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From: The Neolithic Culture of Korea

With Special Regard to the Megalithic Culture

Han Hŭng-su
This text is a portion of a rough English translation of the unpublished German-language Ph.D. thesis that Han Hŭng-su submitted to the University of Fribourg (Switzerland) in 1940. The 65 pages long typescript of this translation contains numerous handwritten corrections and is stored in the library of the Department for East Asian Studies of the University of Vienna. Its title page was lost, but somebody has added a handwritten note with the title: “The Neolithic Culture of Corea with special regard to the Megalithic Culture by Hung-Soo-Han.” [sic!] In a different writing style the year “1940” is added. 

Next to this typescript another one is stored. It is an evaluation of Han’s findings. James Hoyt, an American pioneer of Korean Studies, published this in 1948 in the respected review, The American Anthropologist Volume 50, Issue 3, pages 573–574, July-September 1948, under the title “Some Points of Interest from Han Hung Su’s ‘Studies on Megalithic Culture of Korea’.” Interestingly, Hoyt claims that he is reviewing the Korean article which was published by Han in Chindan hakpo in 1935. Han’s thesis, that was written in German and submitted to the University of Fribourg in 1940, is not mentioned. In fact, Han’s thesis for Fribourg was probably far less accessible than the Korean article. However it is striking that these two typescripts are stored next to each other. And there are indications that Hoyt used this English text as his starting point.
Chapter II. Megalith-Culture
History of Research
For the very first time Megaliths were referred to in a note of the classical author I Sang-Guk, who reported that, while traveling through the district Gumma–gun in South Korea in the 3rd year of the Sind–schong–era of the Kokuryo–empire (1200 A.D.), he had visited a “Dsisök” (Supported Stone, i.e. Dolmen). He also mentioned that this stone was built by wise men in primeval times (1). Since then nobody has taken up the Megalith matter until foreign archaeologists came to Korea. While on a journey in 1885 the British consul in Seoul W. R. Carles happened to see such a Dolmen near Potschen in the province Kanguondo and mentioned it in the description of his travels (2). This note was of no archaeological or ethnographical importance whatever, but later on caused the British explorer W. Gowland to travel from Japan to Potschen in order to investigate the Dolmen. His report gives full details regarding them. According to his opinion the Dolmens were built by the aborigines (ancestors?) of the to-days Koreans (3). As a foreigner he was not in a position to get particular ethnographical information, perhaps because of difficulties in understanding the language or other troubles. The British authoress I. L. Bishop was also writing about the Korean Dolmen in her book of travels (4). The American orientalist H. B. Hulbert takes it for granted that the Korean Dolmen are prehistoric graves (5). H. G. Underwood interprets the Korean Dolmen as altars of the primeval gods of nature (6), while C. Clark in his book “Religion of ancient Korea” takes them as religious monuments of the Korean aborigines (7).

This is the first news we got about the Korean Dolmen from European explorers, but they have not been real specialists.

Scientific exploration of Megaliths was only begun by the researches of the Japanese prehistorian R. Torii. In the year of 1909 he made in the zone of Korea and Southern Manchuria numerous prehistoric discoveries, amongst them Menhirs, Dolmen, Stone-cases and other sepulchres. On his successful exploring tour he also could classify the various types of Dolmen, e.g. the South Korean “Goban kata” (“Go” – cardtable-shape) and the North Korean “Hokora kata” (Shrine-shape) (8). He occupied himself mostly with the Dolmen and later on translated his book regarding his Korean findings into French in order to enable European experts to read it (9). He was the first to qualify the Korean Dolmen as a sepulchre of the Stone-age man. The archaeologist T. Sekino, who in the year of 1909 was exploring Naknang and Kuryo–sepulchres in the name of the Korean government, and a year afterwards in the name of the Governor-General of Korea, also directed his attention to the Dolmen and Stone-cases, but could not differentiate distinctly Megalithic sepulchres from historic ones (10).

In the year of 1917 R. Torii had found again Stone-cases in a shell-pile near Kimhäi, and for the first time started the question regarding relations between shell-piles and stone-cases (11).

The German explorer Andreas Eckardt, who was very much interested in Korea, did not neglect the question of Megaliths either. In his work “History of Korean Art” he explicitly determined the Dolmen to be a prehistoric sepulchre (12). In 1933 the Korean ethnologist Son Jin Tai in the ethnographic journal “Minzoku gaku” published a very valuable report about Dolmen, yet without expressing his opinion regarding their relation to Megalithic culture (13). In 1935 the archaeologist R. Fujita reported in detail about Dolmen, Stone-cases and Stone-pile graves (14). I myself had discovered Stone-cases and Menhirs in various districts of Korea in the year of 1935 and published in the same year an essay regarding classification and geographical distribution of Megalithic monuments in Korea. The Viennese ethnologist Alexander Slawik had published in his dissertation “History of Korean Culture” a map giving details regarding distribution of Korean Dolmen, which though not quite precise, is very valuable (16). Detailed reports of other explorers working in the same sphere are not yet available.

It seems peculiar that one group of explorers, dealing with Megalithic monuments, bestowed the fullest attention to Dolmen, while the others hardly took them into their consideration. This might be caused by the fact that, owing to their shape, many Dolmen attract more attention than other Megaliths. Besides this was mentioned mostly by the explorers from abroad for whom the thorough investigations were practically impossible. For this reason Korean Megalithic culture has not yet been made sufficiently explored.
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Monuments of the Megalithic Culture
1. Menhirs
Menhirs usually vary in height between 2 to 4 meters. They occur solitary or in groups, and show neither inscriptions nor engravings on their surface. Their number is not considerable but they are scattered over a large territory.

There may be a relation to other Megalithic monuments because there was found a group of Menhirs near many Dolmen not far from Yenbaikgun in the province of Huanghaido.

Therefore, most probably, also in Korea menhirs and dolmen belong to the same period. The Yenbaik group of menhirs is placed on a hill quite near to the hut of a village tutelary deity. Menhirs I and II, each 3.60 meter in height, are standing side by side at a distance of 10 metre. About 50 meters apart is menhir III, 4.60 meter high. The stones are rather decayed. The originally large pieces of rock are rounded and one very often finds the broken off tops lying near them. According to ocular evidence of an old man in the neighbouring village, menhir II is inclined 20 degrees compared with its former position, and menhir I is said to have been twice as high as at present. 50 years ago the stone broke and one can still see the broken pieces on the ground, menhir III is split vertically but has not collapsed.

Among the Korean menhirs there are some quite special specimen. The menhir near Tsanggukmen in the region of Daäiryon (Central Korea) for instance shows a peculiar form which suggests the presumption that there existed a Phallus cult. Moreover near Tungkou (Manchuria) by the side of the river Y a l u, which forms the boundary, there is a so called “monument” of the king Hotaiuang of Kokuryö (Ancient Korea), whereon the memory of a conquest-expedition of the king is perpetuated. It differs in shape from the other Korean monuments of historical time, and is a rough block of stone, 7 meter in height, with a square base. While the top is unwrought, the sides are flattened down and show an inscription. Some of the explorers have proved that this ancient stone was once used as a monument in honour of the king who went there on a tour of inspection.
2. The Dolmen

The Dolmen is in Korea – as everywhere else – the predominant element of megaliths. According to their structure, but geographically as well, there are two categories of dolmen. In Southern Korea the dolmen is generally smaller than in the North, and also the size and number of supporting stones are not the same as in Northern Korea. As a rule the South Korean dolmen has 5 supporting or carrying stones, which enclose a hollow space bellow the coverstone. This is always course and bulky. But there are varieties of this type in South Korea. The dolmen of Täigu in the province Kyöngsangdo for instance have no real supporting stones, the coverstone only lying on a heap of rubble-stones, so that the dolmen has no closed over ground-chamber at all, while the burial place is underground, below the heap of rubble. As a rule the interior space forms a more or less rectangular chamber or a rectangular stone-case, both bedded in rubble-stones. The latter form is nothing but a combination of dolmen and stone-case grave, or better a transition from a dolmen to a tumulus. Often several stone-cases are placed beneath the South Korean dolmen (1). This type of dolmen exists also in Japan. As to accessory findings in South Korean dolmen, there are among others: Polished stone-daggers, Stone-arrow-heads, axes, Stone-knives, Spear-heads and rests of ceramics.

The South Korean Dolmen are not only found singly but often in rows. In the plain near Täigu many dolmen are placed, in groups of 3-4 each, in a long straight N/S/ line of 4 km in length. A similar row of dolmen can be seen at the coast near Suntschen in the province of Tsennanamdo.

In North Korea only the standard-dolmen occur, i.e. the dolmen consisting of 5 stone plates, called “Kokora kata” (shrine form) by R. Torii. The several dolmen of this zone vary in size and are made of granite or gneiss. Upon two opposite, usually rectangular, plates of stone (supporting stones) is placed a big cover-stone. The space below is closed on both sides rectangularly by two end-stones. These end-stones are usually a bit smaller and thinner than the two supporting stones, and are not meant to close the interior space against the outside but towards the inside (see table 15 and 17). The end-stones have often been demolished by inquisitive people. So, many dolmen look like open huts or – in case both end-stones are missing – like covered passages. Such dolmen occur very often in North Korea. The area of distribution of this dolmen-type is much greater than that of the first. It covers the whole North-western Korea and the South of Manchuria, above all the dolmen of Chaimu–che'ng in South-Manchuria is identical in shape to the dolmen of Unyul in North Korea.

The dolmen of North Korea – like the ones in South Korea – occur often in groups or in rows. Near Suntsen–men in West Korea for instance more than 40 big and small dolmen are scattered irregularly about the hilly country. Near Kangdong in the province Penan–namdo there can be seen more than 100 bigger and smaller dolmen over an extent of 360 meter. A similar row of dolmen occurs also in the district of Itschengun along a river in the NS-direction. Small groups of dolmen are near Daidonggun, Tsunghua, Mängsan (in the province Pengando), Anak and Bäitschen (in the province Huanghai–do). It’s interesting that the rows of dolmen are nearly always placed in the North-South direction.

The dolmen row of Anak is quite remarkable by its length. Situated in a hilly plain in NS-direction, it comprises 6 groups, scattered about a stretch of ca. 1000 meter.

The first group shows a triangle of medium sized dolmen. Dolmen 1, the biggest, is already dilapidated, but the cover-stone and the supporting stones let us suppose that there was a square closed space beneath the cover-stone. 200 meter southwards of dolmen 3 there is another dolmen, and several blocks of stone in the vicinity make it probable that other similar structures existed there in days past. Such blocks of stone and ruins occur also between the various groups. It seems most likely that all the 6 groups were once connected by a small row of dolmen or stones, which later on were demolished or put away by peasants. 150 meter southwards of the second group is the third one, consisting of one big and four smaller dolmen. The dolmen of this group have collapsed and their end-stones are gone already. The fourth group (IV), 100 meter southwards of the third, is composed of 6 main dolmen and 3 rather dilapidated small dolmen in a straight line. Our chain of dolmen then follows the foot of a hill to the Southwest, crossing at the same time the present public highway. Now we reach the fifth group (V) on the Western slope of the hill mentioned. There again are 4 dolmen in a straight line. Behind this hill the row of dolmen turns again NS-wards and ends in the last, the sixth group. It is noteworthy that this last group with its 3 dolmen forms an equilateral triangle, just in the same way as the first group.
It is not quite certain yet whether in the dolmen the corpses were buried in squatting or stretched out posture, but some of the dolmen are that small that their inner space does not exceed 1:1.5 meter, which leads to the conclusion that these structures were meant for burying squatted or burned corpses. It has been ascertained by me that most of these small dolmen were destroyed and ravaged, so that only a few stone-tools and no relics of men could be found. Therefore no particulars can be given as to the way of burying. On the other hand the big dolmen, especially in North Korea, has room enough for a stretched out man, and even 2 corpses.

The giant dolmen even seems to have been a mass-grave. We have an example for that in Indochina. M. Parmentier reports from Xuan–loc of a collective burying dolmen with a handle on the top-stone for the purpose of opening the dolmen when new corpses were put in (2). As to sizes of dolmen we presume that they depended of the dignity and importance of the deceased. The “hole for the soul” or decorations of any kind are unknown with Korean dolmen.
3. Stone-case Sepulchres

The stone-case, like the dolmen, consists of several stone-plates, but they are sunk into the ground in shape of a crate. Both ends are made of one plate each, the long or side-parts are made of 2-3 stone plates each. The cover-stones consist of several plates, while the bottom is paved with pebbles. The size of the stone-case is up to 2 meter in length, 1 meter wide and 1 meter deep. Generally the case is covered by earth only, sometimes by rubble or boulders. It seems that stone-cases were used as single-graves only. They are found in shell-piles in South Korea, but also together with dolmen and pithoi (clay coffins). It seems probable that in Korea the stone-case, as the more recent form, has replaced the typical dolmen. In Yenbäik, in the province of Huanghaido (Middle Korea) I had found, together with big dolmen, several small dolmen, of which some were partially and some completely covered with earth. Likewise J. T. Son reports from West Korea about such stone-case sepulchres found together with dolmen (3). According to reports from K. Kayamoto (4) and R. Fujita (5) there were found near Täigu in South Korea 3 stone-cases side by side beneath a dolmen. This is only a matter of combination or a transitional form from dolmen to stone-case sepulchres. When digging out a shell-pile near Kimhäi in the province of Kyongsangnamdo (South Korea) K.Kayamoto discovered a group of stone-cases. The place of the finding lies on the Southern slope of a hill and covers an area of 39:46 meters, comprising 5 stone-cases, a stone wall of 24 meter with 4 steps, 3 pithoi, a small place bordered with clay, and one big dolmen. The stone wall lies in EW-direction, crossing the slope of the hill, and shows a step. 30 meters northwards of the wall, on the upper step, is the dolmen and next to it there are 3 pithoi, which are placed more or less along the wall. The question whether these stone-cases were used for burying corpses in squatted or stretched out posture or for burned corpses cannot be solved either, because on account of previous pilfering of the graves contents could not be examined. By all means the smallest stone-case is not big enough for a stretched out corpse, because its internal dimensions are but 60:100 cm. Therefore I take it that they were used – in the same way as the small dolmen – for burying burnt corpses. There are similar examples in Japan. In Hokkaido (Yesso) was found a small stone-case in a shell-pile, whose interior was filled with partly burned fragments of human bones and ashes (6). It’s interesting that here the burial ground, a stone-case sepulchre, is distinctly separated by a step in the wall from other burial structures, from the pithoi and dolmen. The reason for this is unknown, but also here a chronological relation between dolmen, pithoi and stone-case sepulchres is possible, because the stone-cases and pithoi are deposited in the same stratum of culture below shell-piles. Their being so close together can hardly be supposed to be accidental.

The accessory findings comprise 2 polished arrow-heads of stone, 2 perforated beads of crystal from a pithoi, 2 copper-swords, 1 copper-plate in shape of a ski and 1 pot.

In a wood near Sorungri, in the province of Kaisông, 2 stone-case sepulchres were discovered. Both seem to be robbed already, as their end-stones have been opened. These stone-cases consist of 5 thick stone-plates, namely of a cover-stone and 4 side stones. In case Nr.1 only one, severely damaged skull was found. It is impossible to date these cases, but in consideration of their exact execution they seem to belong to a more recent period than the stone-cases mentioned above.

Burying in stone-case sepulchres was the common way for burials up to historical time, when the dolmen had disappeared already for a long time (about the end of the stone-metal age).
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Geographical Distribution of Megalithic Monuments

1. The Menhir
There are not many menhirs on Korean soil. They occur in South Korea next to Suntsen, in the province Dschenlanamdo, in Central Korea in the provinces Kangwondo and Kyongido. Mostly they occur single but in West Korea next to Yenbäik, in the province Huanghàdo, they are arranged in a group. Localities are named after them, and all over the country names of places referring to them are still in use, e.g. Sun–dol (Ibamri), Sùnban (Ibsûkri), all meaning “standing stones”. In the official Korean register of places there are more than seventy such names. When I was travelling about Korea for studies’ sake I could state that there are still menhirs in these places or that there have been some formerly. In fact many menhirs have been have been removed but the places where menhirs had stood kept the names “Sùnbau” or “Ibsokri”. In both the Nothern provinces, Hamkyongnamdo and Hamkyong–bukdo, menhirs are absolutely unknown.
2. The Dolmen
With exception of the two provinces mentioned above dolmen occur all over the country, and quite a lot of dolmen are in the provinces Huanghäido and Pyengamdo. The big standard dolmen is found only in the Northern provinces and the small irregular one mostly in South Korea. The areas of distribution of these two dolmen types are divided by the river Hang–gang. The South Korean dolmen is found in Japan, too, while there is no proof for the existence of the North Korean type. On the other hand in Southern Manchuria only the North Korean type occurs. So far there could not be stated any dolmen in China. The difference between the North and South Korean dolmen leads to the conclusion that in ancient times there lived two different native tribes in Korea, differing also in the way of burying their dead, it seems that in Korea riversides, hilly and flat landscapes were preferred for building menhirs and dolmen. All over Korea exist names of places like Gön–dol, Tsisòkri, Tängsòkri etc., all meaning “supporting stones” (dolmen) though there are no more such constructions left at present. In the same way as the menhirs also the dolmen have been frequently demolished by settlers in order to clear the ground for agricultural work or in order to get cheap building material for new houses or bridges. So for instance lately the dolmen of Tschashin–ri, one of the biggest in Korea, was used for constructing a bridge. No one will ever know how many such megalithic monuments have been destroyed in the course of time.
3. The Stone-case sepulchre
It frequently occurs in shell-piles. Its area of distribution is great and reaches from Northern China to Japan. Especially in Kyuschu it can be distinctly seen that the stone-case sepulchre is of South Korean origin. The greatest number of stone-case sepulchres was found in South Korea next to Kimhäi, Tschang–wòn and Buyò, in Central Korea next to Kaisòng, Pung–duk, Pyengsan and Bäitschen, in North-West Korea next to Yong–gang, An–nak and Sain–men, in East Korea next to Tsengsòn.
Objects of Megalithic Culture found
Almost all the findings of the Neolithic and Stone-metal period are related to the Megalithic culture. As we have shown above in our short survey the Korean Megalithic culture took birth at the time when the economic and social conditions had attained their characteristics and final form by the settling down of the Late-stone-age man. It seems quite conceivable that already during Late-stone-age various tribes had come to Korea by different routes bringing with them different cultures. The settling down has then helped considerably to intermix the tribes and their cultures. Thus in Korea various types of ceramics and stone and stone utensils have been found higgledy-piggledy in various strata and localities. Therefore it is not easy to tell which findings belong especially and exclusively to the Megalithic period, but we can at least ascertain the findings which conceivably are in direct or indirect relation to Megalithic graves.
Stone Utensils
In dolmen, stone-case sepulchres and shell-piles have been found as well as stone arrow-heads, daggers, spear-heads, knives and axes.
1. Stone Arrow-heads: 
There are two types: one with stem and one without. The arrow-heads with stem are classed in another two sub-groups, the one with short and the other with long stems. The long stemmed arrow-head is called “willow leaf arrow-head”, owing to its shape. It is long (sometimes 18 cm) and two-edged with a rhombiform transverse section. The short stemmed one has no exactly regular shape. Its transverse section is round or rhomboid. Rarely, it has a groove. The arrow-head without stem is generally flat, shorter and with a less sharp point. The arrow-heads of the Megalithic age are – almost without exception – made of highly polished slate.
2. Daggers 
They are made of sediment stone and are beautifully shaped. In the centre of the handle there is all-around a deep groove, also the blade shows often a groove.
3. Spear-heads

There are also two kinds, with and without stem. The transverse section is flat and rhombiform. The material is slate. The length varies between 15 –20 cm.
4. Stone-knives.

The stone-knife usually is 5-8 mm thick, flat and always highly polished. It has sharp edges and generally two holes, which most probably were used for putting on a handle by way of a string. The length of the stone-knife is ca. 10-15 dm.

Japanese explorers generally call it “Ishi hotscho” (stone kitchen knife) but do not think that it was used for cutting meat, but more probably – to judge by its shape – as a sickle. R. Heine-Geldern shares my opinion (1). R. Morimoto takes it that these stone-knives were not exactly “sickles”, used for cutting rice stalks, but only tools for “plucking” ears. Should this hypothesis be correct the purpose of the two holes, meant for fixing a handle, would be inexplicable. Such edges as shown on the on the stone-knives would not be necessary for cutting a thin rice stalk. Besides one should bear in mind that even the primitive rice cultivating peasant of our days does not neglect the rice stalks, because the straw is for him of almost the same value as the ears. It is used as fodder for his oxen, as material for thatching his roof, for making mats, ropes, shoes, and for heating his stove. Therefore it seems improbable that the Neolithic peasant, who was technically of a certain standard, would have used nothing but the ears of the rice plant. Stone-knives are found all over Asia, from China to Japan and even to Indochina. The stone-knife is considered as the “attribute” of agricultural culture in the Neolithic time, and it was certainly used already in the Yang-shao–culture period ca. 3000 B.C., when rice was cultivated already. Moreover it occurs all over Asia where rice is grown, and its shape remained unchanged during the Stone-metal age.
5. Shoulder-axes
The shoulder-axe is generally made of gneiss and roughly executed, 30 cm in length and 20 cm wide, consequently twice or thrice as large as the common axe. Therefore we have to take it on no account as an axe in the customary sense of the word, but – to judge by its shape – as an utensil for ploughing or as a hoe. In my opinion it was fastened to a shaft. The question how such gneiss implements were used to cultivate the hard earth can be answered as follows: One has to bear in mind that the ground of a rice field, which must be continually kept under water, is not as hard as dry earth, so that it can be loosened and dug up easily by a mere stone spike or even by a wooden spike.

For rice cultivation, which takes place only on irrigated soil, quite a different technique is used than otherwise. Violent hoeing would damage the tiny rice stalks, which makes the rice cultivating peasant use utmost care in ploughing or hoeing his field. Also the Korean “drawn-plough”, used there up to now, serves the same principle.

There are usually wanted three persons for its use; one takes the shaft of the plough, cutting the earth by pushing it forward, while on each side a person has to pull a rope.

Most probably the so called shoulder-axe was the implement preceding the “drawn plough” and it occurs here again that the present form is only an improved continuation of Late-stone-age types.
6. Axes
They are made of gneiss or greenstone. As to shape there are flat-axes, cylindrical axes and notched axes.
Ceramics
In South Korean dolmen and stone-case sepulchres also occur red-coloured ceramics which can be dated as late-neolithical. This type of ceramics is also known as originating from the shell-pile next to Ung–gi (North Korea) and was found in Manchuria and Japan, too.
Metal Utensils and Weapons 
From stone-case sepulchres we bronze spear-heads, bronze swords, bronze bells (currency), ancient Chinese bronze coins etc., all undoubtedly imported from China. The stone-case sepulchres next to Uy–non in North Korea contained even implements and weapons made of iron.

These types of implements were found by J. Andersen in China and ascertained to be of ancient Chine make (2).
Beads of Rock-crystal
They have been found in the stone-cases next to Kimhäi in South Korea. They are also no native products but most probably have been imported together with other Chinese goods. Beads of the same material also occur in South-Manchurian shell-piles and stone-case sepulchres.
Relation between Pithos-grave (clay-coffin), Shell-pile and Stone-case sepulchres
To the sphere of Megalithic culture also the pithos-grave belongs, because it occurs in the same shell-piles. The pithos was known in the shell-pile of Tongnäi already since a long time, but only when a second identical pithos was discovered in the shell-pile next to Kimhäi in South Korea, the question of the relation between shell-pile and pithos was raised. K. Kayamoto recently, in 1935, searched again next to Kimhäi a shell-pile which was dug up already before by K. Hamada and S. Umehara, and where the important ancient Chinese coins “Huo–chüan” were found (3). K. Kayamoto discovered there in a place of 46:39 meter a 30 meter long stone wall with 4 steps. At the same time he found, together with a dolmen and several stone-cases, two beads of rock-crystal, originating from a pithos. At this place altogether 3 Pithoi had been dug out, all of them broken.

Also in Manchuria the occurrence of rock-crystal beads and “Huao–chüan” was notorious already. S. Harada searched through many shell-pile graves in Mu-Yang-ch'eng, next to Lao-t'ieh-shan (South Manchuria), and there also found pithoi together with rock-crystal beads and “Huo-chüan” (4).

By these parallel findings in Korea and South-Manchuria the close connection between pithoi and shell-piles was still more elucidated. To judge by the findings, one may take it for granted that pithoi and stone-cases belong to the end of the Stone-metal period. Also the relation between shell-piles and Megaliths, that is not yet quite clear, is elucidated in some way by the occurrence of stone-cases in shell-piles which at the same time contain pithoi and are placed next to dolmen. As to Korean shell-piles there is no reasonable doubt that they all belong to the Late-stone age, respectively to the Stone-metal age. Regarding the character of accessory findings they are rather uniform:

The same types of ceramics, the same shapes of axes (cylindrical, notched and shoulder-axes) occur almost in all the Korean shell-piles, e.g. in Yupan, Ung–gi (North Korea), Yangsan and Kimhai (South Korea).

This seems to point to the fact that these graves are synchronic, and the occurring of stone-cases in shell-piles tells us that the stone-case grave man is identical with the shell-pile man. This leads to the conclusion that the pithos-grave, the stone-case grave and the shell-pile are chronologically connected, while the position of the dolmen seems not yet be quite clear. Certainly also the dolmen is related in some way to the stone-case grave, placed in the shell-pile. The occurring of stone-cases in shell-piles is also known in Japan. There, next to Moyori in Hokkaido, a small chamber, constructed of five blocks of stone, was found in a shell-pile. Inside it was filled with human bones and remnants of ashes. Accessory findings were Ochotsk-ceramics and a bone-axe.
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Origin and Chronology of the Korean Megalithic Culture
As mentioned above, we may take it for granted that the ancient Chinese bronze coin “Huo–chüan”, found in a shell-pile near Kimhäi in South Korea, belongs to the Han-period (Ancient China 206 – 221 A.D.). The ancient Chinese historiography Han–schüi (1) informs us that the usurper Wang-Mang, after the usurpation of the throne, had coined money and so these coins have been called “Wang Mang's huo–chüan”. This political event took place in the year 7 A.D.. Wang-Mang ruled during 18 years until 25 A.D., and during this time that coin probably came to Korea. At approximately the same time (since 400 B.C. – 17 A.D.) there existed three comparatively developed tribe-states in South Korea: Ben-han, Tsin–han and Ma–han, and therefore this epoch was called Sam–Han epoch (Three-Han epoch). The word “Han” does not mean the same as in ancient China. Towards the end of South Korea's Sam-Han epoch the ancient Chinese colonisation period began in North Korea (108 B.C. – 513 A.D.), the Nak–nang period, which developed a quite peculiar culture, very much influenced by the already high-class ancient Chinese culture. This culture produced works of very high-grade art which hold their own in comparison with other ancient works of art. Of course also in South Korea the influence of the Nak-nang culture – respectively of the Chinese culture – must have been very strong. So we realise that Korea was absolutely in “historical time” when the ancient Chinese coin “Huo-chüan” was imported there. Furthermore we have seen that in the same shell-pile near Kimhäi, where “Huo-chüan” was found, three different kinds of burial types (dolmen, stone-case and pithos-graves) have been stated. Of course it would be a mistake to believe that all of them are of the same time and the same origin. The Kimhäi shell-pile belongs to the end of the Late-stone-age, i.e. to the end of the Korean dolmen period. 

K. Kayamoto reserves his opinion very carefully and avoids making – on account of the different types of ceramics in the shell-piles – too far reaching conclusions as to the statement that shell-piles, stone-cases and pithoi are chronologically united. He believes the pithos to be the prehistoric type of the “Ya–yoi” type, and the red-coloured ceramics, occurring in graves of historical times, to belong to the “Saamguk” type (historical time) (2).

In fact the concurrence of pithos and stone-case in one and the same shell-pile brings forth a different problem, similar to the occurrence of different types of ceramics in the same shell-pile. It would be conceivable that then there lived two different tribes at the same place, whose burial-modes were different, but it may be doubted whether in this case both parties would have used peacefully one and the same home for their dead. It also might be possible that the pithos-grave was used for the two-step burying system. On the other hand one could suppose – on account of the pithos's small volume – that the pithos was to serve for burying children. In the ancient ceremonial book “Li–chi” we can find the following wording: “In the Tschou period (1122-256 B.C.) a child which dies before having reached its eight years was buried in a clay-coffin…”. Provided this Chinese “clay-coffin” was really identical with the one from Korea, one could suppose that this manner of burying was also spread over Korea together with many ancient Chinese elements (coins, beads of rock-crystal etc.). But it cannot be said with certainty whether the Korean clay-coffin was exclusively used was burials of children, as the clay-coffins of the “Sam–guk” period as well as the Japanese and South-Manchurian clay-coffins, all of which belonged to historical times, were made for children and grown up people. We may take it for granted that the Korean clay-coffin was in fact of Chinese origin, because traces of the clay-coffin were first of all found in the ancient Chinese historical literature – also in Manchuria and North China (Hopei) – and second of all, in the Tschankiang region of South China the clay-coffin is in use even to-day.

On the other hand the stone-case sepulchre was certainly not of the same origin, but more likely Tungusian, because this burial system was entirely unknown to the ancient Chinese. Moreover in the Nak–nang period the chamber graves were built of wood or tiles while at the same time stone-case sepulchres occur in Manchuria, Korea and Kyushu. We therefore can assume that the stone-case sepulchre in Korea is more ancient than the clay-coffin.

The dolmen seems to be of a still earlier date than these other two. First and foremost this is corroborated by the fact that bronze-objects never occur in dolmen but frequently in stone-cases and shell-piles. As pointed out before, the dolmen in South Korea are much more primitive than the ones in North Korea. Besides, their traces cannot be followed farther than to Southern Manchuria. The dolmen is quite unknown in Mongolia, in China and Siberia, while it can be traced southwards through Japan, Hokkaido (Jezo) and Indochina to Southeast Asia and India. This leads to the conclusion that the Korean dolmen does not come from the North, from Siberia. We have to look for its field of origin in the countries southwards of Korea.

R. Heine-Geldern already reports about Megaliths in Assam and West-Burma in Southeast Asia, and discussed three ways which might have been taken by the Southeast Asian Megaliths, when immigrating the region of India and Southeast Asia:

1) Via Siberia or Central and East-Asia to Further India,

2) From Asia Proper via Iran by land to India, and

3) From Asia Proper or North Africa by sea to South-India.

Moreover he points out that one might accept it as true that the dolmen in Southeast Asia come from Further Asia, because they frequently show the so called “hole for the soul” (4). In fact the co called “hole for the soul” appears also on Palestinian dolmen (5). Therefore his second way is the most probable. In case the megalithic culture – as R. Heine-Geldern asks himself – has wandered some way from the North via Siberia to Further India, the Korean megalithic culture must have come the same way. The non-existence of megaliths in Siberia makes this assumption improbable. The reverse – that the Korean megaliths are of Southeast Asian origin – seems to be more conceivable. According to all of R.Heine-Geldern's specifications we may suppose (until further information) that the Korean megaliths come from Southeast Asia. In Japan, the South-eastern neighbour of Korea, the number of megaliths is still very limited, but so far this country has not yet been searched very intensively. According to G. E. Smith the East-Asiatic megalithic culture belongs, together with others, to the “Heleolithic culture”, which in his opinion is closely connected to sun-worship (6).

G. F. Scott Elliot also shares the opinion that the Japanese megalithic culture was an annex to the megalithic culture, expanded from Mexico to Mesopotamia (7). The Japanese Megaliths are generally supposed to belong to the metal-age, and especially the megalithic grave in Jezzo was ascertained as being of the iron-age (8). In any case, therefore the Japanese Megaliths may be supposed of a much later date than the Korean ones. At present there cannot be said more about the Korean Megalithic culture. As to their particular elements they seem to differ in their ways.

As cultural elements, worth mentioning here, stone implements, ceramics and bronze-articles are to be taken in account, but they still need to be qualified chronologically.

Shoulder-axes, cylindrical axes and stone-knives are, as stated above, the implements of the Late-stone age. They may be considered to belong to the dolmen period together with the most ancient type ceramics, the “non-ornamented ceramics”. Highly polished stone-daggers, arrow-heads and various stone-clubs, show that arms and weapons were of a great importance at this time. The great number of dolmen and stone-cases of the Later-stone-age in one and the same place let us think of mass burials of killed warriors. The ceramics grow much more refined. Finally the findings in stone-case sepulchres of the stone-metal age, i.e. bronze wares, beads of rock-crystal, coins (imported from China) and the red-coloured ceramics of the later Megalithic period, belong to the stone-case sepulchre age. 
Conform to this development of the Megalithic graves, the Megalithic culture of Korea is to be classified in three stages: I. The early dolmen stage, II. The medium dolmen stone-case sepulchre stage and III. The later stone-case sepulchre stage. This would be the “relative chronology” of the Korean Megalithic culture. Though, as stated already at the beginning of this chapter, the occurrence of ancient Chinese coins enables us to date the end of the Korean Early stone-age and of the Megalithic period, the ascertaining of the “absolute chronology” of the Megalithic culture's specific stages is very difficult. The “Huo-chüan” cannot serve for an “absolute chronology”, because the origin of the megalithic culture is not clear and because at present time it is impossible to fix exactly the beginning of the Korean Late stone-age. On the other hand in the Korean history the time of the foundation of the empire Tsosòn (Korea) by the legendary king Dan–gun is mentioned to be in the year of 2317 B.C. The author of the Samgukyussa (the chronicle of ancient Korea) Il-Yon (464 A.D.) writes as follows: “4000 years ago Uang–Gum (king) Dan-Gun laid the foundation of the capital of the empire in the Asa valley and called the empire Tsosòn…” (9). The historiographer Baik Namun has proved already by painstaking linguistical and ethnographical researches that the Dan-gun age was the transition period from horticulture to agriculture (10). It is quite conceivable that, according to the general norm, also in Korea the agricultural stage was identical with the Late stone-age, and that just during the Dan-gun period the Neolithical culture was dominant. But the date 2317 B.C. cannot simply be considered as correct, because there does not exist any written chronicle of this time in Korea, and because the author of the “Samguk-yussa” is not able to give any convincing documents for this date. In spite of this uncertainty as to the “absolute chronology” we may yet assume that the Korean Late stone-age began not later than the Dan-gun epoch. Moreover, provided the Dan-gun epoch corresponds more or less to the middle of the Late stone-age, the beginning of the Korean Megalithic culture could be about 2000 B.C.
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