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A LIST OF ABBOTS OF KAH-THOG MONASTERY
ACCORDING TO HANDWRITTEN NOTES BY THE LATE
KATOK ONTUL

Helmut Eimer and Pema Tsering

In his article “A Tibetan Antiquarian in the XVIIIth Century,” Bulletin of
Tibetology, IV, No. 3 (Gangtok), 1967 (hereafter “Antiquarian”), p. 7,
Hugh E. Richardson refers, amongst other things, to some written
information by the present Kah-thog Dbon-sprul-sku (Katok Ontul, died
before 1970). When he heard that we were preparing a paper on the abbots
and teachers of Kah-thog monastery, he sent us these notes, which were
most probably composed in 1967, and kindly permitted us to use them for
publication. We express our deep gratitude for this generosity.

The notes are written in dbu-can on five sheets of approx. 17.8 to 22.6
c¢m; two of them (numbered 1 and 2, hereafter T 1 and T 2) deal with the
life of Rig-'dzin Tshe-dban-nor-bu, the other three (numbered 1 to 3,
hereafter H 1, H 2 and H 3) give a brief survey of the history of Kah-thog
monastery including a list of 41 names of abbots. This list attracted our
special interest, because it contains a number of names that are not found
in the materials used in preparing our paper “Aebte und Lehrer von Kah
thog. Eine erste Uebersicht zur Geschichte eines Riiih ma pa-Klosters in
Derge/Khams”, Zentralasiatische Studien, 13 (1979), pp. 457-509
(hereafter “Aebte”).

The following paper is intended to give the 41 names from the
handwritten notes of Katok Ontul in comparison with the materials
already known. The notes represent a tradition divergent from that in the
other accessible sources. This can be seen from the different dates assigned
to the foundation of Kah-thog monastery: Kah-dam-pa Bde-gsegs was born
in the year chu-stag, i.e. the 36th year of the second cycle; he founded the
monastery in the year sa-mo-yos, i.e. the 13th year of the third rab-byus,
namely in 1159 (see e.g. “Aebte”, p. 489), whereas Katok Ontul puts the
year sa-yos in the second cycle (H 1, lines 6-7), thus dating the foundation
sixty years earlier, namely in 1099. Since—according to the notes (T 1, lines
6-8)—600 years elapsed from the foundation of the monastery down to the
birth of Rig-'dzin Tshe-dban-nor-bu, we cannot attribute this difference to
a simple mistake made by Katok Ontul, we must consider it a part of
the—presumably oral—tradition he wrote down.

The list of names opens with the words:
kah-thog ran-gi gdan-sar, gtso-che-ba'i bla-ma fun-bsdus-Zig Zu-
na...(H 2, lines 5-6)
“INow follows]—if it is permitted—a comprehensive [list of] the
foremost Lamas on the see of Kah-thog proper..."”













