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The problem of interpretation of war between the Taag Empire and Bohai
in period 732 - 735

Alexander Alexeevich Kim*
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Ussuriysk, Timiryazeva st. 33 -305; email: kimaa9@gd.com

Abstract: The problem of interpretation of war between thex@&mpire and Bohai in period 732-7.3Bohai

kingdom (698 - 926) was the first state in the drigtof the Russian Far East. This article considbes most
discussed period of the history of Bohai — its wgainst Chinese Empire Tang. This military confibanged the
political situation not only on the Korean Penimsubut in East Asia in general. This war also iaflced political
contacts in the Far East significantly. On the d$asdidifferent materials and studies of eventshia meighboring
states and tribes, the authors have analyzed eleating up to the war, the military operationshia war itself and
the results of this conflict.

Keywords: Bohai, Far East, East Asia, history, Mohe, China

A short discussion of Bohai's history up until grated elsewhere.
735 However there were also Mohe groups that
To start with, we must consider the history ofesisted pressure from Tang China and with people
Bohai up until 735 in order to understand thérom Koguryo carefully prepared a rebellion.
specifics of the issue at hand. Short-sighted political decisions (oppressions of
The state of Bohai(in Russian:Boxaii, in  nomadic tribes) by leaders of Tang China in the
Korean: Parha&lsl], in Chinese: Bohaj#ifj, in east also provoked a rebellion by the Khitan tribes
Japanese- Bokkai) existed in what is now thi& 696, and the Mohe along with Kogargroups
Russian Maritime Region (Primorskij krai/used this episode as a pretext to establish the new
IIpumopckuii kpaii), as well as including territories state of Zhen (in Korean: Jift]). The ruler of this
that are parts of modern-day North Korea anstate was Da Zuorongh(it%%, in Korean reading
Northeastern China. It existed from the late pae Jo Yeongill %3). The Tang Empire sought
seventh to the early tenth centuries AD.* (A. Passistance from the Turks. Turkic cavalry
Okladnikov, 1959; A. P.Okladnikov, A. P. gypsequently defeated the rebel Khitan army. After
Derevianko, 1973). According to the Japanesgjs, the Tang Empire sent a retaliatory expedition
annals “Ruiju-kokushi” $iZ2E4), the Bohai to deal with Da Zuorong, but this army was

state was founded in 698 AD. A number of evenfdestroyed. , _ _

had led to the formation of this state. Leadingaip Da Zuorong established relations with the
Koguryo had been destroyed in 668 by the Tantpceived ranks from them (for example, the fifth
Empire and Silla (another Korean state), and pafi@"d “Dae Achan” from Silla). In 705 the Tang
of the Mohe tribes, who were vassals of Kogury €mperor fundamentally changed his attitude

switched their loyalties to the Tang Empire or mi- toward  Bohai.  Accordingly, China sent an
ambassador to Bohai whose task was to establish
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peaceful relations. In response Da Zuorong sent hiowever snow and rough mountain roads made
second son, Da Menyi (in Korean reading - Dathe plan impossible to carry out; the Silla armstlo
Mun-ye, ti-<]), as a hostage to the Tanghalf its soldiers and returned to south (Kuk Jeong
Empire**. In 713 Da Zuorong received TangJang, 2001, p. 169; Samguksagi 1959). In spite of
recognition as the ruler of a new state called Bohdhe failure of Silla’s expedition, the attempt
From this date on references to Bohai in th#fluenced the outcome of the war between Tang
Chinese annals can be found. As a result of tiad Bohai. Silla showed that it could potentially
ambassadorial group’s exchanges between thelp China, and Bohai must have noted the
Tang Empire and Bohai, Da Zuorong received thgossibility of an attack from its southern border.
new title “Bohaigunwang” of the sovereign ofBohai was forced to move some of its military to
Bohai. On one hand, it meant a guarantee gefend its southern flank from Silla. While Silla
peaceful co-existence with China, but it alsdnitially attacked unsuccessfully, the pressurenfro
resulted in antagonistic relations with Silla. Théwo fronts finally resulted in Bohai suing for peac
situation changed after death of Da Zuorong. Froiiith China in 733 (A. L. Ivliev, 2005).

719 the second Bohai ruler Da Wuyik {2, The historiography of the war.

Korean reading — Dae Mu-y&)]%-¢l), began to As mentioned above, Bohai was located in
look for allies to fight against the Tang Empireareas of the modern states North Korea, China and

For example, he developed relations with thguss_ia. Scholars f_rom these countries have_
Khitan and Turkic tribes, as well as with Japarﬁons'dered the question of the war between Bohai

aspiring to receive their support against thand Tang Empire very differently. .
Ch‘i)nes% Empire. PP g For example, Chinese historians believe that

His young brother, Da Menyi criticized hiSBohai was a provincial power in medieval China

position and considered his diplomatic activities t(Hong Song, 2001) and do not consider this

be a potential cause of Bohai's destruction in th%onﬂ'Ct to have occurred between independent

future. Moreover, Da Menyi was commander 0§tates. - .

the Bohai army, but nonetheless criticized th North Korean specialists th.mk that the Tang
commands of his superior the Bohai ruler. Henc ’rgplre dprovokk_edd the IWarhV\."th Bo_hal é r?n.
Da Wuyi wanted to kill his younger brother, butdependent kingdom. In_their opinion, Bohal
Da Menyi was tipped off about the plot and with gommenced military hostilities as a preventive
small group of people fled to China action because China would attack Bohai in any

In 732 Bohai started a war against China witf@S€ (Guk Jeong Jang, .2001)‘ . They have
military operations that began at sea — the Boh@pnsidered events of the war in detail (Guk Jeong
navy attacked the Shandong peninsula a dn9, 2f0(|)%). E"I'hhey_ dedsc5|be the_ WaL as beng
destroyed the biggest seaport of the Tang Empi? ccessiul for bonai, a_|:| 0 not write about result
in the east — Dengzhou (D. Twitchett 1979; A. L° the conflict (Bohai's ambassadorial mission
Ivliev, 2005). Bohai's army also assisted th&ived in China to ask for peace and mercy, a fact
Khitans, who were fighting with China. In thisoverlooked in the North Korean narrative).

difficult situation, the Tang Empire along with SO‘#.h Ktﬁrean S(l;httnlars hatwe .{)ede_n ﬁctlwtahm
Silla built an alliance consisting of several tsbe 'S€arching the war, but are not united in how they

In so doing they formed an army group that coul§XPlain the origins of the war. Some historians
g y y group nsider the conflict to be connected with Bohai's

march against Bohai. In the war between the Taf§"S ) . . .
lations with Silla (this medieval Korean state,

Empire and Bohai in 732 - 735, Silla assiste X
China, describing in official letters Bohai a ocated in the central and south parts of the Korea

“rebellious barbarians” (Nan Hee Ku, 2011, ppeninsula, had antagonistic relations with Bohai)

396) and improved relations with Chinese Empir{ff‘)'m rﬁén}fignn’ tﬁglr%ez)s’,or?;hzrz dSrF:aesﬂﬁgS(tj‘ tﬁg V\r/]:rt**
Tang asked Silla for military support, and Silla’ =, oo )
prepared an army (100 thousands strong) (Nan Heg'Y CZ:Ohfftl) Han, 1994; Ki Ho Song, 1995; A. A.
Ku, 2011, p. 396) by land to enable an “attack'™ '

N ; The position of Russian historians is rather
from both flanks th the soldiers of the Tang . s . . .
W ! gdlfferent. Scholars in the Soviet Union considered

Empire, who were to attack Bohai in the north ; . . .
pire, who w ' Bohai to be an independent kingdom without
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Chinese political or cultural influence. Thereforéhistory of Tang), which are the main sources of
they portrayed Bohai as a state that hadformation we have about the war of 732 - 735,
successfully resisted China; these scholars wewaly briefly mention attacks by the Bohai navy on
therefore not all that interested in results ofwze this Chinese seaport. In the Chinese annals only
itself (A. P. Okladnikov, 1959; A. P. Okladnikov,Bohai's attack on Dengzhou and the killing of the
A. P. Derevinako, 1973). governor of this big seaport is discussed, damage
However, in the post-Soviet period,to the city by the Bohai navy is completely absent
historians’ views of this war have changedfrom the narrative. However, on the basis of these
Certainly, some Russian historians continue tmaterials we can analyze the reasons for and the
support Soviet views of the war between Bohai anmésults of Bohai's attack on the seaport of
China, but other specialists have written that Boh®engzhou.
could not successfully fight against Tang Empire  The materials provide information only about
for such a long time (A. L. Ivliev, 2005). land operations during the war.
Who started the war and why. However, according “Xin Tang shu”, in the
The war cannot be considered to be war against Khitans at 696 - 697 (this war gave
preventive attack by Bohai against Tang Empirallowed for formation of the Bohai state) the Tang
(as is commonly thought). China had not prepardeéimpire used naval power very effectively. For
its ground or naval forces for military activityexample, China moved 50 thousands soldiers by
against Bohai. This is the reason why Bohai's firstea to the rear of the Khitan army (A. A. Kim,
attacks were successful. Clearly, the Tang Empi&911b). It was an important factor in China’s
had a large numerical and resource advantage ovétory in this war. So, it is clear that the Tang
Bohai. Certainly, China did not anticipate a Bohdtmpire had a large number of military vessels.
attack in 732; therefore we must look for other  But the Tang Empire did not use this fleet for
reasons as to why Bohai attacked the Tang Empir@milar military operations against Bohai in 732 -
First, Bohai wanted to help the Khitans. As i¥33. It is not clear why Tang did not make use of
known, in the period 715 - 730 the Khitangts substantial naval forces. However, clearlyhd
recognized Tang Empire as suzerain. However rang Empire had used its navy against Bohai in
730 the new Khitan chief began to supporthe war 732 - 735 Chinese annalists would have
positions by Turkic Khaganate. At that time Turksvritten about it. Because no such references are
had antagonistic relations with the Tang Empirgresent in the records, it seems clear that Chinese
Therefore China sent an army and defeated Khitaaval power was not involved in the war.
and Xsi (allies of the Khitan) troops in 731 - 732.  As is known, the Tang Empire did not
After this battle Bohai forces suddenly attackesl thundertake any naval operations in the period 700 -
Tang Empire. The Khitan army supported Bohai iii32. | believe that the Chinese fleet could not be
this war. So, it seems clear that China did natestroyed by the navies of neighboring states, like
provoke the Bohai attack — rather the attack was dapan or Silla. This is because of two reasors; fir
support of Bohai's allies — i.e. the Khitan tribesthese states did not have comparably large navies,
Khitan lands were located between Bohai and tlend second, if Japanese or Silla navies destroyed
Tang Empire. Clearly, Bohai's rulers considere€hinese military fleet, medieval Korean and
the Khitan tribes to be a buffer against China. A3apanese annalists would surely have written in
mentioned above, the second Bohai ruler hatleir annals about a big victory at sea. So, it is
problems with his younger brother who fled to théherefore plausible that the Bohai fleet destroyed
Tang Empire and Da Wuyi considered thihinese navy in Dengzhou.
situation to be dangerous for his powerbase. The In opinion of the author, the military fleet of
Tang Empire could destroy Bohai's buffer andhe Tang Empire was located in Dengzhou for
therefore the Bohai ruler began a war with China. different reasons. |Initially, China had hostile
As is known, Bohai began this war and theelations with Silla. Between Silla and the Tang
first attack was aimed at Dengzhou. The Chinegampire were located the lands of a large number of
annals “Xin Tang shu”i{i# =, The New history different nomadic tribes (like the Xsi, Khitans and

of Tang) and “Jiu Tang shu”é{j:, The Old Others), as well as the territory of Bohai. Therefo
China and Silla could not engage in a land war
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between each other (moreover, initially Silla usethey served as officers of the Tang imperial guard
Bohai as a bhuffer against potential Tangnd cannot come to the sea coast.

aggression), but they very easily could have Therefore it seems that Bohai used trade
utilized the sea as a field for war. Clearly, trend missions to obtain new information about the fleet
Empire noted this possibility. of the Tang Empire. Clearly, Bohai sent a large

Second, China had problems with the Khitanswumber of trade ships to China and officers in
These nomadic tribes did not have a fleet, ardengzhou could not watch all members of these
therefore the Tang Empire could move its army biyade missions. They arrived in China with
sea to the rear of Khitan territory, like in thenim ambassadorial groups, but when Bohai diplomats
the 696 - 697. came to the capital of the Tang Empire, merchants

Third, China concentrated military ships neastayed in Dengzhou or near of this seaport. The
the Shandong peninsula to deal with pirates, whoade missions could come back to Bohai at any
sometimes attacked Chinese trade or diplomatitne and gave important information to
missions. commanders of the Bohai navy.

Clearly, Da Wuyi knew about importance of As is known, Da Wuyi used the Bohai fleet
the seaport Dengzhou (it was biggest port iand pirates ships in the attack of Dengzhou
Shandong Peninsula) for China as a base for tf@amguksagi 1959: 219; Ki Ho Song, 1995, p. 69;
imperial fleet and considered the possibility of abyuk Gong Yu 2000, p. 53-54; *Parhaesa 1996, p.
attack by Tang Empire from the sea. The ChineS3). Therefore, it seems likely that the Bohai rule
fleet could be very effective against a Bohai armigad estimates about the size of the Chinese navy,
and could become a problem for the concentratiamderstood that his forces were not sufficientafor
of Bohai military troops, because they would bsuccessful attack and asked pirates for help.
forced to potentially defend their own sea port€learly, pirates supported the Bohai navy because
from attacks by the Tang Empire. they considered the Tang fleet a major impediment

But to attack Dengzhou, the Bohai ruleto their activities. Furthermore, pirates aloneldou
clearly had new information about the system afot have beaten the Chinese fleet, but with the
defenses of this seaport, as well as the number arainbined power of pirates and the Bohai navy
positions of Chinese ships. In the first year a&f ththey were successful in destroying the Tang
war Bohai destroyed Dengzhou very quickly; th&mpire’'s naval base.

Chinese army did not have time to bring in forces It appears that the Bohai attack on Dengzhou
to support this seaport. Bohai's success confirmefstroyed the main Chinese navy. The reasons for
that its navy had new information about theuch a view will be discussed below.

position of the Chinese imperial fleet and the In opinion of the authors, the second Bohai
situation in the seaport. Therefore one can surmisder considered different strategies for war and
that Bohai utilized ambassadorial missionginderstood that he could not fight against both the
hostages in the imperial court of the Tang Empireombined against China and forces of Tang's army
and trade groups to obtain such information. and fleet. Da Wuyi had time for this from 727 and

However, Bohai ambassadorial groups ancould analyze situation. Clearly, Bohai did not

hostages were not important sources fdrave large number of the military ships and could
information about Dengzhou. Clearly, diplomatimot fight against a Tang fleet for prolonged pesiod
missions were present in Dengzhou after theMoreover, the Bohai people did not have a good
arrival from Bohai, but they stayed in the seaportnderstanding of Chinese geography or where its
for only a short time and before proceeding to thmany seaports were located.
Chinese Capital. Moreover, officers of the Tang Conversely, on land, the Bohai army was in a
Empire paid attention to members of thevery comfortable position. As is known, the major
ambassadorial group, groups were limited in thgart of the army of the Tang Empire was infantry.
reconnaissance and espionage activities they codtkarly, the raw number of Chinese soldiers was
undertake. Hostages located at the Chinesast. However, most part of the Bohai army
Imperial court and could not collect newconsisted of the Mohe warriors. Mohe troops were
information about the Chinese fleet. Moreoverarcher cavalry. Cavalry had good conditions for
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fighting in Manchuria. In spite of the fact thatChinese army was in a position to dominate. But
China had experience of fighting against nomadifter the Bohai attack, the situation was changed
tribes (like, Khitan, Turks and other) for a longundamentally — the Bohai navy destroyed
time, the Tang Empire could not adapt to Bohdengzhou and the Chinese fleet moored there.
tactics. Moreover, the armies of the Bohai's allies-urthermore, soldiers of the alliance of Bohai, Xsi
namely, Khitan tribes - were also archer cavalnand Khitan were located near the Great Wall of
Therefore the Bohai and Khitan armies effectivelZhina and Tang armies could not defeat them.
fought against the Chinese army and were stoppbtbreover Turkic forces elected a new Khagan and
only near Madoushan Mountain (near line of ththis made the situation more dangerous for the
Great Chinese Walls). Chinese forces were forcdthng Empire — Turks could attack the Tang
to resorting to blocking the roads with large rockEmpire from west, because Chinese armies fought
(A. L. Ivliev, 2005). Clearly, generals of the armyin the east.
of the Tang Empire used this strategy in order to At first, the Tang Emperor arrested Bohai’s
limit the activities of the Bohai forces. advance and sent their ambassadors south (A. L.
Moreover, we noted that in the “Xin tang shu'lvliev, 2005, p. 456). The Tang Empire mobilized
we can see that 5000 Shiwei and Mohe rideits forces, but Chinese officers understood that
arrived to Madoushan for support of the Chineshese forces would be insufficient to deal with the
army. Clearly, a force of 5000 warriors was a ndtituation. Therefore the Tang Empire requested
large number to the Chinese army. Howevegssistance from Silla and suggested a combined
Chinese historians mentioned these troops in tipdan of attack on Bohai's flanks (**Parhaesa 1996,
description of the military activities in the waf o p. 3; Giu Cheol Han, 1994; Si Hyeong Park 2000).
732 - 733. Probably, the Tang Empire had Silla had antagonistic relations not only with
problems dealing with rider groups of the Bohai'8ohai at that time, but with Tang China too.
army and needed cavalry. Moreover, Silla had lost territories as a result of
But in 733, the Chinese Emperor sent word tetruggles with its northern neighbor. Therefore thi
the Bohai exile Da Menyi and asked him to helKorean state needed to improve relations with the
the army of the Tang Empire. The young brother dfang Empire. Clearly, Silla sought to use this
the Bohai ruler arrived at Madoushan Mountain (Apportunity to take back lands from Bohai because
A. Kim 2011). As discussed above, the Chinesgilla officers knew the military potential of China
generals needed information about Bohai armand understood that Bohai could not successfully
from Da Menyi. Moreover, this Bohai exile knewfight against the Tang Empire — at least if Sillasw
both armies and could compare positions aralso aiding Tang.
specifics of the Bohai and Chinese military troops As stated above, China needed an alliance
in this conflict. Probably it was helpful, becausavith Silla too, probably, more than Silla needeel th
shortly after the arrival of Da Menyi the Bohaiproposed alliance. Clearly, Tang could not obtain
army retreated from Madoushan. information about relations on the Korean
The successful military activities of the BohaPeninsula and a possible alliance between Bohai
forces demonstrate one important thing: Da Wuyind Silla could be very dangerous for Tang Empire.
was completely prepared for war with China. Th#loreover, the Chinese army had problem with
Bohai army and navy were mobilized before tharmies of the Khitan, Bohai, Mohe and Xsi. War
war; Bohai diplomats had close contacts with then the southern border of Bohai would be helpful
pirates. Therefore we can surmise that Bohé&br the Tang Empire, because Da Wuyi would not
would have started a war whatever the case, h# able to concentrate his forces in two distant
successes by the army of the Tang Empire wereaeeas at once. China also needed to finish the war
good reason for a Bohai attack. rapidly because there was a risk that the Turkic
The first victories of the Bohai forces in theKhaganate could attack the rear of the Tang
war were unpleasant surprises for the Targmpire.
Emperor. The Chinese were quickly put in a  Therefore China sent Kim Sarang to Silla.
difficult situation — in 732, the Tang Empire faceKim Sarang was a member of the ruling dynastic
favorable conditions on its eastern frontier family of Silla and hostile in the Tang Empire. His
Khitan and Xsi forces had been destroyed and tlaerival was an important gesture to Silla. Silla’s
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leaders understood the meaning of this gesture and Nonetheless, Silla considered this expedition
contacts between both sides were established. @o,failure and wanted revenge. Hence, Silla
in a difficult situation Tang's army along with therequested that the Tang Empire participate in a
Silla army built up an alliance consisting of s@ler new joint strike. However, China had other plans,
tribes (Shiwei, Heishui Mohe), thus forming awhich we shall discuss below.
phalanx that could march against Bohai. Da Wuyi understood the complicated position
We should note an interesting fact though: thee now faced and wanted peace with China.
Tang Empire gave the Silla king a new rank Fhings were complicated by his younger brother,
commander for sea military activities (**Parhaeshowever. At first, Da Menyi took up residence in
1996, p. 102; **Samguk sagi 1959, p. 219; Dyukhe Tang Empire and sought to wage a political
Gong Yu, 2000, p. 54). Thus Silla was compelledtruggle against his older brother for control of
to provide safety in the sea and fight against tHgohai. Moreover, China was interested in using
Bohai navy. This seemingly confirms what wasim against Da Wuyi.
stated above about the destructiveness of Bohai's Second, the course of this war confirmed Da
attack on Dengzhou; Tang was forced to bestowMenyi's initial judgment: Bohai ultimately was not
naval rank on its ally, in order to get their navain a position to fight and defeat the Tang Empire i
military aid. a protracted military conflict. Da Wuyi as ruler o
Kim Sarang became the mediator thaBohai could not be seen to recognize the opinion
facilitated coordination of military activities by of his younger brother lest he lose standing in the
Silla and the Tang Empire against Bohai in thisyes of both his subjects and in relations witiesll
war. According to “Samguksagi”, Silla mobilizedand other neighboring states.
100,000 people for war against Bohai In our opinion, this understanding of the
(***Samguksagi 1959, Nan Hee Ku 2011, p. 396%ituation was what drove Da Wuyi to send
and sent armies to the north to support the Chineggsassins to murder his younger brother Da Menyi.
army, which attacked Bohai separately from Silla. However, killers were arrested and executed by the
As stated above, however, Silla’'s expeditiolthinese (Dyuk-Gong Yu, 2000, p. 75). On the one
proved to be unsuccessful — snowfall and batand, Da Menyi was acting as an advisor to the
mountain roads led to the destruction of the SillRang army and knew much about Bohai's forces.
army, more than half of the Silla soldiers werea lodHis murder of would therefore be helpful to both
and the remainder was forced to retreat***. Th®a Wuyi and Bohai's military. On the other hand,
Tang army fought with Bohai military troops, butba Wuyi also probably saw his brother as a
could not win and was also forced to retreat**.  potential pretender to the throne and therefora as
In spite of the failure of the Silla expedition,political threat. Russian scholar Alexander Ivliev
his attempt to intervention greatly influenced théelieves that Da Wuyi wanted to the finish war
course of the war. Silla demonstrated theith China and has described the war as being a
possibility of an anti-Bohai encirclement, a facproxy conflict between Da Menynd Da Wuyi
that surely did not escape the attention of Da Wuy****Gosudarstvo Bohaj, 1994; A. L. Ivliev, 2005).
Bohai's position thus had changed. It forces noBo, we can see a rather paradoxical situation — in
faced a war on three fronts — from the west (Targpite of the fact that Da Menyi's initial judgment
Empire), the north (Shiwei and Heishui Mohe) andbout the dangerous of conflict with China being
the south (Silla). Certainly, Bohai was prepared faight, Da Wuyi sent assassins to murder his young
a war on its western and northern frontiers, bat thbrother in the Tang Empire. After this incident th
addition of a southern front was clearly too mucBohai ambassadorial mission arrived in China to
for Da Wuyi. Moreover, Japan decided not to comask for peace and forgiveness (Ivliev 2005).
to the assistance of Bohai. Bohai's allies — the At that time both sides wanted to peace. Not
Khitan and Xsi — could not support Da Wuyilong time ago, the Khitan military had defeated
against Silla, because they were located in arkasTang forces on the battlefield. The Turks had
modern-day Manchuria. The Silla expedition wasupported Khitan tribes in this military encounter.
therefore a tactical military defeat for its arnyt  China saw this battle potentially the opening salvo
more importantly constituted a strategic politicabf a long conflict with Khitan tribes and the Turki
victory which changed the course of the war. Khaganate. Clearly, the Tang Empire needed peace
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on it's the eastern frontier — i.e. with Bohaicontrolling this area. So, these lands became the
Moreover, peace with Bohai gave the possibility abbject of conflict between Bohai and Silla. We do
support from Shiwei, Silla and Heishui Mohe imot know who lived in these lands at the time, but
war with the Turks —allies can send military troop€hina ceding this territory to Silla clearly added
for Chinese side. frictions present between Bohai and Silla.
Bohai too, as stated above, was in &ertainly, Bohai could have controlled these lands,
complicated political and military position. In spi but was not able to fight against both China asd it
of victories in period of 732 - 733, Bohai could noallies. Therefore it had to concede these lands to
support a long-term war with China and its allyChina, but the Tang Empire gave them to Silla.
Silla. Moreover, Bohai's people did not support th8ohai was to fight for control over these lands for
young brother of the Bohai ruler against Da Wuya long time after this war. Silla sent expeditites
and Tang leadership must have noted this fathe Phaegang River throughout th&® &nd &'
Therefore, the Chinese Empire quickly made peacenturies (A. A. Kim, 2011a).
with Bohai. Among historians there are a number of
There is however some debate amondifferent opinions about the consequences of this
scholars over when the war actually ended. Usualyar. Many Korean scholars believe that the war
scholars from other countries consider 733 as tleded with a victory for Bohai. They have paid
year when the conflict ended because this waspecial attention to the Dengzhou attack, the
when Bohai's peace mission arrived in China. Bugxpedition of the Bohai army to Madoushan
Korean specialists believe that that the wa*Parhaesa 1996; Si Hyeong Park, 1995, 2000),
finished in 735, this would mean that the wabut have not written about the actual results ef th
spanned four years. war. Chinese specialists believed that Bohai was a
Historians from Korean peninsula believe tha€hinese provincial power (Hong Sung, 2001; Feng
in spite of the fact that Bohai's ambassadoriafao, 2001) and these military activities were not
mission arrived in the Tang Empire in 733, Chinavar, only a rebellion against central imperial
was not able to stop its allies from continuingithepower. They consider that the conflict finished
operations against Bohai. China did not havpositively for China. Soviet scholars, under
speedy lines of communication with Shiweipolitical pressures, supported the position of
Heishui Mohe and Silla. Clearly, China’s alliesKorean historians (A. P. Okladnikov, 1959; A. P.
wanted to benefits from this war, especially, SillaOkladnikov, A. P. Derevinako, 1973).
which had lose a substantial part of its army. In the opinion of the authors, this military
Korean scholars also have considered another fatinflict was very much a war because Bohai was
—in 735, Tang Empire ceded land to Silla, (theseot a Chinese province or autonomous “region of
lands were located in south of the Phaegang RivEang Empire”. Nonetheless, the war finished with
and formally were under protectorate by Chinaghe effective defeat of Bohai - it effectively hax
(**Parhaesa 1996, p. 34, 103; Jin-Hun Jung. 1996ede lands to Silla, and its period of dominatian o
p. 49; V. M. Tihonov 2003, p. 213-214). Thesd¢he Korean peninsula ended. For a long time after,
lands were probably a reward for Silla’sBohai did not (and perhaps could not) mount
intervention in the conflict. military operations against either China or it$eall
As we can see, the peace between Bohai aBdhai had interest in war against Silla as revenge
China itself was declared in 733. But Tandor conflict 732 - 735, but looked for alliance twit
“presented” land in Phaegang River to Silla in 73%apan for this and did not try fight against Silla
Therefore it can be surmised that the decision &jone (A. A. Kim, 2011b).
the Tang Empire was a subject for discussion It is important to remember however that the
among Chinese nobles. Tang Empire did not try to destroy the Bohai state.
The Phaegang River has become the object©h the other hand, the Tang Empire did not
discussion between scholars, researching Bolwainsider the destruction of Bohai as in its vital
history. Some historians believe that Silla occdpiestrategic interest. Clearly, the Tang Empire needed
these lands, but Tang Empire did not recognize be careful on its eastern frontiers. China wante
Silla’s claim to this territory (**Parhaesa 1996, pto support Silla and to weaken Bohai. But Chinese
123). It seems though that Bohai had an interest dfficials remembered well that the destruction of
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Kogurydo by Silla and Tang forces led to Silla’s ** Parhaesa(Z oll At / The history of Bohai).

occupation of almost the entire Korean peninsulgdact. by Song Ki-hoZJ|1&/ /523 %8), Han
agging‘ﬁa expulsion of Tang forces from th%ju-chél (3t &/ # £ %) & Lim Sang-$n
P Thus, Tang had fought a war against the twooc':\igé jf* Bvial?’ Tg?glgﬁskzgfh)\;é VT/RCBOEE\}\?;Z’
eoul, 1996.
**Samguk sagi (A=Al (ZERE)).
Clearly, Tang's leadership Carefu”ylstoricheskie zapiski treh gosudarg@amrykcaru.

considered the aims of their war against Bohai argfToPHHeckne _ sanvckn  tpex rocymapers  /

came to the conclusion that the destruction of the@Mguksagi. The historical records of three states)

Bohai would merely allow Silla to occupy much ofY0l- 1. / translated by M.N. Pak and al., Nauka ,

its lands — thus further strengthening Silla’s powg"10Scow, 1959. _ _

in the region. Tang clearly did not see such ap ~"Gosudarstvo Bohaj (698-926) i plemena
outcome as being in its geopolitical interest. ThuP@l Nego Vostoka Rossi{l'ocynaperso boxait 1
when Silla asked China to attack Bohai again*#1eMena [lanptero Bocroka Poceun /' The Bohai
** the Tang Empire probably considered this aState (698 - 926) and tribes of Russian Far East)
being part of an attempt by Silla to seize Boh&dit. by E. V. Shavkunov and al., Nauka, Moscow,
lands, as it had done with Kogérywhen viewed 1994. _ o

in such a light it is not surprising that the Tang Han Giu Cheol g &/ # £ {7), 1994,
Empire did not accede to such requests. Tam@rhaeii taekwankaesa (2ol CH2AHIAL  The
wanted to keep Bohai as a buffer, a counterbalangistory of Bohai foreign policy relations),
to Silla’s power on the Korean Peninsula. Tosochulban Sinsovon, Seoul.

At the same time, however, Chinese officials  Ivliev  Alexander  L'vovich  Knues
sought to use Da Menyi against his brother. Sudhiexcaunp JIsBosuu), 2005,0cherk istorii Bohaia
attempts though proved to be unsuccessful. In splt@uepx ucmopuu Boxas | The sketch of Bohai
of Da Menyi’s assistance to Chinese army dtistory) in Zh. V. Andreeva (ed.) X. B.
Madoushan, his value proved to be limited. Th&uzapeesa), Rossijskij Dal nij Vostok v drevnosti i
Bohai people did not support him against his oldsrednevekov'e: otkrytiia, problemy, gipotezy
brother, Da Wuyi, and China could not put him oPoccuiicknii Janesanii BocTok B apeBHOCTH H
the Bohai throne. CPEIHEBEKOBBE: OTKPBITHS, POOIEMBI, TUIIOTE3bI /

So, as we can see, the victory of the Tanghe Russian Far East in ancient and medieval
Empire and its allies in war with Bohai was noperiods: discoveries, problems, hypotheses),
total. The reasons are not to be found in BohailBal'nauka, Vladivostok, p. 449 - 475.
military strength, but distrust between Tang asd it  Jang Kuk Jong =%/ 5kE$E), 2001,

other states on the Korean peninsula — Paekche
Kogurys, but it was Silla, not China, that
ultimately reaped the benefits.

allies. Parhaekuk kwa malgaljok (Zof=0tZ2= /
The Bohai state and Mohe tribes), Tosochulphan
Notes Jonsim, Seoul.

1. In the Soviet Union, scholars used the Chinese Jung Jin Hun ®XE/ 8h5E%), 1999

for identification of names in the Bohai (Parhaep,naesa saryowa Parhaesa insik pyonjon —
state. Therefore, this article uses Chinese namr?éwosidaeui sase* silin Parhae kisaryil

for Bohai rulers. Russian specialists in Korean a’;[gnsimyiro (nonmun) (ZoHAF AFE S 2H6H Af
Bohai studies began to use the name “Parhae” o y/%l% B DA «AFAl» AlRI ZHaH

from the 2000s. =
JIAE SA 22 (=&)/ The sources about Bohai

Bibliography histor'y _and evolution of understandi_ng of t_he
*|storiia stran zarubezhnoj Azii v srednie Bohai history - on the base of materials, which
veka (Mctopus crpan 3apyGexuoii Asum B contained in «Sase» of the Koryo period (research

cpenue Beka / The history of foreign Asian states@ticle), i;"“ Parhae kongcuk 1300 chunyon (698-
in the medieval period)/ edit. by A.M. Goldobin926) (20dl2i= 1300 ===/ The 1300 years
and al., Nauka, Moscow, 1970.
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anniversary of the Bohai state establishment), Park Si-Hyeong % AIS/ #8=), 1995,

Hakyonmunhvansa, Seoul, p. 39 — 62. Parhaesa (20oiAl / The history of Bohai),
Kim —Alexander Alexeevich (b) Kum  Tgsochulpan ironkwansilchon, Seoul.
Anekcannp Anekceesnd), 2009,Plan sovmestnogo Park Si Hyeong AI&/ AME=), 2000

napadeniia Bohaia i laponii na Sillafgan Parhaesa yongu wihaye(i ol Al 72 1501 /

COBMECMHO020 HANAOEHUs boxas u Anonuu mua . .
Cunnal Plan of the joint attack of Bohai and JapanTOWards a study of Bohai history), Parhaesa

against Silla) Russia and the Pacific, nr. 2. p. 70 YONgu wihayeo(Zoi A&+ £1601 / Toward a
73. study of Bohai history), Jongchi Chulphan, Seoul,

Kim Alexander Alexeevich(a), 2011, P 7-68. ) N
Relations between Bohai and Silla from the Song Ki-ho &J1=/ R%5%), 1995,Parhae
seventh to the ninth century: a critical analysiggngchi yoksa yingu (2ol Xl S At =2 / The
Acta Orientalia, Vol. 64 (3), p. 345 - 356. study of Bohai political history), lichokal, Seoul.

Kim Alexander AlexeevichKum Anekcaumap Sung Hong Cyu Xyn), 2001,Mohe, Bohaj i
Anexceenu), 2011, Istoriia gosudarstva Bohai chzhurchzhjeni(translate from Chinese to Russian
(Uctopus rocymapctsa boxait / The history of by A. L. Ivliev) (Mox», boxait n wkypwkiHn/
Bohai state). PGSHA, Ussuriysk. Mohe, Bohai and Jurchen), Ancient and Middle

Ku Nan Hee 2-+3]/ B&1[), 2011,8 segi Ages history of EasternAsia, DVO RAN,

joenban Parhaeyi tongasia wegyowa kuiVladivostok, p.80-89.
seongkyok 8 (HIJ| B 54| SOFAIOH Tihonov Vliadimir Mikhajlovich {uxomos,

Q|9 424/ The characteristic of Bohai and hisb/umup Muxaiitosi), 2003, Istoriia Korei
foreign relation in East Asia in the first half wie AcTopua Kopen/ The history of Korea), T.1. (S
%revnejshlh vriemen do nashih dnejC

8" Century), in 8 segi tongasiaui yeoksasan epHeiimmx Bpemen no Hammx ameii/ From
= of MAH Mictar RO

(ﬁ A1 EC’OWO}Aﬁ.MO/ Hlstorlt%al situation In- 5 ) vient times to Modern days), Muravej, Moscow.

the ast sia  In century), Twitchett Denis, 1979, The Cambridge

Tongbukay(_)eksajaedgn, Se0u|_, p. 367 - 421. History of Ching vol. 3. Sui and T ang China, 589
Okladnikov Alexei Pavlovich 0xnagnukos, 906. Part 1, Cambridge University Press
Anexceii Ilasnosuu), 1959, Dalekoe proshloe London — New Ylork _ Melbourne. ’

_Prim__or’ia:_ Ocherki po d_revnei i srednevekovoi Yao Feng flo ®enr), 2001, Politika
istorii Primorskogo Kraia (anexkoe mpoiiioe
Ipumopss: Ouepku O IpeBHEU U CPEIHEBEKOBOM
ucropun IIpumopckoro kpas / The distant past of
the Russian Maritime Region), Primorsko

knizhnoe izdatelstvo, Vladivostok. ; ; .
; ' . national autonomy by Tang Empire toward Bohai),
Okladnikov Alexei Paviovich gKHaHHHKOB’I.. in Ancient and Middle Ages history of Eastern Asia
Anexceri  IlaenoBuu), Derevianko  Anatolii DVO RAN, Viadivostok, p. 90 - 97.

Panteleevich HepeBsHKo, Amnaromnuii = D E e
IanTteneesnu), 1973,Dalekoe proshloe Primor’ia yu Dyuk‘ Gong & SSMIFE), 2000.’
Parhaego (&3l / The study of Bohai),

i Priamuria (danékoe mnponuioe IIpumopbs u /
Tpuamypes / The distant past of the Maritime andi@ngukjoncheonso, Seoul.
Amur regions), Dalnevostochnoe knizhnoe

izdatelstvo, Vladivostok.

nacional noj avtonomii imperii Tan v otnoshenii
Bohaia(translate from Chinese to Russian by A. L.
Ivliev) (TTomuTrka HAIMOHAIBHOW aABTOHOMHH
%Mnepnn Tan B otHomeHnu boxas / The policy of
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Appendix 1

List of Bohai rulers

Da Zuorong (Kii4¢), 698 — 7109.
Da Wuyi (K itzY), 719 — 737.

Da Jinmao (K #K/%), 737 — 793.

Da Yuanyi (KkJL#%), 793 — 794.

Da Huayu (KH4EBL), 794 — 795.

Da Sonlin (k& 8), 795 — 8009.

Da Yuanyu (K JCkz), 809 — 812.
Da Yanyi (K 5 #%), 812 — 817.

Da Mingzhong (kW] /L), 817 — 818.
Da Renxiu (k1 -75), 818 — 830.

Da Yizhen (K #%7%), 830 — 857.

Da Qianhuang{ £ 4%), 857 — 872.
Da Xuanxi (k %), 872 — 894.

Da Weixie (KE: 1), 894 — 907 (?).
Da Yinzhuan (\g%:), 907 (?) — 926.
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