgdthe inscription: «To the
north it approaches Tianquk #,°° to the south it rests on the Yi River [Yi-
chuan]; Mount Songs 11 is on view to the east, [...] Mount Hua [Huayiie
1] is near toward the west».

According to a survey by Wen Yucheng (1992: 225-216¢ Baoyingsi
stretched on a W-E axis 400 m long, with a varyindth N-S of between 60
and 140 m (fig.11). Therefore, it occupied almdst whole ridge of the

€0 One of the ancient names of the Longmen gorge.
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mountainous offshoot it was placed upon. It wadt loi three terraces sloping
down from W to E, and Shenhui’s tomb was at thdreenf the eastern/lowest
terrace. A stretch of brick floor was detected drigh-ground NW of the exca-
vation spot: among the surface materials, roupektilds with lotus decorations,
square bricks stamped with network design (5.5%x34et8) and fragments of
thicker bricks (6.5 cm) were reported (Wen Yuch&8§2: fig. 11).

Today, no trace of the Baoyingsi is visible on sheface: partly because
of the construction of the Granary, and partly liseathe rest of the ridge has
become part of a new thermal centre with a hotel amestaurant. On the
place where the Shenhui pagoda once stood, therainfolds a tennis field.
From E to W, as far as it can be followed befoee@ranary’s off-limits zone,
the former site of the monastery has an altitudeprsed between 210 to 250
m asl (GPS data).

Fig. 11 — Plan of the Baoyingsi site on the Xisi&nom Wen Yucheng 1992: 226, fig. 10).

Hufasi(l)

The last Longmen monastery known from epigraphidence in the first
quarter of the 9th century is the Hufa&ii):=F, already mentioned by Testa
(1998: 459). In 1986, during the construction gedrol station N of Longmen
town, a funerarghuangdated 824 (Changqing: % 4)°* was discovered. The
inscription tells that a nun named Denge¢&dtfé of the Ningcha Templéz 3
<F at Luoyang, was buried in 814 (Yuanhgfl! 9) on a plain west of the Hu-
fasi at Yumen®["] (Longmen). The monastery, built no later thankbgin-
ning of the century, should therefore be situatealioy present-day Longmen
town {2-2.5 km N-NE}??

®1 The date is not fully readable, but can be dedimethe contents of the text (Zhang Naizhu
1991b: 251).

%2 For the complete transcript and the analysis @fitiscription, see Zhang Naizhu (189249-
51).
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Besides the one of Shenhui, only one other excdvetmb from the
Middle Tang period is reported in the Longmen aeed it is not well docu-
mented. The high civil officer Cui Wangzhi®» and his wife were buried
in 778 (Luoyangshi 1995: 50-51); their looted towds discovered in 1992 S
of the Tianshart 111 and Wangshari- 111 villages {3.5-4 km NW}. However,
the Longmen burials in this period are well knowenf other evidence: | have
managed to trace thirteen epitaphs and one pdkntgin), five probable epi-
taphs plus one (dubious) in the area (Guglielmifiotvel 2004: 216-26, 235-
36). We also ought to point out that the documentag-tombs amount to 23
(Zzhang Naizhu 199t 168-69), and that is the highest number with& tém-
poral divisions of the Tang dynasty we are adoptiftgs was mainly due to
the end of new grotto openings by high donors &edconsequent change in
the nature of the cave-temple itself.

3. Destructions and Reconstructions: the Slow Decline

3.1 The Late Tang (824-907)

The Tang monasteries in Longmen continued to fibuih the second
guarter of the 9th century, but no new instituti®mentioned. There are many
historical sources relating to Longmen templeshis {period, and a large
amount of references is due to the famous poetlByii[1)% %) (772-846).
Material evidence, on the other hand, is rathentyca

Hongshengs{ll) andHufasi (ll)

Chen Chang’an (1993: 529) gives information aboutr@erary pillar
dated year 4 Taihg fll (830), which was dedicated by Zhang Guaihi {5
to his deceased father. It was erected «S of tearstpassing by the Hong-
sheng hamletzhuangit], on the plain N of the Longmen district». | bebev
that zhuanghere is a misreading sf <7 («temple»)*if my view is correct,
the pillar could confirm the existence of the Hdmgsgsi in Longmen. The
reference to anothexd sanctosburial further confirms the existence of the
Hufasi. A pillar dated 836 (Kaicherldjl % 1), whose retrieval context is un-
known, is stored in the Grottoes Academy. The ipfion says it was dedi-
cated to thesthaviraof the Jing’ai Templéf =%, and it was erected «behind
the ablution hall to the eastern edge of the Hoésjdes the [funerary] pagoda
of the Masters? This is the second and last indirect evidence tatheuHufasi,
whose short existence seems not to have extengeddée mid-century.

% The two characters can be easily confused in watrinscriptions, but | could not see the pil-
lar myself nor find other texts mentioning it.

% For a complete transcript and the analysis ofrtseription, see Zhang Naizhu (199251-54).
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The slow decline of Tang society developed intotttikel, harsh persecu-
tion of Chinese history against Buddhism and theeioteligions of foreign
origin. In the years 843-45, Emperor WuzoHg:< (r. 841-846) declared it
would be allowed to preserve only one temple irheaajor prefecture and
four temples in both capital cities: all the oth@ens of thousands) were to be
destroyed, and the monks forced to secular life. Mieasure was not probably
carried out to the letter, but the properties afesal monasteries were doubt-
lessly confiscated and the sacred images destr@yedfortunes of Luoyang,
Longmen and Chinese Buddhism in general suffereeivare blow and never
again rose to their former splendour. The last Tangerors rehabilitated
Buddhism, but the large-scale destruction of sgrgg brought about the
decadence of the schools that depended mostly e®exbgesis of the texts
(Reischauer 1955: 164-271).

Tianzhusi(lll) and Hongshengsflil)

I managed to trace only one — albeit significapiece of evidence refer-
ring to the Buddhist monasteries in Longmen jutgrahe 843-45 repression.
It is a rather peculiathuangpagoda dated 850 (Dazhorig ! 4), discovered
in 1981 at Sigou and now kept in the Grottoes Aoadéol. XII). The object
is a dome-shaped stone block, 60 cm high and 58ncdiameter, which
should have originally been provided with a basg achattrawili-like upper
section. The lower register is occupied by fouthei, each with a Buddhist
triad in high relief; one of them is also flankegduardians. In the upper reg-
ister, somedhararr and mantra formulas are engravefﬁ.The dedication,
composed by thbhiksu Yichuang)1], is entitled: «In memory of Huaizg
HIJ, monk Zhixing 47T of the Shengshan Tempig %= in the Eastern Capi-
tal of the Tang; on a plain north-east of the albaed Tianzhusi, a tomb was
erected and &huang pagoda was respectfully dedicated». The tomb men-
tioned here is of Huaize himself, an important mohkuoyang buried not far
from the vestiges of the Tianzh§&iThe location of the monastery is carefully
described by the text: «Bordering Yuqugh/ [i.e. the Longmen gorge] to the
south, while the Yi River flows in front; lookindné Ding 4! outskirts [of
Luoyang] to the north, while the Fengyutwli district stands on the rear».
Clearly, this is the position of the Western Tiamzitat Sigou. The inscription,
following the anti-Buddhist persecution by a fewass is a precious proof
that the abolition of monasteries was carried oboaigmen and did not spare
important institutions like the Tianzhusi.

% Works of this kind, linking the shape of thtipa to the meaning of thehuangpillars, are
very rare.

% For a description of the pagoda, the transcrigttaa analysis of inscriptions, see Wen Yucheng
(1988) and LYSZ (1996: 332). An English translatafrthe dedication is available in Van Al-
phen (2001: 139-40). Drawings of the sculpturedarad in Longmen (1995: 194-95).
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This chuangpagoda provides useful information about the Hoaggh
Temple as well. The text says that Huaize was apgdiabbot of the Hong-
shengsi at the beginning of the Yuanhe era (806;&2@ we deduce that the
monastery was one (of the few?) spared by the Bstldépression. Its abbot
was buried close to the Tianzhusi, which, in is1ftknew quite a different
fate. Since at least two funerachuanglinking monks of the Hongshengsi
(Zhenjian in 784 and Huaize in 850) to the WesfBanzhusi were discov-
ered at Sigou, it seems indeed probable that leoiiples were close to each
other in the same valley.

Somewhat ironically, while destructions of monastetook place to the
N of the Longmen gorge, the residence of one ofntagn supporters of the
persecution was flourishing to its S. The Pingqui@it Villa of the Prime
Minister Li DeyuZ=###; (785-850) once stood at the limits of the surveaa
{4.5-5.4 km W-SW}, on the hills surrounding the speat-day village of Liang-
cungou# i (Jiu Tang shu-Li Deyu zhuanjuan 174;Quan Tang shi75,
5397-415). Its precise location has not been déteon but sporadic findings
throughout the neighborhood seem to confirm therin&tion found in written
sources (Li Jianren 1936: 272-75; Longmen 1996).192

We already mentioned the special relationship of Bai with the
Longmen monasteries, and with the Xiangshansi micodar (Testa 1998:
453-54). At least one physical trace of his presescstill preserved and is
found close to the Fengxiansi {about 200 m N-NEhere a huge stele (about
500%x165%x57 cm), found in a place not far from théras recently been re-
erected (pl. XIlI). It was dedicated in 831 by fiwet himself to commemorate
the place where he had symbolically buried the nesnaf the progenitor of
the Bai surname, Bai GongshefgA 5, who had lived in the State of Chu
4 during the 5th century BC. The inscription is @& ynpublished (Gugliel-
minotti Trivel 2004: 105-7).

It is known from written records that Bai Juyi higifswas buried in the
Xiangshansi Jiu Tang shul66.4358), but his real tomb has not been found.
The tourist attraction called Bai Zhongi#&) on top of the Qingshafi 111
{1.4 km NE}, N of the Dongshan, is not the origir@le but an arbitrary re-
construction from the beginning of the 18th centumlated to the New
Xiangshansi close to it (Gong Dazhong 1981: 271nWacheng 1983: 31).
The tomb of another famous Tang poet, Jia Bde (779-843)was reported
on the Dongshan at the beginning of the last cgrttinzhuju 1918: 45; Li
Jianren 1936: 320put today no trace is left and its precise locaisolost.

As the type of Longmen burial at the end of theadym seems to shift
from religious personalities to lay celebritiese thumber of burials them-
selves declined appreciably. | only traced oneagegpitaph, one epitaph and
one pillar (probable), and four dubious epitaphadli&Iminotti Trivel 2004:
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226-29, 236). Finally, the cave-tombs amount te fimly, and after the Tang
this kind of burial is no longer found (Zhang Naizt99%k: 169).

3.2 Five Dynasties and Northern Song (907-1126)

From the fall of the Tang to the rise of the Soggasty, a series of short-
lasting reigns competed for the control of Chinke Tnain capital was trans-
ferred eastward to Bianjingt 5% (i.e. present Kaifeng), while Luoyang was
principally considered as a second capital andmewaXijing 7t 5{, Western
Capital. The destruction of many original buildingshin the Longmen mon-
asteries, already started with the 843-45 persatusiurely increased with the
wars and the disorders of the Five Dynasties pgB0d@-960). After the 10th
century Luoyang was never again a capital city,gealined accordingly. Even
if at the beginning Buddhism was held in esteertheySong emperors, the sell-
ing of monks’ certificates, official from 1068, dsfively ratified the cultural
and moral decadence of the Buddhist church, whichiveed and eventually de-
veloped from then on in more popular ways (Ch'e64t 389-408).

The Longmen Caves saw few additions, such as sriwdles and sculp-
tures, in the 11th century: the last dated one fpae& to 1079 (Wang Qufei
1956). The Song, on the other hand, undertookitkedonsistent reinforce-
ment and restoration project of the Wei and Tarajtges, together with the
rebuilding of accesses and linking pathways. Theskks are attested by ar-
chaeological observation and by two Longmen intioms dated 1015
(Dazhong Xiangfuk " #£4F 8) and 1026 (Tiansheng§ ¥ 4; Gong Dazhong
1981: 299-300; Wen Yucheng 1987; Liu Mingshu 198933). In the same
century, or even before, a thermal spring in theh®n, N of the present group
of grottoes {1.1 km NE} was converted into an &iél pool. The structure of
this original Yuwangchif Tith, with upper and lower basin, was probably
similar to the one we see today (He Yong 1951:Géng Dazhong 1981:
246-49; Longmen 1996: 184; pl. X&.

Guanghuas(ll), Fengxiansi(lll), Xiangshans{ll), Tianzhusi(IV)

There is no dearth of Song written sources on thweival, at least in
name if not in the original scale, of most Tang asiaries. Some archaeo-
logical evidence comes in to confirm and enricl fiicture. Two of the stelae
reported by Wen Yucheng (1992: 229) during his 1%t#vey at the
Guanghuasi are dated 1068-1077 (Xinktig) and 1082 (Yuanfengg # 5).
The latter is inscribed with two poems about the&huasi, from which we
learn that the monastery’s structure still existewj monks lived in it/

Similar material was brought to light during thengeiansi excavation. The
fragment of a stele was recognized by E. Forte32081-39; Caterina, Verardi
2005: fig. 85) as a text written by the well-knoseholar and calligrapher Qian

5 This stele is now lost, but Wen Yucheng (1992:-329n. 56) had a rubbingf it: the tran-
script of the inscription is published in his text.
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Yi #%% between 1004 and 1063. A stone slab (Caterinariie2005: fig. 86)
engraved with a poem by Wen Yankg= {4 (1006-1097), dated 1081 (Yuan-
feng 4), provides the main epigraphic and archagmb evidence, confirming
beyond any doubt that the excavated site is thexiamsi. In general, both the
Fengxiansi excavation and the Xiangshansi trialeinetestify to the survival of
the monastic structures until the 12th century.

The last Song epigraph from the area is the abcemtioned stele of
1084 (Yuanfeng 7) from the Tianzhusi, discovered9@5 at the Sigou Com-
mune (pl. XI\b). The inscription on the front («Memories of tlestoration of
the buildings of the Tianzhusi on the Longmen Maimt) gives an accurate
description of the temple’s history since its foation in 762. On the back
side are two short poems about «two temples obhdhgmen Mountainx», fol-
lowed by a passage about a miraculous spring ofAthstern Tianzhusi. On
the left side of the stele there is a further ewgglaline: «[?] Day, 2nd leap
month, 4th year Shaoshefg® [1097]: in memory of the restoration of the
Buddha Hall by Prior YuanqingZi#i». Therefore, the temple was surely ac-
tive as it was restructured twice in the last ceraof the 11th century alof&.

From the scant archaeological evidence, it seeatsutider the Song the
main construction activities aimed at the restoratof previous monastic
structures or the building of new non-religioustatiations. Numerous finds
are in fact related to personalities and settiegs Hirectly involved with Bud-
dhism than previously attested. The burial prast@elLongmen, though, did
not come to an end with the fall of the Tang: tveotain epitaphs, one epitaph
and two pillars (dubious) are attested in the 1€htury (Guglielminotti
Trivel 2004: 229-31, 236-37). In 1957, during tlemstruction of the Luo-Yi
Road behind the Xishan, eleven tombs were discdvand five of them were
excavated. Only some information about one bun@ted ‘Song tomb no. 1’,
has been published (Fu Yongkui 1958): on the hafdise brick structure and
findings, it has been dated to the beginning ofNbehern Song (end of 10th,
beginning of the 11th century).

4. Conclusions

After the Northern Song, the invasions of the NiwHeE Jin (1115-
1234) and Mongol Yuan (1271-1368) gave the splersdofiLuoyang the fi-
nal blow. In his travel notes at Longmen, writtérttee end of the Yuan pe-
riod, Sa TianxiiE K& (1308-?) describes a scenery of desolation:

% The inscriptions are reported in part by Gong Dagh(1981: 253-55) and in full by Wen
Yucheng (1985: 100-1). See also LYSZ (1996: 31%) arpartial rubbingn Wen Yucheng
(1985: 98).
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Formerly, on both banks of the Yique there werdigonasteries, but none of them
is left today. Only on the eastern side there wreheaps of ruins and nothing more.
Tens of stelae have collapsed and lie facedown,ocorte/o alone are still standing.
The inscriptions are all Buddha's words, but therabi@rs are rubbed away and il-
legible Henanfu zhB4.51a).

Fengxiansi excavation apart, no other significachaeological evidence
of the Longmen monasteries between the 12th antétivecentury is reported.

In this brief presentation of the Longmen area ftbmpoint of view of ar-
chaeological and epigraphic findings, we have meeti the most significant
ones relating to the funerary sphere and the nagiegs settlements (resi-
dences, parks, etc.). We have not taken into atdbmenfew infrastructures
(streets, bridges, channels) reported in the arsd have reduced to the mini-
mum the consistent amount of historical sourcesvloald have enriched the
overall outline. Keeping in mind that the Longmandscape was not limited to
grottoes, tombs and monasteries, within the scopleiopaper it is possible to
draw some further considerations about the last doging the Tan§’

1. Among the Ten Monasteries mentioned in the eati@vs’ prelimi-
nary report (Testa 1998), the Fengxiansi and theyiBgsi — and other four
monastic settlements corresponding very probabliamgshansi, Tianzhusi,
Putisi and Guanghuasi — are known with certaintynfrarchaeological data.
Indirect epigraphic evidence confirms the existeand approximate location
of Qianyuansi and Jingshansi. Regarding the last (8hengshansp;i%=F
and YuquansikE=F), as well as other temples not discussed in thjgep
we still have to rely on historical sources onlgri€s of ten apart, some epi-
graphic material of secure provenance and higlggiscant in content made
it possible to establish the existence of two nmomasteries in the Longmen
area, Hongshengsi and Hufasi.

2. Most of the sites of the Longmen monasteries sitteated on the
mountainous offshoots of Xishan and Dongshan, aotfrfom the grottoes.
They were built taking advantage of high ridgetghéind adapting to the ter-
rain’s morphology. Therefore, they may be clasdifés ‘mountain temples’,
built in a dominant position upon the valleys belddonasteries surrounded
the Longmen pass like fortifications and watch-tsvguarding the southern
access to the capital: perhaps they were just it military outposts of this
kind and still had signalling functions from timee time during periods of war
and unrest. On the eastern bank, beginning withattlegied Qianyuansi, we
find a valley and then the Xiangshansi at the wmyance of the gorge, oppo-
site the Jingshansi on the northern slopes of thegBhan. On the western
bank of the Yi, this alternation is more pronouneed definite. N of the Pu-
tisi, the Fengxiansi stands on the southern slopése Xishan — symmetrical
to the Xiangshansi on the other side. Further Mrosimding the gorge, we

% For a deeper analysis, cfr. Guglielminotti Tri{2004).
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reach first the Baoyingsi, then the Guanghuasihenniext crest. Guanghuasi
and Western Tianzhusi, again, are separated byailesy only.

3. Some of the monasteries were founded as an sixaof the burial
site of a famous monk, then begun to attract moik more burials them-
selves. Necropoleis tend to gather around the daoeas, whether monaster-
ies or grottoes, and include both the Buddhistgglend the lay believers. The
ad sanctodurials are hence distinctive of the Longmen laags, were the
religious and funerary spheres are mingled anahdiiicult to distinguish.

4. Among the Buddhist trends involved with the Lo monasteries,
the best represented seem to be the Chan (NoiherSouthern) and the eso-
teric ones. These two kinds of teachings well sbithe fall of the Tang, and
this may partly explain why most of the monastemesongmen continued to
exist until late. Buddhist masters living and dying these temples were
prominent personalities within the Chinese religigaanorama of their time.
The foundation, patronage and support of monassttutions were tightly
linked, almost inseparable, from the imperial caund high state officials.

Marco Guglielminotti Trivel
Museo d’Arte Orientale
Via San Domenico 9
10122 Torino
trivelpark@tiscali.it
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