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This article focusesdoantihéhemeancdgsnofworbths by S
(188@1936) and his mentor in the issues of modernity, Liang Qichail @2®j3The

article aims at reconsidering the influence of Confucianism on the modernist projects

of Sin and Liang respectively. In additioaway in which the mutually different nature

of this influence was related to the political outlooks of these two thinkers is also

considered.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The precolonial decade (1911®10) inKorea was both a time of imperialist
intrusions and a time in which Koreans tried to accept the changing world,
actively adapting themselves to the new environment in which the sovereign
nations were engaged in a fierce Darwinian contest for survivalewhe
competitive international system promised some possibilities of dynamism,
whereas the roles had been more or less permanently fixed inGheratwa
centred world. And while Korean the early twentieth century was a weak state
on the verge ofull colonization, intellectuals could hope, at least theoretically,
that it would develop into a stronger natiomaybe even into a power in its own
rightfi at some point in the future.

As change was now the prerequisite for survival, the images of eitse lead
who were to lead their people to development and survival were also prone to
changed Sageso6 were transformed into a new cat
namel y 2drh@&heroveosis) the paragons of Confucian moral politics
came to be transformeata Darwinist victors that could guarantee the survival
of their collectives (nations etc.). Tales of heroes were the favoured material for a
large number of modernist intellectuals, both in China and in *KSiea.

1 See Andre Schmillprea between EnfpifesColumbia University Press, 2002), pfitB5on
theproces® f -d@mt er i n g 6 twéhhetheematuryKaneae ar | y
2Yi S eetglykdmymiku k k ah Cahig emdisja@atjtinain@dination of theation
¢ ate) (Seoul: S@WwYyCng, 2003), pp. 190
3 See, for example, the arguments in this artic:CYn g & 00kK @yehanggch Cngj Cn hwa
mo deil b PCind Wrag g wth g @ 5 d (T change of theanonizatiormodel during
the modernenlightenmenperiodi from sage tohero) TaedomgunhwgGi 6 &7 (2009): 28327.
While Yu mentions the example of George Washington being often described in early twentieth
century Korean publications as a o0sad&), rul erdé with
she largely treats the imported, Wesidgginated heroes hsingbasically unrelated to the local,
Confucian paradigms dlie ideal (male) ruler personalithich the former were destined to
odrive out and substitute.déd We, however, aim to drav
former and the latter, with the latter forming the essential background for acculturating the former.
4 On the Korean cas, see: HA4inoigmi®Bgnon suyodlPlo(khewa chCndgae,
d scolerscee o ion Kdevelagpment, 8899Q (Sqoul Nadional dniversity, Foreign
relations Department, Mth e si s, 2004) . On LsangY@jchaoBRgbcKeechbe
t o s HhliadgeQicbao ankistoricabiographicalritingg 0 , Il n HaledgRnab NKeikd h b
(Liang Qichap ( Mi suzu SholR®B5. 1WBO) g Np. HZH Mi rightly p
European, Social Darwinist roots of the modesro cults in late nineteendfarly twentieth
century East Asia, and persuasively shows how the Western biographies of modern heroes
reached Korea via Japan and China, she largely ignores the local background for theohcceptance
such a modern cult, maly Confucian views on the types of male personality ideally suited for the
tasks of governance (although they are mentioned in passing33pt&2 In this contribution,
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Ch 6 a e h 61934),1tBe8 éarly twentiethent ur y 6 s paradi gmatic n
intellectual in Korea, was also fond of heroic narratives.
However, shoul&ir& modernist narratives of heroes and the heroic simply
be seen as a sign of the rejection of the Confucian legacy? In aiming to build a
moden nation state in Korea, Sin both relativized and at the same-time re
systemized traditional Confucian ethics from a new, nationalist, standpoint. So far,
the scholarship on Sin Chdaeho has emphasi z
the Confucian pastn@ evaluated Sin as a modernist;tia@aitional thinkepar
excellefice this article we argue, however, t hat Sinds |
related to Confucian views on moral personality.
The modernist ideologists, most of them having a Confualagrdiand,
found it only natural to utilize Confucian ideological formulae or stereotypes
when formulating their new, nationalist ideals. At the same time, they also often
borrowed from the authority of classical images and formulae to boost the appeal
of their new ideologies. Newdyoi ned oOheroesdé came to | ook |
past in a number of aspects. The study of these ideological overlaps and
appropriations is the task of the preseintle
As is amply shown in existing scholarly literatur€; Bi6 a e h @X®36) ( 1 8 8 0
outlooks on modernity, nation and state were heavily influenced by the Social
Darwinist vision of Liang Qichao (1832 2 9 ) , modern Chinads rep

on the contrary, we are going to emphasize tkexisteng ideological enviroent which made

such importation possible.

50One of the first inclusive research articles on Si
of South Korean Mar xi st histori ogryhgung,, Kang Mandg
kungminminjungu ©( 8i n Cledespoliticathation andmassideology, inSi n Chdaeho

ed. Kang Mandgil (Seoul: KorC Taehakkyo Cho6ul p6anbi
6 The new scholarship on Sirhich emphasizes his Social Darwinist mindset, is represented by U

Na ms udhoechd $ hwar on 6o nlg ng alsw an h amceptidrodIpeiadb ( On t he
Darwinism in East AsiaJongyary C n gasahg&H:2 (2011): 1&¥41. In a similar way, U

Namsukdés 0Sin Chodoaeho ©i k u k ktheprp of sael®odf, gudé ( St udy o
Ha n ddy rk g chdeld@2:4 A1%99):827e mphasi zes the moderni st features
views (beliefs in popular sovereiguitikgeisinevitability of interstate competition etc.). The Sin

Chdaeho r ese ®dgatyHo90sfgyi t hed 189y 0Si n Yamg hCahddsa eshwt hir i t at
sahosasanyli 6(g%it udy of sRiBide&@bfa&khods : Hanogés&insa, 1991) an
Choaeghsasaip@@ 6gBt udy of hitoricalidCehadsa,e g9dsul : KoryC Taehak
Chlbmdanbu, 1983) , mostly painted him as a emphatica
An analysis of Sinds views on the modern nation st a
may be found i n: Skauaedu lk & fa@@$inn o Qlieliaoibd@ase h o O

gatehood), ilSi n  Ch &ae h oK a n g 330/ & pidngering ,Angloghoséudyon Sin

Chdaeho alsshoi sempohlaesiize creating Kor eads modern nat
Robi nson, ONationadghtl defnt iSSapd a&hy uic i liStefyh o

and P aouinal of Keread Sui684): 13142.
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thinker who accepted the modern world based on the understanding that now
oweve in the ti mes ofHowehkere assva wilvshowanl of t he
the presentrticle Liangds influence wupon Sin was n
modern matters. Liang too received a Confucian education in his formative years
and even successfu y passed the Qi mug praviypareb st y 6s gov
examinations in 1889t may be assumed that the experience of Confucian
learning from his formative years continued to influence his thinking throughout
his life
It is already established in thre-gxisting scholarship that the modernist
visions of both thinkers were related and indeed similar on many points; the
salient differences between the two, howkaee gonennoticed for the most
part. The present study focuses on the modernist projécts Si n Chdaeho and
Liang Qichao, as reflected in their narratineBecoes and heroism. Both the
similarities and differences between the two can be seen through the prism of
their rel atedness to Confuci an et hics an
paradignatic modernist enlightener, made decisive contributions to the
develp me n t o f Ch i n a 6while mevdrefullyn distardiogu lgish t
Confucianism.Sin was less thorough a Confucian, although he didtHearn
Confucian classics in his yolitithe presenstudy will attempt to unpack the
character of the modernist projects of both Sin and Liang with focus on their
Confucian sides, which have been rather -weskesirched in the existing
scholarship. Ifact, rather than simply beiagshift from sagehood t@roism,
the ideological changes in early twertmtkury China and Korea should
probably be defined as a transition from the image of sage statesmanship to the
ideal of citizenship.However, in a world in crisis, becoming a citizen was a
heroic deedhiitself, and the construction of the heroic could not be unrelated to
the Confucian legacy.

7 Xinminshu@rl'he new citizen; hereafter XMS), Chapte(Cgfinition of thenew citizen), in

Yinbingskeniji(Literaryworks from thdced r i nsludio; heeaér YBSWJ) (Beijing: Zhonghua

Shuju 1989 [1936]), Fasc. 4, p. 6. Origlirahinongbaereafter XMCB, No. 1, February 8,

1902.

8 Joseph Levensoh,i ang@€h6hoi and t he (Mndod Thanmes aMcHudgsonn Chi na

1959), p. 16.

9 Hao Changl.i a n gdC ddahd Intellectuahsition in China, 30 7(Cambridgadarvard

University Press, 1971). In this book, it is vividly shown that even in the time of his strongest

infatuation with Western ideas, Liang never directly attacked Confiucianis

00n Sin Chdéaeho as a Confuci an cit & Cmdksedtn g s&ie : Song |
yuhakchhoGky Cngo6 (At Eopf @c¢iada n o philosdphicSideas), iTanj@ea e h o & s

Sin Chly £€aldd e f@fAwmemporaryinterpretat n o f Sin Chdaeho), ed. T
Taehakkyo ChiyCk HyCmnyCk YCnoda8wCn (Seoul: Taunsaer
11 Hao Chang, p. 298.
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In comparing these two thinkers, emphasis will be put, respectively, on the
periods in which their most feverish moder
case,this will be 1902906, the period which started with the newspaper
serialization of his seminal modernist treatisminshud@henewcitizen 1908
1906. 1 n Si nds c a sok9]10, thet timavaf linlensebdebatés9of the
Korean nation and its motkan problematic (in light of Japanese colonial
encroachment) future, when Sin, then a nationalistic journalism star, and many of
his contemporaries, were al/l deeply influet
will reconsider the relationship betweeim thedernist visions and Confucianism,
and compare their relative positioninggwis Confucian ideas. This will enable
us to reevaluate the Confucian elements in their modern ideas, and also to reveal
the differences between them. Emphasis on thdseemiies will help us
understand why the two thinkers chose such mutually different paths as they did
in the ené Liang ending up as a Confucian revivalmt, Sin as an anarchist
radical.

2. THE MODERN CHARAC TER OF THE HEROIC
NARRATIVE

In the new Dawinist world, competition was assumed to lead to progress. Liang

Qichao took the supposed maii lbarbaityages of Ci
semicivilization and civilizatioit and applied this scheme to Chirdot

surprisingly, the result of this opematilid not significantly differ from the ways

i n which Europeans asseslswagstillGdrframads posi t i
being fully civilizedd. From this modernist viewpoint, traditional China had long

been in a state of a gradual decline, costeaiting for a sajevho emerged

once in a millenniufnto save it? In such a China, progress was only possible

after this sort of past was thoroughly destrtyed.

20Lun Zhongguo vyi (Qnithenegegsityufor Chinesa meseanch ofawst e 6

YBSW,JFasc. 1, p. 93. Original: Wg&hiwubadlo. 39, September 17, 1897. In this fragment,

Liang is pessimistic enough to agree with the Westerners who supposedly viewed China as a

Ot hriatde barbaric country. 6 But otherwise, Liang vi e\
ofcivi i zati on, but on the stage o(nthetranstionali ti ondé to it
period: YBSWJFasc. 6, p. 832. Original: weeklingyibadereafter QYB), No. 83, June 20,

1901. Fukuzawdl 99UdRi cvhiedwss (01n8 Btbhez ad stoagaé sddewvfel opgment
whi ch seem to have been the mai n influence beyonc
progress, 0 mayoelv®utlined the Theoryhfi GvjlizatmiDavig Dilworth

and Cameron Hurst (NY: Columbia lémgity Press, 2009 [1875]).

13 XMS, Chapter 1{On progresy YBSWJFasc. 4, p. 59. OrigindMCB, No. 10, June 20, 1902.

14 XMS, Chapter 11On progressYBSW,JFasc. 4, p. 60. OrigindMCB, No. 10, June 20, 1902.
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I n this brave new worl d, the first thing
for them to fit inwith the age that they happened to live in. While following the
(newly introduced) logic of the universal laws thescientific laws of the
physical and social worlds), the oOhero
otrends o' Univelsat lanskpnglersprednodern China most likely
meant the ethical and cosmological norms of th&CNeam f uci an order; i n Li
language, however, it meant, first and foremost, what he now believed to be the
|l aws of soci al e v o Iptuthat egotution wabl gowesed byd had t o
competition, they had to rightly define the stage on which their own society stood,
and then they had to | ead it towards a ne
supposed to lead others in the endless striggtesvival.

The herods character and ways of behavi
position that hi s society presumably occu
evolutionary ladder. The ability to identify precisely this position and follow the
trends of the times was, acting to Liang, one of the most important heroic
gualities. I n Liang Qichaods vi ew, cont emp
trends of the twentieth century, and one of these trends was visible in the actions
of the American presidents, William McKin{@$981901) and Theodore
Roosevelt (1961909), who successfully shiftdd S . foreign policy fr.
principle of ceexistence and mutual respect for territorial integrity to
i mp e r i®anpérialism \Was seen by Liang as a new stage of civilization
which China also had to reach at some point

Liang tended to regard the stage of Chi na
transitional! According to him, such a period was a novelty for China as it had a
long history of unchanging and unified imperiahstade At the same time, the
period of transition was al$¥oHar ogs@®at are
were needed in order to consolidate the pr
they could not have appeared if these trends had not alreadyeseen pr

(@}
=
QD

I ntroducing the then fashionable discussi ol
made their Oti mesd or it was the oOti mesod t
to arrive at the conclusion that- the o0ti me:

andeffect relationshif,

15 Zhiyushi{The book of freedom; heretfr ZYS), Chapteb Haoj i e z hHHergpdrsgnaobd
commonbraing: YBSWJFasc. 2, p. 34. Original: QYB, No. 32, December 13, 1899.

16 ZYS Chapted Er s hi s h i(Tjheénewaddvils of xhewegtiethcentury: YBSW,) Fasc.

2, p. 6869. Original: QYB, N&@8, November 21, 1901.

17 See the footnote 12 above.

80 Guodu s(Bn thde&ransitiomaperiod: YBSWJ Fasc. 6, p. 832. Original: QYB, No.

83, June 20, 1901

19 ZYS, Chapte® Wu mi ng z h i(Theynanrelgséeraeq YyBSWJI,Fasc. 2, p. 480.



TikhonoandyYi: TheConfucideckground of Modeleroés 34t

As long as Liang Qichao accepted social evolution as a universal law, societal
change independent of human volition also had to be accepted. Had Liang been
born in a society that allegedly stood at the vanguard of social evolugbn, it mi
have been | ogical for him to believe that |
the emergence of oheroes. 6 But as China wa
in evolutionary terms, changesre supposed to be generdtedugh human

volition. Theré o r e, Li angds conclusion that the ot
mutual causandeffect relationship was objectively the most logical for such a

hi storical figure that found hi mself wi t h
evolutionary terms.

Liangdss®dhet the transitional period wer .
major virtues. Having divided the transitional age into the early, middle and late
phases, Liang defined the main virtue of t
an oenterpriusiong apdriadvénifThe middle trans:s
more of opatience, 6 while the oability of

period. An adventurous spirit was to destroy the conservative leanings of the
majority; patience was needed to waihforesults which would not easily show
themselves in the beginning; judgment was needed in the end, in order to choose
the ways that genuinely suited the people and their circuni$tances.

According to Liangds predi awdcessfulys, once th
passed, China would enter the same stage at which Europe alreadiattend
the stage of national statehdod.he onew citi zensoé of Li angos:s
Xinminshuoe pr esented exactly the authorodos desir
natonals/citizens (Clguomjrdapkokumip . Liangds work was to con
process of preparing China for the age of liberal governance. This age of liberal
governance would not need oOheroesd since al
qualificationgor personal autonordy.

|l nfl uenced by Japands premier modern jour
Tokut omi &%N),bwhamih8 &s8iduously read, often adopting whole
passages from Tokutomids writingss into his

Original: QYB, No. 37, March 1, 1900.

200 Guodu s(Bn tde&ransitionapieriod: YBSW,J Fasc. 6, p. 832. Original: QYB, No.

83, June 20, 1901

21 |bid.

20The Onewnewsa@i of zemeo 0Ochees n o texisnsensewhere hat r enewed
separatelfrom the rest of the people. It means #ibgpeopléaveto renewthemselves  (Thke)

rise and fall of countries is not caused by their geography esmibtddepend on heroes.

Countries are organic «&XMS, Chaptef othestimasturgemay o f their pe
of renewing theeople into d a y 6 ¥ YBSW,J Fasa. 4, p. 3. Original: XMCB, No. 1, June 8,

1902.
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of a nati on ?*and thredghisnsnshheppealesl sod@ll of them
to take action themselves. The virtues befitting the nameless heroes of the new
age are introduced Xinminshuonder the name ofjongdeublic virtue. The
most important pblic virtue for Liang himself wgsojia sixidngt he | deas
t he fsdneet e dbelied that only a strong state could guarantee an
individual 8s# right to existence.

From the late 1890s, when Liang acquired literary fame for the first time, and
until the establishment oXinminmngbaNew ci t | pemaraindvspaper) in
1902, Liang used to believe in the need for hiertlds transitional age and the
nameless heroes in the new age of mass nationalism. However, he had to put off
his expectations rfa republic that was run by nameless heroes following his
polemics against the republican revolutionaries led by Saam Ya86&1925).
He simply did not consider the Chinese at that time to be prepared enough for
liberal governancén his view, theyti needed heroic lead&She authori

tarian (o0despoticd) rule that was seen

to liberal governance was called enlightened despkaisningzhuanzhiin

Liangds wor ks. Fol |l owi mwd bé seemagdosing!| i ne

enlightened as lomg the rulers prioritized the common good over their personal
benefits (administrative rent, in contemporary tétr8sjch rulers were to be
highly virtuous people, able and willing to utilize all their enerdles $ake of

of

t

o |

of

heightening thei? stateds competitiveness.
concl

Enlightened despotism was the final
state, which he more or less equated with modern civiliggtiored to present
his project of enlightened despotescivilized by saying, for example, based on
the viewpoint of the universal law of the survival of the fittest, that
constitutionalism was not necessarily superior to desfidtidong as a strong

23 ZYS, Chaptero We n mi n g y u y i 1fThexgropantign betleenherbes |ando

civilization): YBSWJ Fasc. 2, p. 85. Original: XMO¥®). 1, June 8, 1902.n O Wumi ng 2z hi

y i n g x(Thenamefesheroe} it is explicit]l \Seismerordkegmsred t hat o0Tok
with the chapter eSeishiYorokms a collbctiomef lessaysfirshpahlishesls 6 .

by Mi ny N$1885. Onrthe ihfuGnBe Tokutomi and other Japanese thinkers exerted on

Liang, see: Hiroko Willcock, 0Japanese Modernizati c
Twentieth Century China: AStdy L i a n dMod@rn Ashaa Studid (1995): 810840.

24 XMS, Chapter BOn publicvirtue): YBSWJFasc. 4, p. 12.

25 ZYC, Chapterdo We n mi n g y u y i ([Thexpropontign betwekenherbeis landé

civilization): YBSWJFasc. 2, p. 86. Original: XMGB, 1, June 8, 1902.

%0nrentseeking behavior, see Elie Appelbaum and EI i ak

Rents: the Political Economy of R8n¢ e k Economi®Joud7aB87 (1987): 68699

Z790Kai mi ng ZOnuenlightemetidaspofisii YBSWJ Fasc. 17, p. @83. Original:
XMCB, No. 7875, 77, Januaryd¥8arch 25, 1906.

2 0Kaiming z(®ru enlighténkdu despotismThapter 6(On the states where
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state equalled, for Liang Qichao, modern civilizatian v@sole, any means
needed to achieve this goal were also accepted as being civilized. Heroes were the
main actors behind the creation of a strong state, and they were to choose any
means to carry out this role.

Si n Ch 0 dfiestrdecade af the twasth century® strongly influenced
as he was by Liang Qi chao, shared Liangds
the age of imperialisthHi s r el ati vely stronger i nterest
nationsaving role was closely related to the desperaggtysituation of Korea,
which was threatened with colonizattoHis narratives of heroes reflected the
vision of the onew peopled who were to | ea
dangerous world. Late nineteersthd early twentiettentury Korea was tlly
in a position to expand its territory, butiiSmot unlike the majority of the
modernist intellectuals in Korea at thatiimegarded the likes of Napoleon and
Bismarck as the real modern heroes, due to their records of territorial expansion.
He did na differ from Liang Qichao in equating heroic deeds with national
territorial gain. In his pioneering piece of historical figtiorg h i  (4808),d Ck
he aspired to describe the famed KoguryC
brilliant defense againkté¢ S u i Dynastyds military incurs
century, in a fantastic way as a great conqueror successfully appropriating Chinese
and Jurchen |l ands for KoguryCoés gain. Sin
military heroes asdmiral Yi Sunsinf4®1 598 ) as keinntg 60lweavtemg
the novelized biographic accounts of Yi an
of the same scale would soon be born in Kérneathe end, the ultimate
pur pose of Sinds bi ogr ap hhemmiaditizemsrof t i ngs on
Korea®

enlightened despotism is applied, and the timing of applic4BSNY,) Fasc. 17, p. 34.

22 Theprel 907 writings by Sin Chdaeho are mostly not ex:
thorough student of the Confucian classics prior to being awarded the degiessoften

transl ated as odoctordé or coerudBCadgpyand Kwar.adbli e
journalistic activities peaked in 209 1 0 , and OoOheroesdé6 were among the ce
writings at that period.

301 si p segi/(The new cifizens of the twéntieth centtfya nj ae ®iCnjCGCpéaeho

Y n (Colectedwvor ks by Tanjae Sin Choéaeho; hereafter TS
ChCnjip PdyCnchdéan Wi wCnhoe (Cho6Cndan: Tongnip Kin)
YCndédguso, 2 0 0 8746, OriyimalTachamagilsnpofhereaffe3TMS), Febrauryd22

March 3, 1910.

3o0YCngung khee ars ehg werldTSCC, Vol. 6, pp. 68822. Original: TMS,

January@b, 1908.

320 Su gheilwido n Yi (8 8unsnihe greatest navatin): TSCC, Vol. 4, pp. 58526,

533.

3301 si p s egi(Thsenewitizkns of ghentwentieth century5CC, Vol. 6, pp. 73246.
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The Confucian value of loyalty (Korh ¢ Chrelgprjgstood in the centre of

Sinés views on the worl d, hi story and poldi
from the old concept of loyalty to the sovereign. In one dPh writings, Sin

defined the old oO0absolutistdé order, i n whi
synonymous, as a trait o f infantile (0anci

modern society, natig@tate institutions were taking over the erstwhileidnact
of the monarchy monarchy itself becoming, in the end, just one of %hem.
And when it came to the struggle against the monarchy, which was refusing to
become just one of the state institutions, Sin the historian maintained an
unequivocally positiveasce (although Sin the journalist was prevented by a
variety of objective limitations from being equally explicit on the issue). For
example, Oliver Cromwell (1899%6 58) t he regicide was for Si
great hero, who was driven by the congiderans o f humanityds ¢ ommc
rat her than p*®Whieolmagl Qicliamas heves tos explicitly
positive about revolutignSin was consistently approving of them, from the
beginning and to the very end of his career as a writer anchfrlldatual.

Sin Chodaehoos hwlbest us;ganaeht and medievaleKore@an ¢
examplgs was as markedly modernist as his political views. For examiole, in
MundCBin does not | imit himself to discuss:i
wh at i nterests him, is onlchids spi
i ndependenced athad sd arntirsdns tSsi niotp hwi i ka
express it in a modern way, Sin was narrating what he considered to be the
positivevolkgeist the Koreans:

Before my rightare infringed upon, they are to be protected by sword and
blood. Once they are lost, they are to be recovered with sword and blood.
Even in desperate cases, when one has to walk a thorny path in the
darkness, one has to follow the example of King Gou Jian of Yue, who
was sleeping on sticks and tasting gall while appealing to his people with
sword and bloogf.

The story ofKing Gou Jianmf Yueo s | eepi ng on sticks and tas
preparing a victory over the rival kingdom of Wu belongs to the classical arsenal

Original: TMS, FebraurydJarch 3, 1910.

30 Kun k wMondech &nd the countrfSCC, Vol. 6, pp. 550. Original: TMS, January 29,

1910.

3%30Taey Cngun g (Big beyoCsmaluhemSCC Vol. 6, pp. 552. Original: TMS,

February 2, 1910.

%Sin CmbBbabhoMuenddCkand transl . by Pak Kjbong (Seoul:
p4l.
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of East Asian literary rhetoric. Underpinning its use here, however, is the modern
nationalist view, which emphasizes naticonsciousness and popular attachment
to national rights. Interestingly enough, the examples of heroic peoples with a
high | evel of nati onal r i @hd esedh oc oinrsccli wwdies n e
both Koreads ancient KoguryC kingdom and t
the Netherlands which is maee d f or havi ngeafddbng ung ht a ot hi
dependence wdr against Spain.é

Foll owing Tokut omi Sohbods tidnavasetel expressi
consist of a multitude of nameless hefoBach beliefs were common to both
Liang and Sin, the latter being definitely influenced by the writings of the
former®® Not unlike Liang, Sin was also sensitive to the objective conditions of

theheroe 8 emé8tpbenhces, to the otrends of the ¢t
meant societal mores (the epodeithe)stather than the more profane secio
economic conditions. For exampl e, Kor ea, i n

Ot he concmiptydf ( dlhaen flaoyal ti es) and opri vat
influence, and lacked statended patriots who would, in the spirit of public

virtue, regard othe whole oFHowewer, country ¢
despite all of the disadvantages obthei inerswé should rather say, in direct

proportion to the perceived degree to which Korea was disadviarBageds

desperately calling for the emergence of patriotic heroes. Unless a new type of

her o, one able and wi l [dithatgs, tb makedthee got i at e v
whole world into his arefiavas to emerge in Korea, the Taehan Empire (as

Korea was officially styled from 1897) as a nation state would have rib future.

The ospirit of freedom and independence, 0
count' y in a spirit uaHCnsgesnisngindbef mgdshkeu kwar d 6  (
even a small mi nority of nationali st ohero

otherwise rather hopeless situation of KBrea.

3%Sin Chidakih ogMdon d Ck

38 See footnote 23 above.

39 As mentionedi footnote 23, in ZYS, Cpero Wu mi n g z h (Nanyeless exoedisn g 6
explicitly ment iSeisheMbrokuehqitn so Twiktult omhé&s chapter entit]l
Heroes. 36 On the i deolkatgni diang and Gin,nséé¢ t iHCnNsmi hbet ween T
Hano gigkngi®i suyongp&@& chCndgae,

00 sip segi s i n(The oewdKagraak herp 6f thg twantjeth centdrgCC, Vol.

6, pp. 724728.

40YCngung Khem ardedhg werld)TSCC, Vol. 6, pp. 68822. Original: TMS,

January@b, 1908.

20 COh gsi n s afhg statelinkthe spiritual sense of the wdSEC, Vol. 6, pp. 653

674. Original: TMS, April 29, 1909.
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With the age of high imperialism (I8814) displaying a disturbing
spectacle of conquest and col oni al aggression against
globe, the modernist intellectuals of China and Korea were cementing their belief
in the law of the jungle as an evolutionary phenomenon. Winning in the global
dogeatdog fight was understood hs bnly way to ensure survival, and building
a strong state that could take charge of such a momentous task was seen as the
most pressing neétlLiang Qichao, in the belief that China was not yet
threatened with immediate downfall, regarded an enlightispdtism,
structured around a group of rulers with strong modern awareness and
incorruptible ethics, as the best possible answer to this challenge of the times.
Compared to Liangds musi Bges €6hdeehoghteaadc
heroeghat cold save a dying country was much more desperate from the very
beginning. For the intellectuals of countries that could realistically expect to

survive in the new global jungl e, it was ¢
Oti mesao,; oncewaedet Waeiimesibghitol tour se, oOhero
needed. However, for Koreads distressed pat

oOheroesd6 was t he ifoundiodapein the Gl eept léadedse e d |, Sin
of a dying Korea. Instead, he desperatalghsa for models of the heroic
everywhere, both in Korean and foreign history. And since foreign heroes were

not appealing enough to arouse Korean pat
medieval heroes were markedly preferred. Sin hoped that a new gefieration
younger heroes would then appear. Sinds app

was addressed to all members of Korean society, regardless of tHgittstatus.
was quite clear that Sin was more interested in the plebeian strata than Liang.

3.THE CONFUCIAN BACKGROUND OF THE OHEROI Co

NARRATIVES
3-1Non-Capitalist Modernity
Liang Qichaods visions of enlightened des|

reassessment of private virtuesimminshudn the chapter on private virtues, in

Xinminshud.iarg Qichao critically reflected on his own erstwhilesided

emphasis on public virtue, assuming that 0
virtues by learned people did not bring any results is because the cultivation of

43 On Social Darwinism in China in late nineteeatly twentieth century, see: James R. Pusey,

China and Charles Daf@ambridge Harvard University Press, 1983). On Social Darwinist
influences on Koreads e ar |Sgcialarwinismmaadl Natiomalismisee: VI adi
Korea: the Beginningsg1880s(Leiden: Brill, 2010).

4 SinYonghaS i n C reahcesdngd) 6Gpu9d96.
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private virtues by individuals whe f i € Following tbe Spencerian insight

concerninghe possible destructive effects of progressidhcase wherethe

peopl edshadntt aeackdat satisfactory levélLiang envisioned the

possibility of the ideas of liberty, equality, d@aimpetition and rights destroying

the social order if they were not accompanied by (rather traditional) private

virtues. The cultivated chosen few were to be in charge of private virtue

cultivation among the people, until the people themselves reacippdsedly

satisfactory levél.
From Liang Qichaods viewpoint, i mporting

China was hardly realistic. Thus, the private virtues to be cultivated were to be the

traditional virtues. Of course, these private virtues, élenbeing based on

Confucian values, were to be fitted to serve the cultivation of public virtue. And

the most central public virtue was the omni
The modern heroes who succeeded in strengthening their states were

described blyiang Qichao in the following fashion:

Do you know what sort of people were the heroes who led the English
Revolution two hundred years ago? [Oliver] Cromwell was the purest of
the Puritans. Do you know what sort of people were the heroes who led
the American Revolution one hundred years ago? Those led by [George]
Washington were puhearted people of the highest sort. Do you know
what sort of people were the heroes who led the Japanese Revolution
(Riben genminiirty years ago? Yoshida Shoin and Sakamori were
authorities in the philosophies of Zhu Xi and Wang Yangming. Unless you
possess a midtkart full of great compassidmurienzhiyiyou ought not

to speak about destruction. Only those who possess a lofty and pure nature
may speak about destiorts

Liang Qichao did not deny that destructi@s indeed needed in China, but
he also insisted that one had to possess the moral quality of compassion to be
qualified to engage suchdestruction. Generally, the moral qualities that Liang
preachedvere limited to the Confucian cultivation of rhedrt. While Liang
di d not deny t hat everybodyos cultivati or

45 XMS, Chapter 180n the private virtuesyBSWJFasc. 4, p. 18843. Original: XMCB, No.
40841, November 2, 1903.

46 Herbert Spencegocial Statftendon: J.Chapman, 1851), ppd188.

47 XMS, Chapter 180n the private virtuesyBSWJFasc. 4, p. 18843. Original: XMCB, No.
40041, November 2, 1903.

48 XMS, Chapter 180n the private virtuesyBSWJFasc. 4, p. 18B34. Original: XMCB, No.
40841, November 2, 1903.
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emphasizedhengbdK. c hCngmorect i f yishep d@K.hsindokb asi cs o) ,
ocaution even jinaolKI keO paslaochieldi)geanncde i n foll ow
smal | di sciplinary ruleso6) as his own favo

admitted himself, these methods werst miten mentioned in the context of the

practices of Wa  giang hopegl hiatrhgr@es arrsed twitho |

ethical qualities of the sort described above would successfully lead China
through the transitional peri oad . h eorLoodfst y ar
character was to be based on the inherent compassionate qualities of the human
mind-heart(burenzhiximather thamn utilitarian consideratioffs.

Compassion, known from the Mencian traditiorteg@n!l i t er al |y ot aki ng
pityo6 oObasioayf hmeant oOthe sharing 9f ot her so
Since compassionate people were expected to excel in sacrificing their own well
being for the sake of others, it was also hoped that they would also become
publiecminded patriots in the modern sensehef word. Of course, the quality
that Liang demanded of them was not Mencian compassion in the original sense
of the word. The compassion of Confucian thinkers was to transcend political
borders, while Liang want edfs#&ciifisialio her oesdé f i
their relationship witltheirstate. While the old signifier was used, what was
signified by it was rather modern patriotism. The reason Liang was stubbornly
using the old signifier was due to his distrust of the utilitarian mode oburehavi
oUt i | igonglizhjyya m& a g t in Liangds vocabul ary, a
profit calculation, while compassionate gentlemen were to sacrifice themselves for
their stateds saquildproguastohgaas they dikmmtkenefiy any
themselves, they were to be regarded ammaed

In fact, profit motive as long as individual profits were concérreadly
had any pl ace at al | i n Liangds <construct
exhausting onesel f Atowrtuetwasneesldaddotbedsts s ake, a

49 XMS, Chapter 180n the private virtuesyBSWJ Fasc. 4, p. I8143. Original: XMCB, No.

4041, November 2, 1903.

50 |bid.Li ang6s Opuwrdtusict meghardeterizedsutilitarian  bcanpassiodii

seen as the driving force beyond thauwpurt o f 0 piusot iexplainabler utilitaead

terms. Amsr gued by Hao Chang, the fusion ofh oOopublicd an
construction compatible witthodern Western ethicklgo Changpp. 278295. However, it

looksasifce xi st ence of oprivated and edwasndded c6 virtues i
selfcontradictory. Sed: i Hy elgiy&Cmg , Chdi chdao: MunmyCng kwa yuhak
(Liang Qichao: thearratives oflove andhate tied to civilization and Confucianism) (Seoul:
Tdaehakppal051240 0 7))

51 On the Mencian theory of human nature and compassteriresate quality, see: Irene Bloom,

O0Menci an Ar gument s-H® innPhilosodnEadt andAdkis(@994): 1883

52 XMS, Chapter 1€0n the private virtuesyBSWJFasc. 4, p. 138.
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public ethics. Liangds i deal of a distant
government by law but also on a visiorastate constituted by nagoistic,
publiclyminded citizens. Both heroic leaders and those whdedeveere to
become noiegoistic patriotsGood exampko f this were the O0Othr ec
heroes, 6 Cami |l | ®18@)Guseppe Gaivamliu(t&IBg2) 8 1 0
and Giuseppe Mazzini (180872)(see Part Four of this paper) on whom Liang
projected his Ehs about puminded, sel§acrificial citizenry. According to
Liangds judgment, Ot hey had no [calculatio
and eyes, and did not mind honou#r, fame, di
It was only logical thatidng Qichao, with his initial rejection of both
revolution and profit motive, ended up in the 1920s rejecting again both
capitalism and socialism and proposing o0Cor
both. In his December 192%anqgin zhengaikiangshHistory of pre-Qin
politicalidea¥, he proposed a vision of an ideal society supposedly based on pre
Qin Confucian thought. This socfetyhich was to selectively accept certain
features of both socialism and capitélisvas supposed to approximate the
Confucian ideal obaing(Great Unityj? While it is unclear to which degree all
these ideas were meant to be realized, one thingfisLéeay Qichao did not
like the idea of a capitalist society based on profit calsulation
I n Sin Chooadéhobtsh ec atsseucnbda opphictiagosild r e s 6 (
prevent the loyal subject of the state from following his sense of righteous
indignation gibun kangpaeere rejected unconditionally. For example, the

Ol udicrous and | icent ifieuhsas theoclassicdb read by t
T a e shdfigle o f S o )TwhiehscBntammed strong elements of folk

Taoisnfi o r the oObelief i n earning mer it by wc
unconditionally rejected, as théey were ou:
InsteadSi nds i deal new novel woul d otalk about
or thingsd principles, expl atimesandhe ri se an:
inourownd ay s, c h a n g emakingexildores kindler and malevodent

ones gentle and abe e>hTthe gentlemen of the new times were to learn about
the rise and fall of various states in order to maximize their feelings of patriotic
devotion.

53 QYidali jiangusanjiezhu@iiBiographies of the threeeroes who made Italyfonclusion:

YBSW,JFasc. 11, pp. 861. Original: XMCB, No. 22, December 14, 1902.

54 Xiangin zhengshiiangskitistory of pre-Qin politicalideay YBSW, Fasc. 50, ppd182. On

Li an g 6 DamngGesatunity)f see: Yi Hyg y (Wordview and view on modernizafion

the case of Liang QichgoSe o u | : Munhak kwaéxBhi sCngsa, 2002), pp.
50KOndgOm kungmun sForstElatenton Gfjadhoradf recentinavely: 6

TSCC, Vol. 6, pp. 68839. Original: TMS, Jy 1908.
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I n his famed philosophical essay on small
clearly C o apirituad, ssouk d | attheed oa nd aut hentic gr e
omni present i n the whole Cosmos, to the

super fi ci a9 He slsoaradesdtrabursdentlyf cledr that no one could
simultaneously cultivate both types of e@esplecould belong to the elated
real m of the ebapiedi tamal ,aug digheyfeltc gr eat er
shame fotheircountry, burned with a wish to take revenge on its enemies, and
even if sick and lonélyunitedthemselvesvith others irtheir patrotic loyalty.
However, as long geoplewere obsessed only witleir advancement in the
world, theywould be forever separated from the greater self. To put it briefly in
Sinds own words, Oto seek ease and comfort
from the viewpoi®nlth ecsfe twoe dgr eaattera g®lofd. dut
views on human desires.

Such a theory of desire further developed traditionaCbigfoician notions,
j ust substituti ng tani &a. \cé dMth lpgiriotismci pl edé ( Ch
Restraint waa common cultural code among Confucian literati. The great Neo
Confucian philosophers of China and Kidréau Xi (113@1200), Yi Hwang
(150B1570), Yi | (1538584) and othediswer e f or Sin the oO0anci en
oOsl@aavebe modern <citi 2 élowsversal bis hedativem o t become
views onNeo-Confucianism notwithstanding, Sin was seemingly influenced
greatly by the ascetic tendencies of@G@tfucian thought.

%The distinction between the oO0smallerdé and ogreater
by Liang Qichaods piece, 0Yu zYBSWHassh7em®y guano ( My \
Original:XMCB, No. 5960, December 198%anuary 135.

570 Taea Waeaterslh andsmallerself): TSCC, Vol. 6, pp. 6862. Original: TMS,

September 837, 1908.

5% 0 Kuu®a n h a e n ¢On rejuhlishingold booky: TSCC, Vol. 6, p. 658. Original: TMS,

December 1&0, 1908.

591 t is well known that Sin Cho6éaeho started his Con:
(18551909), an heir of the Confucian scholarly linefatiee Kiho (Metropolitan) School going

back to Yi I (Yulgok, 1586584)In this school, the material elemémt\was not seen as simply

secondaryy i I emphasi zed t he 0ilinksrg gnd maebial forcetagddé o f princi |
understood the mhae r i al el ement yvuisg K. ayongothat s, ctliei congréte ( Ch .
functionality of principle. Sin KisCn tended to bel

mixed up in the material elembased human naturkiji{). However, while he did not view

human emotionality negatively as such,&d i eved that the right way to bec
develop respect for the principlesed cosmic ordek Cg 9 &dge |l | i ng in respectd), p
with philosophical inquiries into principleirgnid 0 st udyi ng the pualynci pl ed) and
follow the routines of Confucian seliltivation. That is, the way to sagehood went through the

study and internalization of the ordered nature of
OMyCngwmadgidoal ogue wi)tirhSi My @nCoa@hieptgdworks of Sin

Ki s CSeoul: Asea Munhwasa, 1981), ql. p. 105. SKwCnksa®y@@mga,
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Sin did not utilize NeGonfucian asceticism simplybtdld up a persuasive
image of the modern patriot. He evidently also practiced what he preached. Most
of his friends who knew him from the early 1900s described Sin as a person with
very |little interest in | idneodsl depdlyeasures or
obsessed with what he saw as moral duty. Obviously free from the usual personal
desires, Sin also had little tolerance for such desires in others, as they could
endanger the feeling of duty and moral integrity. In the still Confucian
atmospere of Korea in the first decade of the twentieth century, such people
were supposed to be generally respected.
almost areccentricso unusually assiduous was he in following the canons of the
Confucian gentlemanly w&gccentricity of this sort, however, also generated
admiration for Sin in the nationalist milieu of the time that was still permeated
with traditional values; this eccentricityatembe seen to have contributed to the
prominence of his writinflsAt a time when the Confucian unity of word and
deed was still respected, Sin managed to prove the authenticity of his appeals to
unselfish patriotism by having what was generally vieadl@m®st unworldly
style of life

While Liang and Sin had their diffees) both were Confucian thinkers who
regarded ethical beliefs to be the guiding principles of all actions. Within the
Confucian ethical system, the pursuit of personal profit is viewed negatively, and
although this is not to say that Confucian ethidafdeln be directly related to
modern patriotism, their atjjoistic ethos was naturally favored by Liang and
Sin within the critical situation of that time, with its imperative for national self
strengthening. These moral considerations shaped thefviesik Liang and
Sin on the issue of industrial development and modern enterprise. Not unlike Sin
Chéaeho and hi s fell ow Korean nati onal i st
development of modern industry that was needed to stave off Western in
cursion$! Tha was, however, on the level of national considerations and did not
necessarily imply the actual acceptance of personahpkirfig. In the same way,
Sin Chédaeho could accept economic survival
or national subjecttyi was on the agenda as well. A desire to enrich oneself
personally was nothing more than evil egoi
indeed, appealing to his countrymen to be industrious and enterprising, and to

(Research ®ided&ds)n, KAcsLdhemy of Korean Studies (Hano
Y Cn o g u vwdme3is1983) pp. B22.

600n Sinds amar gerpaltiatty on, Sisre eC hdthabgole tasiiftmaig vy u ,

Ch 0 a pationalisid eas) (Seoul: HyCng#®$10é. Choéul pébansa, 1986),
61 XMS, Chapter 140n the production andlistribution of profits): YBSW, Fasc. 4, p. 806.

Original:XMCB, No. 1820, October 31, November 14, 1902
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pioneer new production technologies @eklop manufacturing in a situation in

which Japanese traders were gradually acquiring hegemony in a Korean market

already saturated with all sorts of imported manufacturecgdbds.did not

mean, however, that he was prepared to allow the develbpeasional
manufactures to act out of their own mot i\
legacy, it was extremely difficult for him to accept capitalism as a private
enterprisdbased market economy.

Neither Liang Qichao, with his emphasis on the ethiawoodlity and
responsibility of the Confucian elite, no
exclusivist vision of patriotic devotion, were prepared to régapegrsonal
profit motive as being something closely related to civilization and social evolution.

In a word, both were nerapitalist thinkers who were rather inclined to view the

pursuit of personal profit as a shortcut to treason and as a subjective condition

for the downfall of the state that they both dread&ath accepted

industrialization as a&pochal demantut it was either the state or a patriotic

i ndividual acti ng wagto bechnee the subjecedi gshisi nt er est
process

32.Jiaochuaand o0Devel opment 6

While Liang dabbled with republican ideas at one point, his molishestab

bel i ef was that China was to become a ofit
t he |l eader ship of a group of oheroes, 6 r
revolution. After having serializedinminshud,iang had the tendency of

constantly delayingtpeoi nt at which the creation of t h
realistically feasible. In fact, he did not attempt to cover his elitism even in

Xinminshuo

The majority of people feel setinfidence, begin to think about honour,

love their neighbours and ergag charitable deeds only after they make

ends meet and, moreover, get some time and money to spareogenly th

who are not pressed in their daily living are able to engage in study and

develop lofty ideals. One needs some surplus strength to devedefs inte

outside of oneds i mmedi at e l Fving, and bui |
ne&sao

6201 si p s e g i(The new citizemsof the twedtieth centFgCC, Vol. 6, pp. 78A6.
Original: TMS, Febrauryd@aarch 3, 1910.

63 XMS, Chapter 1@Dn the private virtuesyBSW, Fasc. 4, p. 125ri@inal: XMCB, No. 389,
October 4, 1903.
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Since the masses were just too busy with their daily survival, Liang was
incessantly urging the heroic elite to act on it§*oiang explained his political
ideals intite 1906 essdaiminghunzhilu(On enlightenedlespotisy and it was
in his 1909%5uan Zrhuar(Biography of Guan Xithat the desirable traits of the
de factsupreme ruler under such a syBtémat is, a primeninistefi were
concr et i z e dtened despatignd svas @ rsysierg lunder which the
monarch would reign but not rided he saw this as a logical continuation of the
political design ascribed to the great statesman of ancient China, Guan Zhong (c.
72@®645 BCY® Apart from this, Guan Zhong was-interpreted as an early
proponent of the rule of law and the theory which vested sovereignty in the state
rather than in the monarchoés person. Mor ec
politician who aimed at morally improving the ruled through the im&ore
of theruleof la® That was al so Liangds vision of an

A great politician always engages in the education of the public and
prepares public opinion before implementing his policies. Thus he makes
the subjects understand teachings and embrace his policies. After doing
this, everybody can be employed in the plasgésuited for their talents.

This is the reason why Confucius regarded it as important to command the
people after gaining their trust. Guan Zhong also unaiitsise?

Guan Zhong was seen as a great politician since he was able to understand
wha't best fit the oO0Otimes.déd Liang also desc
mutually comparable politicians, both utilizing education for the improvement of
the moral ®ndards of their societidgss | ong as the oO0ti meso wer
Liang assumed that the contemporaneous o0Oti
as for education aiming at preparing the people for a better future; however, they
were still not fit for denwpacy. Politicians were to employ despotic forms since
these were inevitable in such a context, but theyalsete possess the ideals
that would eventually morally uplift their people.

64 XMS, Chapter 18n the private virtuesyBSWJFasc. 4, p. 132. Original: XMCB, N&333

November 2, 1903.

650n Liangds visions of o0enl i gt>aobing Tadg@lsbplot i smé (or 0O
Space and the Nationalist Discourse of Modernity: the Historical Thinking(Bé&ld.iattg: Qichao

Stanford University Press, 1996), ppd1s3

66 0 Guan Zi(Biogrdpwhbyaoh Guan XiChapter 6, ParagrapiTe am of therule of

law): YBSWJFasc. &, p. 30833.

670 Guan Zi(Biogrdphyaoh Guan XiChapter §Gu a n rukeioteelaw principle¥

YBSWJFasc. 28, p. 11.
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Aut hentic rulers, in such a style,(amewor k, w
whose idealized features Liang ascribed to
vision further developed the traditional Confucian understanding of a chief
mi ni st €erhey sverertm be ensrally superior in the traditional sense and at
the same tim they were to be cognizant of the needs of the new age. To
emphasize the necessity of personal moral cultivation for enlightened despots,

Liang accentuated private virtues even more than public virtues in the final part
of the Xinminshuélowever, the ulhate aim of private moral cultivation was
again to ensure the development of public Vfrtue.

I n Liangds judgment, a good example of a
while cultivating and practicing virtues was Count Camillo Bensa Sawvany
t h ereedherogs d i s c 19@2¥idald jiangwanjiezhu@Biographies of the
threeheroeswho made Italy) on the basis of an adopted Japanese rendition of
their English biographgaribaldi is portrayed as an indefatigable soldier, while
Mazzini is descrl as a revolutionary idedfistn fact, both Mazzini and
Cavoud the third he o o f Li angds 0 dhadoalyeady pbeenc a | wor k
mentioned in Liangds 1901 oddugethgrrwithp hy of Kan
Kang himself and Jedacques Rousseau (51¥Z8p @ere regarded by Liang
as heroes ahead of their tifh&@he reasons for such a characterization were
Mazzinids r epudhms wal an hiscideaishintike iMazzisi,,

68According to Liang, Opublic virtue is to be achieyv
XMS, Chapter 180n the prvate virtues)YBSWJ, Fasc. 4, p. 119. Original: XMCB, Ni2938
October 4, 1903. oOPrivate virtuesdé were thus seen a:

69Li ang0s bi ogr ap hifieofiten tanslations rofi dapasese drhnslations ®fo

biogrghies in European langudgegere periodically printed XMCB. In issues 9 (June 1902)

to 22 (December 1902), Liang serializedyith@i jianguo sanjiezfBimgraphies of théhree

heroes whamade lItaly, hereafter YJSJZ). The book was originally base@o r John Marriottds
Makers of Modern Italyndon: Macmillan, 1889); it is assumed that Liang mostly used the

Japanese biographies of the O0three Itlwmliian heroeso
kenkokwankets(iThe three heroes who dealtaly) ed. Hirata HisaskiMi ny Ns h a, 1892) . Later
Sin Chdaeho made a translation of Liang Qichaods wo
characters): t &@ & mEuntgl®®( Seoul : Kwanghak SCpdo, 1907). On Sin

heroes, 6 see t heticla belawt Onotlie similarides and diffeeemces between
Marriottds, Hiratads, Liahg¢g&k&dapuddgiSi @i6sToergd&asinag, se
ayonga n g s a h @ Kk knfalie kkagt Asianeception ofMakers of Modern :Itabrmsand

their character) (M\.th e s i s, Seoul , SCnggyundgwan University, 2 C
Sinbés relatively more positive treatment of Mazzini
Son, whil e the arguments o lpased primarily®s oupawn vi | egi ng of
research.

“oNanhai Kang Xlhebograply ofgspecteteagherdNanhai Kang [Youvyei]
YBSWJFasc. 6, p. 889. Original: weekly QYB, No. 100, December 21, 1901.
71 YJSJZChapter qThe situation after theevoldion): YBSWJ Fasc. 11, p. 24. Original: XMCB,
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Cavour was hero that fit very well into his tinfiédn fact, much of what
Cavour did fitted nicely into Liangds own
himself, Cavour was a proponent of constitutional monarchy, and an opponent of
republicanism and revolutiéh.While Mazzini fought for revolution and
republican rule, Cavour saverth as being impractical and ruinous for the
country”® Almost simultaneously with the serializatioviidali jiangsanjiezhyan
Liang described revolution and republicanism in a negativeXimyimshuas
well.

Both Guan Zhong and Cavour were seemhiéigg as courtiers who were
happy enough to serve a sovereign matching their characters and ambitions.
Revolution was to be avoided as much as possible since it would bring destruction
and not construction; the changes were to come through the estabéishets
of court politics. Thanembers of aenl i ght ened el it e, with t
permission, areto make judgments on the needs of the times and then change
their ways accordindly.

Aside from good luck i n meesprivatg a wi se mo
morality was seen as yet another source of his siicapggars as if Liang
sincerely believed that a knowledgeable, expefieandd above all, moral
politician would use his position to benefit the subjects of the state rather than
himself.Until people were mature enough to rule themselves, they had to entrust
matters of gover nment to t hpgohedK.i t es and s
kyohwaeducatin and transforration ofthe ruled by the ruler)

No. 15, September 2, 1902.

72 YJSJZ Chapter Cavourpersonallytills thefieldg: YBSWJ Fasc. 11, p. 10. Original: XMCB,

No. 10, June 20, 1902.

“OoONanhai Kang Xlhebiographey ofigspectetsaaherdNanhai Kang [Youwei]

YBSW,JFasc. 6, p. 58. Original: QYB, No. 100, December 21, 1901.

740n Cavour6s views and pol i ci eThe Rissrgimento ddetthee k Beal es
Unification of It@Harlow, Essex: Pearson Education, 2902),08134.

75 YJSJZChapter I t astuatidnsbefore ththreeheroesTheyoungdays of théhreeheroey

YBSWJFasc. 11, po2. Original: XMCB, No. 10, June 20, 1902.

76 Historically, Confucians had to face a situation in which, as long asdbeized the

legitimacy of a monarch, their most meaningfdifeeahlling was symbolized by the image of an

abl e pri me minister, and the key t o realizing the
recognition and monarchical promotion in the rankdfufialdom. Consequently, the Confucian

political ideals emphasized promoting able prime ministers and entrusting them withtonost day

day administrative dutstiirepprtarh sole. B&idang charactbri,ed monar chds m
Cavour: 0 C a \efatigable eeosbut af me hachridt met such a wise and firm king as

Victor Emmanuel (I how could he hawdSlJucceeded anoc
Chapter 11Cavourreformsdomesticpolicie$: YBSWJFasc. 11, p. 28. Original: XMCB, No. 15,

Septenber 2, 1902.

77 'YJSJZConclusionYBSWJFasc. 11, p. 861. OriginalXMCB, No. 22, December 14, 1902.
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This longstanding Confucian beliead previously already played a role in
Liangds publi ©neaHeeadr edu Diayg 6t Ref or ms, Ka
that time Liangb6s mentor, conceptualized hi
(r. 18781908) exactly in terms of Confucian moral politiddtee ties of trust
between a wise monarch and able miiistewhich the concept of fitting in
with the new era was addedfter a brief flirtation with republicanism,rga
returned in the end to thisne-honoured political vision, which at the same t
|l ooked fitting for Chinads situation at tha
Not unl i ke Li ang, Sin Chdaeho emphasi ze:
i mpatiently waited for the oOheroesdé to sav
journalistic writings (dating from 1907), he us$ed likes of Napoleon,
Washington and Peter the Great as examples of publi¢®viibueign heroes,
however, could only have limited appeal for patriotic Koreans who were now to
be trained in modern public virtue. Sin acknowledged thatstat®uildig
outside of Europe had to follow European precedents, but at the same time was
highly apprehensive about the possible loss of national essekaksyKl.

kokusi i n the process of Westernization. 0Our
their [foreignp pi ri t 6 was Sinds worst nightmare, an
he conceptualized as spiritual enslavement by Westerners or (Westernized)

Japanes®.l n t he spirit of an expression | oved |

nati onal &kuksu oy dapkokuquikagon. owe éd had to | earn f
foremost from OoOour o6 heroes.

As the Confucians of his time were not uselessiedghan their weight and
status in Korean sociétysin considered it necessary to make a special appeal to
their patriotism asking them o0to respect virtue and
Confucian scholars, untarnishedhsy pursuits of fame or proffh Himself a

At that point, refor mers ai meningagdapminieyt t hey ter med
rather than at the devlesl opimgehntts , adf i de mdceri ac yu.s aigRe o pw
right of political participation for the educatbdnshige nt ry) <c¢cl| as s. See Hajama Nao

ChNgoku: ChNgoku ni oker u {RaussagwapdaChikaa khe me i shishb n
formation ofbourgeoigevdutionaryideas in Ching h 649 {1978): 16R03. Moreover, at the point

when he finally got Guangxub6s ear, Kang Youwei was no | o
China as before, wishing instead to promote reforms on the basaigtiefshmonarchic power. See Min Tugi,
Chungglka e hug € g6 Ni: Kang Yuwka ehmu@reqgi ni ©ilRéesbBcen prayn@rh y
the reformistmovement in China: thaesicdi r ect i ons of KBrmgovement) \(Beduld s 189
lichogak, 1985).

P0UBgong (Absusthefoolishodman whomoved anountain: TSCC, Vol. 6, pp. 490.

Original:P o jh@n n moedd/lodeNovember 15, 1907.

800 Tonghwa @essipistifieyywfessihilation TSCC, Vol. 6, pp. 65&73 Original:

TMS, March 23, 1909.

81 0 Ky Crnywrigptm n g p(Appedl toour Confuciarcountrymeit TSCC, Vol. 6, pp. 6324.

ang
8
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graduate of Koreads tradi t3®@mady LCroqWairc,i an
Sin late in the first decade of the twentieth century viewed Confucian values
mainly as instruments of modern nabaiding. As a useful instrument,
Confucian values were to be neither fully rejected nor uncritically npbeéd
of his writings of the first decade of the twentieth century, Sin analyzed
Confucianism on equal grounds with other, newly introduced réligimmsas
Christianity or Islainand applied the same criteria to all of them, agreeing to
accept what seemed tradilerejecting what looked eldshioned. Just as with
Christianity, Confucianism was to be selectively adopted, as long as its values were
needed?
Sipéssonal f avor dyhastgthinkersswho were after@adrds,s Cn
in the 1930s, categorized all together aSithak(Practical Learningchool
(this category had yet to be established in the firstedetathe twentieth
centuryd Brave iconoelsts with a strong sense of practical needs and a deep
interest in economic and social issues. Asking himself if any of the personal
|l iterary <collections fram ube, CBoaCrChpash:¢

N

answeredl following the opinion of aknownenc | opedi ¢ schol ar, Yi ||
168D1763p & h a t t he medical @168 Tsa ncgogadyi HC Chun
(The preciousmirror of the Eastermedicing , as wel |l asd Yi l s (Yu

1584)S C n gdhialkTthy mllectedessentials of theageteaching and Yu
Hy ChgwCnds {§1B73)P & g suek(Relc602r2d s )owere PRea nd gy e
most valuable. Th8irhakscholars tended to be quite encyclopedic in their
approach. Indeed, Sin mentioned in one of his articles of the first decade of the
twentieth cetury that the great chamh on o f oprac@hmd 6 schol a
Yagyong (Tasan, 183836)was the very symbol of -adtlusive erudition.
ChCngds enthusiasm about Koreads geography
as a prenodern prototype of a nationmatellectudt?

Aside from the noworthodox, normai nstream schol arship of
peri od, Sin Chodaeho alCenbucidnatdicalahedriesmi t ed 1 nt

as long as they couldtmnsidered o i nspire patrioti sm. He wi
Conuci ans would be in the vanguard of or ef
obstinately conservative masses. 0 While | oy

the highest value of filial piety in orthodox Confucianism, Sin saw it as the
ultimate value in itsetind regarded trust, sincerity and wisdom as instruments of

Original: TMS, January 16, 1908.

820 Yah i KTtuthonly): TSCC, Vol. 6, p. 542. Original: TMS, January 7, 1910.

8 0 Ku k h a nkyCm g §Relatiyeédmportance of the Chinese and Korsaipty: TSCC,
Vol. 6, p. 627. Original: TMS, MarcBh11%, 1908.
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its cultivatior?* Loyalty, originally simplgneof the Confucian values, was
absolutized by Sin as the main public virtue, and all of the other traditional ethical
values were 4@ositioned as td® for its cultivation. Since Sin tended to regard
the whole state as oOoOone big family,dé6 then t
themselves for its sake were seen as filial children by imgficEtios. in the
end, j ust Xinmnshib toyalty iasatime gn@dis public virtue was seen to
be synonymous with filial piety as the main private virtue. The state was now to
become the universal parent of sorts for all its citizens.

The modernized Confucian values described above were to be used to
encouage Koreans on the way towards building a nation state seen as a
community of sentiments rooted in the rei
leaders for such a community were also imagined in recognizably Confucian ways.
For example, in his 1908chi Mua Ck Sin treats the main prot
spirité as being the well spring of his str
seen as peripheral; mimeart was to be put into the cen8m problematized
the way i n which nasscédl workwoh Koredanrtraddidn@dd i n t he
historiographySamgukagi(History of the Three Kingdom4145), where, in
nl chi &8s biography, onl y hcorectlicacoordimgs ur e, brav
to the circumstances and strategic talents were mensohexdnaain virtues.
According to Sin, nlchi wuniquely distingui s
strength of character and by demonstrating his penchant for adventure and daring
undertaking¥. Sincerity, strength of character and uniqueness ofavidskills
were seemingly taken from the traditional laudatory descriptions of Confucian
military men in prenodern biographical literature.

At the same ti me, not everything depende
anal ysi s, Kor e adka mpe dK & m@t8lydeserivedi 408 v her o
same fame as Cavour for having defeated the enemie&af th¢ C Dy nast y, but
was much | ess known and | auded, since Kory

appreciate him, unlike the more civilized Italians of the nineteenth®eSitury.

Chdaeho firmly believed that only the opr
would allow Korea to reconstruct itself into a nation state populated by nameless

heroes. Nameless heroes of the new, nationalized Korea, Sin hoped, would enter

84 0 Ky Crnygrigptm n g p(Appedl toour Confuciarcountrymeit TSCC, Vol. 6, pp. 63324.
Original: TMS, January 16, 1908.

850 Ku knkBan ¢ h © KTha dht& isopedaknid): TSCC, Vol. 6, p. 642. Original: TMS, July
31, 1908.

86 XMS, Chapter BOn publicvirtue): YBSW,JFasc. 4, p. 12.

87 TSCC, Vol. 4, pp. 848, 8891.

88o0Kang Kam&h p gnaonkgw aK a mc h & §: ASCLNVDI6, §.HILoQriginal:
TMS, December 14, 1909.
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into strong emotional ties with their past
Mu n d CKi Sansid.
As Confucianism tends to emphasize the cultivation of the ruled by their
supposedly virtuous rulers, Confucian virtue constitutes the desirable qualities that
rulers should possess for the sake of successful moral cultivation within their
reaAlm Sin Chdaeho, with his emphasis on the
wished to use the Confucian logic of virtue for his aims. Indeed, compared to
Liang Qichao, he was relatively more interested in the nationalist use of
Confucian ideological resoes. Sin also placed greater emphasis on the degree
o f nationalization of the masses, compared
deeds of a chosen few. Liang wanted to envision these few heroes as highly moral
Confucian gentlemen; Sin, by contrast,ma@e interested in using Confucianism
as just one of the tools for constructing a nation state on a broader popular basis.
Sindemandedpatri otic spirit from oall the peop
position of the main political subjederoes wereusely advocated by Sin too,
but they were not to become the exclusive subject of political and ideological
cultivation in the modern sense of the word. As we mention in more detail below,
Si n tr ans l|Yadl gahgwshnjieahnégtd® Koreanbut alded his own

concluding chapter to his translation, and
was brought about by Oohundreds and thousan:i
were urged to Obecome | i ke®SQaddmnotni , foll ow
want to give up the perspective Liang suggested Ximeminshuwas first

seriaizezd ®he vision of autonomous, empower ed peEe

(modernizing) themselves on their own. In a word, Sin wanted Koreans to
cultivate themselves into a heroic natiather than be cultivated by an elite of
enlightened heroes.

4.LIANG QICHAO AND SIN CH 6 A EFHQVERLAPS AND
DISTANCE

As seen throughYidali jianguo sanjezhuan

As we have shown above, Liang and Sinds her
the sagesfahe Confucian tradition. Both thinkers were willing to selectively use

the old ethics with a view to prothgcheroes in the present. China and Korea

were to be reborn as modern nation states, and heroes were needed to take

8l jang Qi chao, It rkahmdsgEunkgil(fhre€ liedes avioanade Itagnsl.
into modern Korean by RyYWe®hudnbChiasrndk GHarPg uMwmngsyGCkn g
122.
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responsibility for this paraomtt task. Since the task was obviously a public one,
the old values related to the-présting concept ajon¢K. konyy that is, the state,

or public governance sphere, were reactivated. However, the abstract Heavenly
principle was replaced by the momncretd and moderit patriotism. As
patriots, modern heroes were at the same time also required to demonstrate
traditional qualiti@isseltsacrifice, setestraint j{nxiap shen detc.), asceticism,
sincerity, etc.

It was not only the locally inventedast Asian patriotic heroes that were
Confucianized; the same fate also befell the imported, Western heroes. A good
example of how this happened is the appropriation of the heroic images of the
Ri sorgi ment o i nYidalijangepngthuaBlograpliies of the 0 2
threeheroesvho made Italy mentioned above. This work is especially interesting
in the present context, sificas we also mentioned alibv&i n Chdaeho
translated it into mixed StKorean script and published it in 1901 asd a e r |
k@ 6kga mday Iwith certain changes and additions. A comparison of the
changes Liang made using the materials provided by-éxéstong biographies
of the Risorgimento heroes by Marriott (88995) and Hiratal®7151923,
which he used as the basisHigrown work? and the changes Sin made using

Liangds volume as the original, which he t
additions, wil/ show quite clearly both the
Sinds respective views on modern heroes.

Liang actively used information supplied b

changed its structure, added his own foreword and conclusion (to which he
attached his name), and expressed his own ideas. Sin basically accepted the
structure of L buteaga @ddedla foewordaarsd candlusion afs
his own, and also expressed his opinion of the protagonists by certain additions

to and omissions from Liang06s original 1in h
Hi rat ads flarkenkokwmnitetsis basidally an acaderaxercise
on the ounification of the nationsdé in Eur

obvious that it was not necessarily written with a viewribagsip the patriotic
sentiments of its Japanese redtansang Qichao, however, mentioned the

oufniicati on of the nationsdé only in connect.i
begins with the statement that opatriots ar
under HMélawenwed, when it comes to patriotic
even further. Fo hi m, a patriot i s O0Oa messenger sen

in this world, a foreboding of the coming spring in the northern lands, a thunder

9% See théootnote 69 above.
91 Hirata Hisashitarikenkok@anketsp. 5.
92 YJSJZForewordlYBSWJFasc. 11, pd2. Original: XMCB, No. 10, June 20, 1902.
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clap amidst a drought. 6 Sinds patriots are
when they lie down, thinkaut their country when they sit down, think about
their country when they sing, think about their country when they recite poems,
think about their country when they laugh, think about their country when they
l ament. 6 I n the endxpeoteend Otrothenobenesne &
made to moved by the % Ahisoricgltbdokomthe patri ot i ¢
Risorgimento was remade by Liang and Sin into a textbook of patriotism.

The points where Sin and Liang come closest to each other are their commo
belief in Social Darwinism, the motif of an unselfishly patriotic hero who
sacrifices himself for his nationf6s indepe
such heroisiif. What Liang saw as the most salient traits of the Risorgimento
leader8 their purportd o0 nobl e ¢ har acetceerist ,fér eaes fwed mh  saesl f
selfcultivation, depth of philosophy, nobleness of ideals, and strength of their
D a ¢ @éomes much closer to the holistic Confucian view of WittGn
Chdaeho pictur es tthbsein aRenaably less €ontucdan per s on a

way. Mazzini is praised for his oindomitabl
Gari bal di i's alleged o0to have never regret
giving up in a cowardlfyrway,ed6 owhiolae n€@a&\s o wrf

strategies and concerns. o0 Sin continuously
almost superhuman, qualities, is only the patriotic devotion of the protagonists,
rather than any specifically Confucian cultivation of ¥irMeileL i angds and
Sinds attitudes towards Confucian virtues
fact both thinkers needed Confucian morality for their respective heroes.

However , al |l these similarities notwiths:
were alreadyeginning to diverge in the end of the first decade of the twentieth
century. In fact, some of the differences between the two thinkers could already
be sensed in their opposing attitudes towards the Confucian set of traditional
ethics. On the politicalgpln e , Liangds China had | ost I ts
East Asia but was hardly threatened with immediate extinction. Liang, an elite
Confucian degrdwolder acutely aware of his position and responsibilities, could
thus attempt to learn lessons from thecassful statesmen of the West and
JapaffAs |1 ong as Liang6s own positioning was

BLiang Qichao, tlrtak@dguiggips®n Chdaeho,

94 Hirata, in his book, meatin e shrdyoid inner strength, firm enthusiasm, unyielding sincerity,

sharp judgment and sound common senseo0 as the main
Hirata Hisashitarikenkokganketsyp. 6.

9 YJSJZConclusionYBSWJFasc. 11, p6361. Original: XMCB, No. 22, December 14, 1902.

%] jiang Qi chao, tlrtakesd ghuigd gl Chdaeho,

0On Liangds wunder st an daobiog Tarfg, ple®@i7opean hi story, see:






