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The Weishu (Record of Wei, 220-65) forms part of the Sanguozhi (History of Three Kingdoms, 220-80) compiled by Chen Shou (陳壽 233-97) of Western Jin (265-316). The record on the Japanese Islands in the Dongyi-zhuan (Accounts of the Eastern Barbarians) was apparently based on the reports made by Chinese envoys to the northern part of Kyūshū around the nine-year period of 239-48. It begins with the following statement: “The people of Wo (Wa in Japanese) dwell in the middle of the ocean southeast of Daifang [commandery]. Around the mountains and islands, they form town-states, formerly comprising more than one hundred states. During the Han dynasty [Wo] envoys appeared at the court. Today, thirty of their town-states maintain intercourse with us through envoys and interpreters.” There also appears the record on Queen “Pimihu of the Yama-ich town-state” (called “Himiko of the Yama-tai State” by the Japanese historians) from 238-47, and her relative Iyo who became queen after Pimihu passed away.1 According to the Jinshu (compiled during 646-8), an envoy and interpreters from the Wo people came to the court of Western Jin with a tribute sometime early in the period of 265-74.2 According to the Nihongi (that quotes a Jin chronicle), it most likely was the year 266.3 The “Wo Queen” recorded in the quotation of Nihongi as having sent interpreters bearing tribute to the Jin court in 266 mostly likely was Iyo.
The Jinshu records the envoy of Yamato State presenting local products to the Eastern Jin court in 413. 4 The Japanese Islands are never mentioned in the Chinese dynastic chronicles from 266 to 413. According to the Songshu, Wendi (r.424-53) of Liu-Song granted the king called Zhen the title of “General Pacifying the East, the King of Yamato” sometime between 425-442.5 The Kojiki and Nihongi (called Nihon-shoki by the Japanese people), compiled in 712 and 720 respectively, read the Chinese character Wo (倭) as Yamato (夜麻登/耶麻謄).
Historians speculate that the lacuna between 266-413 may imply that some sort of chaos prevailed in the Japanese Islands. As Brown (1993: 108) notes, this period “has long been considered a dark and puzzling stretch of prehistory.” The most important fact may be that there were, according to the Chinese dynastic chronicles, at least thirty Wo town-states in 266, but then there emerged one Yamato state by 413. This period coincides with the Yayoi-Kofun transition, and apparently also with the birth of the first unified state in the Japanese Islands. The objective of my study is to build a plausible model for the origin of the Yamato dynasty and the roots of the imperial family, focusing on this gap of 147 years.
Ever since Egami Namio presented his theory of the continental origin of the founders of the Yamato Kingdom in 1948, numerous books and articles either refuting, disputing, accepting, or refining his idea have been published for English-speaking readers. Yet despite the crucial role of Korea and the Korean people in Egami’s Theory of Horseriding People, every one of those publications except mine (1988, 1994, 2005, 2006) was written either by a Japanese or a Western scholar, never by a Korean scholar. It is time for English-speaking readers to hear, once again from me, a Korean perspective on the origin of the Yamato dynasty, and the roots of the Japanese imperial family. 
I had worked exclusively on economics from 1958-80, and on both economics and history from 1981-2005 (causing a deterioration in my publication performance in economics). I have been working exclusively on history since my retirement from Seoul University in 2005. The present edition is the result of my lifetime work on Korea-Japan relations from 300-700 CE. My purpose has been to write a history of the ancient Korea-Japan relations from a Korean perspective.  Readers may regard my model on the origin of the Yamato dynasty as a natural evolution from the sequence of Egami (1962, 1964) and Ledyard (1975). 
Jared Diamond (1998) has pointed out that “there is much archeological evidence that people and material objects passed between Japan and Korea in the period 300 to 700 CE. Japanese interpret this to mean that Japan conquered Korea and brought Korean slaves and artisans to Japan; Koreans believe instead that Korea conquered Japan and that the founders of the Japanese imperial family were Korean.” In an article on the Fujinoki Sarcophagus, Edward Kidder, Jr. (1989), then professor of art and archeology at the International Christian University, has indeed mentioned the “Japanese unwillingness to dig such tombs for fear of finding a Korean buried inside or evidence proving that the imperial line had Korean origins.” I ask readers to keep these statements in mind as I unfold my thesis. 
In her review of my 2006 limited preview edition of this work, Barnes (2007b: 80) says this: “Hong offers no new data on this problem. Instead he relies entirely on known documentary sources.” True, I have never presented unknown documentary sources. When we have a shift in paradigm, however, the same set of data gives a very different story that may well be closer to the reality. 
Historians in every nation, whether Americans, Europeans, Arabs, Iranians, Indians, Chinese, Japanese, or Koreans, seem to be destined to write, consciously or unconsciously, biased histories to gratify the vanity and aspirations of their contemporaries. Western historians, however, have no reason to write a “nationalistic” history on Korea-Japan relations. Viewed from the opposite side of the looking-glass, many Western historians who are specialists in Korea and/or Japan are, consciously or unconsciously, still trying to fit the realities of Korean and Japanese history into a Japan-centric model by twisting and bending the historical facts. The claustrophobic narrowness of the Japanese academic tradition seems to have been rather blindly endorsed by the Western exegesis. My writings have addressed mainly to those Western experts. 
A good summary of the Japan-centric version of the ancient Korea-Japan relations and the origin of Yamato dynasty is provided by the Cambridge History of Japan, Volume I, Ancient Japan ed. Delmer M. Brown (1993). It is considered a “good” reference, but of course that does not mean it is reliable -- witness Brown making a groundless statement that “in 461 the [Paekche] king sent his own mother to Japan as hostage (ibid: 142)” apparently without himself having a look at the Nihongi record; and declaring that Koguryeo (called “Korea’s first sinified kingdom”) was “the first of the three independent Korean kingdoms to emerge during the fourth century (ibid: 111)” without taking care to have a look at the Dongyi-zhuan of the Weishu of Sanguozhi that records the Koguryeo king to have begun using the title “king” in 32 CE. Reading my work, readers may yet be able to get a larger look at the model-building methods practiced in Japanese historiography that have been endorsed by Western experts. 
My intent is to provide readers with a balanced perspective on Korea-Japan relations by exposing them to a non-Japancentric perspective. For historians as well as laymen, I offer the refreshing experience of looking at Korea-Japan relations from an entirely new perspective. A proper, balanced interpretation of the past history of Korea and Japan would enable a more accurate understanding of modern East Asia.
Ideally, every highschool textbook in the world should present history from more than one viewpoint, and children of every nation should have a chance to see history from more than one point of view.
In the limited preview edition of 2006, I presented both the ancient Korea-Japan relations and East Asian history together but, in light of the comments I have received, they are now presented in two separate volumes. I am grateful to Professor Mary Suzanne Schriber of Northern Illinois University who did an excellent job of editing to make my book more readable.
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