


this issue was raised, and a senior North
Korean scholar, Pak Si-hyéng, openly
criticized the
Chinese:“Does
history change
just because
territory has

changed

“Does history change
just because territory has

changed hands?”

mands, and now international confet-
ences can no longer be held in Man-
churia because of
Chinese government
prohibitions. The

first capital of

the

Huanren region, has

Kogurys,

hands?” A furi-
ous debate re-
sulted and, in the end, the conference
had to be prematurely adjourned. Af-

terwards, the Chinese scholars who at-

tended the conference received repri-

again become closed
to foreigners.

Towards an Open History

Korea and China continue to confront
each other over research into the na-
tions of Manchuria. The same prob-
lems emerge over research into Old
Chosén and Puyd.
This confrontation
arises, in essence, from
the attempt to involve
history in the quest
to legitimize pres-
ent territorial con-
trol. This view is
not particular to
Chinese scholars.
When the Soviet
took Yanhai from the
Chinese in the 1860s,
their insistence that the
history of the region,
from ancient times to the
middle ages, is also a part of
their history stems from a
similar attitude.

In the 1960s, when territo-
rial conflicts between the Chi-
nese and the Soviet Union were
at their height, there was a de-
bate in which both countries
claimed Parhae to be part of
their own history. The Chinese
criticized the Russians for argu-

ments serving their bid for su-
premacy, while the Soviets told the

12th century Koryd celadon ware, Chinese to abandon their Sino-
Harvard University Art Museums centricism.

Northeast Asia

History has become the object of
today’s political and nationalist ma-
nipulations. Territoriality is not etet-
nal. If I receive a piece of land, does its
history then become mine? If T lose that
land, then do I lose thar history? His-
torical' claims cannot keep constantly
changing in this manner.

History must be objective. Even if
that is not possible, there must at least
be an attempt to be objective. Today’s
goals must be put aside and priority
must be given to uncovering the actual
contours of the past. A common fo-
rum where sources and opinions can be
freely exchanged must be prepared for
this purpose.

Finally, an open attitude toward his-
tory is most important. The history of
Parhae should not be viewed as the sole
possession of one’s own country. In-
stead, it should be seen as a common
history. Mutual confrontation can be
changed to mutual cooperation. Parhae
was composed of people from Koguryd
and the Malgal. Parhae belongs to Ko-
rean history if it is seen as an extension
of Kogury®, but, from the viewpoint of
the Malgal people, it is also a part of
Chinese history. We cannot adopt one
viewpoint and exclude the other.

By‘adopting an open attitude, we
can approach not only Parhae’s history
but also all of the history of the Man-
churian region with more freedom. The
study of history can then prepare the
grounds for mutual cooperation be-
tween the countries of East Asia. Open
history can bring about open national-
ism.

The 21* century is almost upon us.
East Asian nations must now join to-
gether, overcome their exclusionary
ideologies, and prepare an open forum
with the doors flung wide open. The
study of history will benefit from this
endeavor. n
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