
History and M
em

ory: the Case of Poland and Korea

Volume 16 (2018)
Issue 2

Volume 16 (2018)
Issue 2

Yearbook 
of the Institute 
of East-Central Europe 

Yearbook 
of the Institute 
of East-Central Europe 

Vol. 16, Issue 2
Yearbook of the Institute 
of East-Central Europe 

History and Memory: 
the Case of Poland and Korea

Korea and Poland have a similar history in which they have developed a variety of relationships with their neighbours 
and, in the modern era, carried out a fi erce independence movement to regain their lost sovereignty. The Northeast 
Asian History Foundation and the Institute of East-Central Europe in Poland began academic exchange in 2017 to 
share Korean and Polish history of colonialism and independence movement and seek resolutions of history disputes 
among neighbouring nations. The four papers published in the special issue of Yearbook of the Institute of East-Cen-
tral Europe were presented at a joint conference held on 13 November 2017, titled ‘Relations among Neighbouring 
Countries in Northeast Asia and Central and Eastern Europe: Prospect of Past History and Reconciliation’, and cover 
the process of the Japan’s depravation of Korean sovereignty with international law, the characteristics of the Korean 
independence movement, the nature and current status of history confl icts between Korea and Japan, and the publi-
cation process of the joint history textbook between Germany and Poland. The NAHF plans to explore ways to apply 
the models of Poland and other European countries for resolving history confl icts to Northeast Asia.

Lee Hyun-Ju, Secretary General of the Northeast Asian History Foundation

Historical disputes, which have been taking place in Poland recently, clearly show that history itself may be skilfully, 
yet inappropriately, involved in the contemporary politics and political manoeuvring. Few prominent exceptions no-
twithstanding, historians usually prefer not to take part in a game as such. However, they simultaneously do not enjoy 
considerable infl uence on how their arguments (in a simplifi ed or even vulgarized form) are being taken advantage of 
by politicians, propagandists or ideologists. That last group, for instance, caters only for one version (interpretation) of 
history, either rejecting the others, or regarding them as completely false. (...)
The professional historian who is also methodologically oriented knows that the existence of ‘the history’, which 
would provide the explanation or the one and only version of the truth is, at best, a positivist illusion, or – at worst 
– a starting point for manipulation and stupefaction. Although in many cases it is possible to consider a statement 
about singular facts as perfectly correct, an attempt at relating those facts to each other is always already an act 
of interpretation, and an interpreter is never a neutral observer.
That does not mean, however, that history is somehow purged of falsehood, and that all interpretations are equal 
or acceptable. Therefore, it is of outmost importance to highlight from the very beginning that fraud, intentional lie 
or misinterpretation do diff er from diverging perspectives or competing interpretations.

Mirosław Filipowicz, Head of the Institute of East-Central Europe
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Preface

The present edition of the Yearbook of the Institute of East-Central 
Europe has been prepared b0y Polish and Korean historians, thus 
becoming a result of the cooperation between the Institute of East-
Central Europe and the Northeast Asian History Foundation in Seoul.

The Korean scholars decided to ponder upon the Polish-Russian 
and Polish-German dialogue about history and, by drawing on the Pol-
ish experiences, initiate a corresponding historical dialogue with those 
neighbors that Korea used to have very difficult relations with, espe-
cially Japan. Our first meetings and seminars, which took place within 
past two years in Seoul, the Jeju Island and Lublin, have clearly shown 
that both parties may learn a lot from each other by comparing their 
historical experiences.

At first glance, the very idea of following the methods of research 
used by comparative history might appear to be quite disturbing since 
Korea and Poland are the countries that are distant not only in his-
torical, but also geographical and cultural terms. Nevertheless, if one 
introduces the context of the Polish-Russian and Polish-German re-
lations, on the one hand, and the context of the Korean-Japanese re-
lations, on the other, then a possible feeling of surprise could become 
less pronounced. However, thus emerging pattern of ‘country the vic-
tim’ and ‘country the oppressor’ would also be harmful and absolutely 
not promising. History might be told in a number of ways. Despite that 
fact that the positivist idea of ‘the one and only’ approach to history has 
been abandoned, from time to time there still occurs a conviction that 
the world should be presented with ‘the true version’ of history, which 
is ‘our’ version of history. Such an approach is nothing else but a trap. 
History ought to allow us to understand both the past and the others 
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as well. We do not have to share their opinions, but we should be able 
to notice and hear them out. I truly believe that the Polish experiences 
of history can be beneficial to Korean historians just as the Korean 
experiences may turn out to be valuable to Polish scholars.

The present volume of Yearbook would not appear had it not been 
for the great involvement of our Korean colleagues. I would like to ex-
press my deep gratitude to Mr Lee Hyun-Ju, the Secretary General 
to the Northeast Asian History Foundation in Seoul, and his team. 
Moreover, I wish to express my particular thanks to Professor Kim 
Yongdeog from Hankuk University of Foreign Studies in Seoul, who 
specializes in Polish history.

Mirosław Filipowicz
Head of the Institute of East-Central Europe

The Plenipotentiary of the Minister of Foreign Affairs 
for the Polish-Russian Group for Difficult Matters
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