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Abstract of Thesis

(1)

This paper answers the following questions: fir'sf.‘ how to
interpret the “modernization” and imperialization of Japan as
well as colonization of Korea in the modern history of East
Asia; second, what is the major factor impeding the
“modernization” of Korea; third, how to interpret the global
“modernization”?

This paper is divided into three parts: introduction, main
body and conclusion.

The first part introduces the trends,purposes, significance,
vscope, object and methods of this study.

Firstly, it states the significance of “opening up” among
China, Korea and Japan in their history and the different
developing courses of these three countries after “opening up” as
well as the major ideological factors leading to the success of

”

Japanese  “ modernization and the failure of Korean

“modernization”. Secondly,on the basis of the research history of

this subject, it points out some restrictions of previous studies

« 7 .
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and the necessity of considéring Korean history in this study.

The three purposes of this study are :lirst,according to the
formation of modern ideology in Korea and Japan before and
after“opening up”,it compares the stages of emergence, growth
and formation of modern ideology in these two countries and
therefore finds out similarities and differences of the two
countries in the process of meeting the challenge from the
West ; second, it analyses the similarities and differences of the
two countries in _ the formqtion of modern ideology and reveals
main internal driving and impeding forces,especially,the internal
causes of the failure of Korean “modernization”, third, through
researching into ideological evolution,it reveals the process of the
social development and changes and then interprets the so-called
“modernization” in a objective,just and reasonable way.

The significance of this study' lies in: first, comparative
studies of this subject enables us to understand more deeply and
correctly the objective law of the historical development of one
side or two sides;second, this study enables us to eliminate the
prejudice and misunderstanding among nations and countries and
to promote the exchange and friendship among nations and

countries and therefore to realize mutual prosperity and

development.
. 8 .

i



2 % # E

The part of study scope and objective states why the
formation process of modern ideology in the two countries is
divided into three stages of closing,pre-opening and post-opening
and states the features of these three stages as well as the
reasons of taking the representatives of the main social
ideological trends of each stage as comparative objectives of this
study. The part of study methods introduces the main research
methodology of comparative studies on the ideological history
and then indicates the main reasons of adopting the methods of
sequence of ideas comparison and historical analysis in this
study.

The main body has three chapters.

The first chapter which has three sections expounds the
initial response of the ideological fields of Korea and Japan to
overall impact from the West before “opening up” and it also
states the early “opening up” ideas of these two countries after
breaking away from the frame of antiforeignism.

The first section provides the background of ideological
circles of the two countries. Throughcomparing Lee Hunglo’s idea
of protectionism and antiforeignism and Aizawa Kaishisai’s(< &

E& F¥) idea of Post-Mido (7K /), it finds out that they are

same in “nation-wide antiforeign policy”, but different in social

9.
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and ideological basis for carrying out antiforeign policy.

The second section,through comparing Park Kyusu’s idea of
“opening up without China”and Yoshida Syoin’s (3 H #4 FH)
“king-honoring and antiforeignism”, finds out that they have
same attitudes towards collapse of optimism of “antiforeignism”,
appearance of “western ideology”, statement of “opening up and
making peace by marriage with imperial family”,sense of crisis

&

for “internal affairs”, but have different attitudes towards
confucianism and current regime. It also states the reasons of
these similarities and differences.

By means of longitudinal studies,it also lists and states the
ideas of Park Kyusu and Lee Hanglo as well as Yoshida Syoin
and Aizawa Kaishisai. It finds out that the external impact and
contact with the external world accounts for the fact that the
former’s ideas are more advanced than the latter’s.

The second chapter states the attitudes of the early thinkers
of the two countries towards the strong western capitalist forces
and the corrupt and incompetent feudal government.

By comparing Kim Okkyun’s idea of “Karbsin ( B )
reform” and Takasugi Sinsaku’s (B ¥ B 4E) idea of “anti-

tokukawa (FEF)”, the first section points out that they are same

in denying confucianism and current regime as well as in
¢ 10 »
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approving western system and ideology,but they are different in
the ideas of monarch,populace and political reforms.

By comparing Yu Kilchoon’s idea of “karbo(H 4~) reform”.
and Qoku Boritu’s (K A 4% )18 didea of “absolutism”,the second
section explains that they are same in carrying forward “up-
down” political reforms,introducing modern western system and
ideology and advocating “freedom and cquality”and “promotion
of civil rights”,but different in their attitudes towards the rights
of monarch and confucianism.

By means of longitudinal studies, through comparing the
ideas of Kim Okkyun and Takasugi Sinsaku, it clarifies the
change and development of the modern ideology of the two
countries after “opening up”. After contact with the western
countries, Kim Okkyun and Takasugi Sinsaku both realize that
their own countries are greatly different from the West not only
in arms and equipment but also in general national power.
Through comparing the ideas of Yu Kilchoon and Qoku Boritu,
it confirms the further maturity of the modern ideology of the
two countries. The differences of political reforms between Kim
Okkyun and Yu Kilchoon lie in the fact that the former prefers

traditional “cabinet system ” while the latter prefers modern

“cabinet conference system”. The differences between Takasugi

1] »
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Sinsaku and Oocku Boritu lie in the fact that the former holds
the idea of *anti-confucianism and anti-tokukawa” while the
latter holds the idea of autocratic “absolutism”.

The third chapter expounds the formation of modern
ideology of the two countries after “opening up”.

Comparison Seo Zaepil’s idea of “independent union” and
Hukuzawa Yukichi’s (38 ¥ #1 3% ) idea of “Meiji enlightenment”
confirms the followings: first, the formation of the modern
ideoloéy of the two scholars is influenced by the modern
ideological trends of the West;seconds,they both have negative
attitudes towards “rights of monarch” and current social system
and they both emphasize the civil rights for resistance against
tyranny ; thire, they both,according to the western idea of “innate
human rights” and modern idea of parliamentarism,advocate the
idea of democracy;fourth, based on the western idea of “social
charter”,they both agree to carry out modern legal system;fifth,
they both launch a strong attack on confucianism; sixth, though
Hukuzawa Yukichi betrayed the democracy, the idea of modern
free democracy put forward by them is showing its strongelr
vitality.

The conclusion is made in three aspects.

Firstly, formation of the modern ideology of the two
. 12 .
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countries took place at the same time both in terms of time and
contents; Secondly ,obstruction of the traditional culture,especially
tradition ideology, mainly accounts for the failure of Korean
“modernization ”. Therefore, it is concluded that Zhuzi (% F)
Theory is the main bock of social reforms of modern Korea;
Thirdly, based on the global “modernization” this paper

resarches into the universality and particularity of Korean

“ ”

modernization and indicates the diversification  of

“modesnization”in different countries.

(1)

This, paper puts forward fhe following new ideas: first, by
comparing the ideas of the representatives of the main social
ideological trends in Korea and Japan before and after” opemng
up”, this paper makes intiative macroscuplc and microscopic
studies on the fox_'r_ning process modern ideo_logy in Korea and
Japan,especially in Japan;second,it adopts initiatively the method
of comparing ideological history by which it makes comparative
studies on the whole forming process of modern ideology of the
two countries and finds ouf their similarities and differences;

third; by comparative analysis of similarities and differences in

the forming process of modern ideology of the two countries, it

13




