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murals were considered the crucial evidence defining historical identity of Goguryeo

The Chinese researchers have separated history of Goguryeo from ancient Korean history and

limited ancient Korean territory to central and southern Korea Furthermore Chinese researchers

see history of Goguryeo as a history of Sinicized people and an extension of Chinese Han culture

For researchers with such point of view murals are the best material evidence supporting their

idea that Goguryeo’s foundation and development relied solely on Han culture The post-2000

study of Goguryeo murals by Chinese scholars are all about Goguryeo murals as a cultural

evidence for direct influence of Chinese culture Chinese scholars would continue to focus on

describing the process of borderland culture’s assimilation to Chinese culture and it is likely that

those scholars would choose Goguryeo tomb murals as a good example of assimilation process in

northeastern China

Despite their fallacious point of view and illogical reasoning the Chinese scholars’ recent

studies are becoming public and more widespread as they are applied in local trademark creation

projects and used in tour advertisements and in arts Such a trend is considered inappropriate

when each country’s cooperation is necessary to refine East Asian historical views Also some pre-

measures should be taken as a preparation for spreading history distortion through Chinese

network This is the moment for Korean scholars to try seeing Goguryeo tomb mural research

from long term point of view and to be more active in establishing network between international

scholars

35

Abstract

Chinese Historian View of Ancient Korean History 
and Study of Goguryeo Murals

Jeon Hotae*

People’s Republic of China as a multi-ethnic nation established unificative multi-ethnic

nation theory as means of defining its national identity since the foundation of Republic of China

in 1911 and endeavored to elaborate this theory Borderland research which was carried out at

the same time was also one of the efforts to supplement unificative multi-ethnic nation theory

After winning the Chinese Civil War the government of People’s Republic of China invaded Tibet

further enforcing unificative multi-ethnic nation theory in politics society education and began to

include the theory in history textbooks

As unificative multi-ethnic nation theory which should have secured ethnic regional equality

became centered around Han ethnic people and combined with nationalism the independence of

minor ethnic groups in China was strongly oppressed In 1976 as China chose to reform and

open borderland research was resumed as a preparation for political and cultural shock from

outside contact The full-fledged fundamental research also began to strengthen the basis and goals

of unificative multi-ethnic nation theory The history and culture of northeast China was the main

object of borderland research based on unificative multi-ethnic nation theory The history of

Goguryeo was the most important research theme among the northeastern region research and
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