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Abstract: Embodying an optimistic diplomatic mind in early Joseon Dynasty,
haidongzhuguoji written by Shin Suk-ju became a main evidence of Chinese
official Ding Yingtai impeaching Joseon in the Jeongyu War occurring
in 1597 because of Toyotomi Hideyoshi’s second invasion. Ding Yingtai’s
impeachment involved Joseon’s Kking, Chinese generals inJoseon
and officials in Beijing ina political maelstrom, which aroused strong
reactions of Joseon king and ministers. In this situation, Joseon’s diplomatic
corps were dispatched to Beijing in order to justify and defend. They made
preparations and took action zealously, winning the final victory
and achieving the goal consequently. However, this book-diplomacy
surpassed the problem of justifying a book, thus there were some complicated

' This paper is a periodic research work of my Youth Project of The National Social
Science Found of China (15CSS027). One earlier version of the paper was presented
at the 4th International Conference on Korean Humanities and Social Sciences,
Language, Literature, Culture and Translation, which was held at Inha University
in August 2016. The invitation of attending the conference from Woo Kyoung-sup,
Cho Kang-sok, Kim Man-su is gratefully acknowledged.



Xiu Zhi HUANG: Touchstone, Wirepuller And Transition ...

and subtle meanings in the process. Firstly, This book-diplomacy provided
a touchstone of Sino-Korean relationship in Ming Dynasty, explaining
the political essence of the relationship. Secondly, This diplomacy resulted
from Ming Dynasty’s political fights and calmed down also because of Ming
Dynasty’s political fights, intensively showing both Sino-Korean
interdependent  political ~ fights and each liege fights.  Thirdly,
The book-diplomacy became an important turning point of the transformation
of Joseon’s foreign concept, and Joseon’s “Smaller China” mind began
to emphasize excluding barbarians, which made an idealistic preparation
for the rising “Smaller China” mind in Qing Dynasty.

Key words: The Jeongyu War, haidongzhuguoji, Ding Yingtai, Lee Jung-goo,
“Smaller China”, political fight.

ZAKULISOWE MACHINACJE | TRANSFORMACJE:
CHINSKO-KOREANSKA DYPLOMACJA I WALKI POLITYCZNE
W LATACH 1597-1599

Streszczenie: Artykut dotyczy sytuacji politycznej w Korei Jeongyu podczas
wojny, ktora wybuchta w 1597. Korpus dyplomatyczny Korei zostat wystany
do Pekinu w celu negocjacji i ochrony kraju. Dyplomaci przygotowywali si¢
do rozméw gorliwie, osiggajac ostateczne zwyciestwo i zamierzony cel.
Ksigzka o dyplomacji haidongzhuguoji zawiera pewne skomplikowane i
subtelne znaczenie. Po pierwsze, ta ksigzka dyplomatyczna stanowita
fundament stosunkow chinsko-koreanskich za czasow dynastii Ming,
wyjasniajagc polityczng istote zwigzkow pomiedzy krajami. Po drugie,
stosunki dyplomatyczne wynikaty z walk politycznych za czasow dynastii
Ming, wyraznie pokazujac chinsko-koreanskie wspdtzawodnictwo polityczne.
Po trzecie, ksigzka stala si¢ waznym punktem zwrotnym transformacji
koncepcji polityki zagranicznej Korei.

Stowa Kklucze: wojna Jeongyu, haidongzhuguoji, Ding Yingtai, Lee Jung-goo,
,,Mniejsze Chiny”, walka polityczna.
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1. Preface

Many scholars thought the relationship between Joseon Dynasty
and Ming Dynasty as atypical suzerain-vassal relation, but in fact,
there were still some complicated factors we couldn’t ignore
in the typical relations. On the one hand, Joseon and Ming had
a special intimate relationship. Founded in the wake of Ming Dynasty
(1368-1644), Joseon Dynasty (1392-1910) needed Ming’s political
approve and military protection, so every king of Joseon must
be approved by the emperor of Ming, meanwhile, Joseon also must
learn Chinese culture completely and had to pay tribute to Ming.
Because of the importance of geopolitics as well, Joseon was the most
important allied country of Ming. However, on the other hand, it was
also fragile in Joseon-Ming relationship. The two countries usually
had some problems even conflicts because of some issues such
as Joseon’s kingship legitimacy, frontier problem, and the ownership
of Jurchens and Joseon-Japan relationship.

In this respect, there were so many complexities
in Sino-Korean relationship during Ming-Qing Dynasties that even
an inconspicuous incident could trigger sensitive nerves of the two
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countries, thus “book—diplomacy”,2 which means Joseon sent

diplomatic corps to Beijing for disputing or correcting false records
in some special books, was asimilar incident shocking the two
countries. In the beginning of Joseon Dynasty, Ming’s first emperor
Zhu Yuanzhang doubted that Joseon’s first king Yi Seong-gye (King
Taejo) not only was an anti-Ming minister’s son but also killed the last
four kings of Goryeo Dynasty, so some Chinese official and personal
books wrote down these records in Ming-Qing Dynasties, meanwhile,
it caused along diplomatic dispute about Yi Seong-gye between
Joseon and Ming lasting more than 400 years. Only in the 16" century,
around daming huidian (K P & 1), animportant official book
of Ming Dynasty, Joseon had spent 70 years finishing correcting Yi
Seong-gye’s records until 1588.

But 9 years later, in 1597, Joseon sent envoys to Beijing again
for another book-diplomacy, which was more complicated than
the former. Firstly, it was the first time that Joseon became a defendant
forced togo toBeijing passively. Secondly, itwas inthe late
of the Imjin  War that this book-diplomacy happened, when
Joseon-Ming allied troops tried to defeat Japanese invasion. Thirdly,
itwas because of aJoseon’s book haidongzhuguoji (i H &
fi, 3l & A= 71) that this book-diplomacy happened, which involved
of not only the triangular relationships of China, Korea and Japan
in history, but also factional struggles of both Ming and Joseon
in reality. Actually, itwas a political incident named as “Ding
Yingtai( J ¥ 4g)impeaching Joseon”.

Several scholars studied this incident, such as Marugame
Kinsaku,?® Li Guangtao,* Gari Ledyard,®> Lee Gyehwang,® Heo
Jieun,” Jeong Eokgi,® Suzuki Kai,® Liu Baoquan,’® Sun Weiguo,™

> Huang Xiuzhi (% & & ). 2013. “Book-diplomacy: minggingshigi chaoxian

de shujibianwu shulun”(“2£8 4032 B 5 R WA ) EE R 5R). oAk (6).

® Marugame Kinsaku (FLAE41F). 1939. SR AHENIC AU 2 TISE D HEE
4, FESE T (8-10).

* Li Guangtao (Z5)63). 1982. “Ding Yingtai and Yang Hao: chaoxian renchenwohuo
luncong zhiyi”(] JEZ= BiA4HE BT IR Emmas e —), PRAARBERES
W4T (8 —10).

® Gari Ledyard. 1988-89. “Confucianism and War: The Korean Security Crisis
of 1598”, Journal of Korean Studies(6).

® Lee Gyehwang (Z58%48). 1995. BE DK O RAMIC B 2 [T ERWEHM
EH - W s OFEMITE, HARSII (389).
7 Heo Ji-eun (3] #]2). 2004. TjlEZe o] A FE-S B3l B 2w, &
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but I’ll explain three questions never answered. Why a book
haidongzhuguoji could cause a huge diplomacy even shocking East
Asia? How did Joseon’s envoys finish diplomatic task in Beijing?
What influences did this book-diplomacy exert on Sino-Korean
relationship and respective political development? In this paper, T’ll
focus ontherole of haidongzhuguoji inthe process, to explore
the profound background and complex influence
of the book-diplomacy, finally revealing the characteristic
of Sino-Korean relationship during this period.

2. Haidongzhuguoji’s Author and Motif

What kind of book was haidongzhuguoji? Why would it cause
shocking political and diplomatic waves on East Asian Sea? Who was
its mysterious author?

Shin Suk-ju(H £ was the author of haidongzhuguoji. Born
in a scholar-gentry family in 1417, Shin Suk-ju had an extraordinary
talent when he was young and lived from King Sejong to King
Seongjong, going through the reign of six kings. After passing
excellently King Sejong’s imperial examination, he entered jixiandian
(£ B ), which was the highest policy advisory and academic
research institution of Sejong, gained animportant official post
and began his brilliant political life from then on. However, Shin
Suk-ju had several identities, he was not only a politician, but also
a scholar, a general and a diplomat. As a politician, he was the most
famous minister serving six kings from Sejong to Seongjong, finally
assuming the office of prime minister of Joseon for a long time. King
Sejo praised him as his best minister like Guan Zhong (& 1), Zhang

25T (76).

¥ Jeong Eokgi (21 7]). 2007. o1&&o] A 9w &% A, Fold ity
HARSE9] =1

° Suzuki Kai ($%/KBH). 2011, THEZ O 8 & §Iff- T FEALIIC 61 2 BIVIRIR
O —JRH. AR (219).

0 Liu Baoquan (%%74). 2011. “Mingwanqi zhongguo he chaoxian de xianghu
renshi” (BH 6 34 = B R0 B 6 R0 AH L RR ), #E B Em SC& (19). Guangzhou: Sun
Yat-sen University Press.

1 Sun Weiguo (##78). 2012. “Dingyingtaitanheshijian yu mingging shiji zhi
jiangouw” (T MEZ T Zh 4R BL T L FE 2 M), mABHEEIR (3).
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Liang (55 1) and Wei Zheng (%) of China."* As ascholar, he
compiled orwrote many important books promoting Joseon’s
development, such as dongguozhengyun (P E41L ) teaching Korean
to learn Chinese, Hunminjeongum (Il K¢ 1= &) inventing Korean script,
guochaowuliyi ([ 7% %) establishing Joseon’s ritual standard
and haidongzhuguoji guiding Joseon to associate with Japan.
As a general, he led troops to defeat Jurchen of maolian (&),
maintained northern border security and wrote some military books
in Sejo reign. As apolitician, he was highly praised by envoys
of Ming China owing to his literary and diplomatic talents, moreover,
he was dispatched to China and Japan in person, finally finishing
the missions successfully and gaining more honors in East Asia, so he
was the important minister in charge of Joseon’s relationship with
China and Japan (A i #, LL K& # % CAT)." Generally
speaking, itwas the reforming and developing period from Sejong
to Seongjong, when Joseon established its regime and cultural
foundation, so Shin Suk-ju was an important minister then who not
only dominated Joseon’s politics but also affected East Asian
international situation.

After defeating Japanese pirates of Tsushima Island (C.%
fiE), Joseon and Japan signed a treaty (%% %1{55Y), which controlled
kinds of Japanese trade forces by means of Tsushima Island. As one
of Joseon’s representatives, Shin Suk-ju went toJapan to sign
the treaty, so he began to write haidongzhuguoji after repatriating
and finally finished it in 1471. The book mainly recounted Japan (95%)
and Ryukyu, describing Japan’s every emperor, general, island,
official, culture, etc., therefore this book were both an comprehensive
investigation about Japan and a reference normalizing Joseon-Japan
trade meanwhile. Shin Suk-ju said the goal of the book was to help
Joseon to control Japan and maintain Joseon’s marine safety.™*

Shin Suk-ju had been always worrying about Japan all his life,
when dying in bed, the king Seongjong asked whether he had a final
wish, and he said: “ | wish our country Joseon could live with Japan
in peace forever.” (% Bl 1 A J:F1) “However, it wouldn't

2 An Jonghwa (2248 A1), 1993. BI#H A, Seoul; WISCAE. p. 105. The book was
written in late Joseon Dynasty.

13 Joseon Seongjong Sillok (A 5 8 85) % 56, FsE/NHEAS H B

4 Shin Suk-ju (F#L#+)3%, Tanaka Takeo trans. 1991. Haidongzhuguoji(i 5 ## 5
4C). Tokyo; AU IS, pp. 301-303.

5 Tongwenguanzhi (B C6EE). Seoul; KM Zs & P w22 T 78 5. 2006. p.
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have occurred to him that his final wish would failed and Joseon
would be atwar with Japan for7 years, moreover, his book
haidongzhuguoji would worsen the war situation.

3. Ding Yingtai Impeached Joseon by haidongzhuguoji

In 1592, Toyotomi Hideyoshi commanded Konishi Yukinaga and Kato
Shima to lead nearly 200,000 Japanese soldiers to invade Joseon with
adream of conquering Ming China, which was usually called
the Imjin War. During less than three months, Joseon lose its two
capitals including Seoul and Pyongyang, “Joseon almost lost its all
land, about to cross the Yalu River to China, so Joseon dispatched
constant envoys to Beijing for military aid. After discussion, Beijing
imperial court thought it necessary to help Joseon because it was
afence of China”.'® Consequently, Ming’s troop just defeating
Ningxia rebellion in the west turned round to the east to help Joseon
to resist Japan for seven years. In the process, Ming and Japan ever
tried to negotiate peace to end the war but failed, so in 1597, Japan’s
second invasion called the Jeongyu War took place again. Ming’s
Emperor Shenzong punished the relevant ministers negotiating peace,
appointed Xing Jie (Jf¥), Ma Gui (Jif ), Yang Hao (#% &)
as the new leaders of Ming’s troop. Just in this year, the three generals
reached Joseon one after another to attack Japan’s troop. Yang Hao
hold Hangang River and Taedonggang River in the west of the capital,
suppressed Japan’s further attack, defended the military transport
channel and removed the threat from Seoul, which was highly praised
by Joseon’s King Seonjo and ministers. After entering Seoul
and gaining two victories inJishan (#111) and Ulsan (jf111), Yang
Hao encountered a failure, causing many injuries and deaths in Taosan
(511), so Ming’s troop retreated into Seoul. But Yang Hao and Xing
Jie reported the battle asavictory toBeijing and understated
the casualties, which was supported by cabinet ministers such
as Zhang Wei (4%17)and Shen Yiguan (¥t — ) in Beijing.

As a censor official along with Ming’s troop, Ding Yingtai (]
JEZ8) reported Yang Hao’s failure to the emperor and accused his

331
'® Mingshi(B 5)%: 320 %44, Beijing: Zhonghua Book Company. 1974. p. 8292.
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disguising casualties and colluding with Beijing’s ministers."” Angry
with Ding’s exposing, Emperor Shenzong ordered to dismiss Yang
Hao from his post and replaced him with another general Wan
Shide( &5 1t 7% ). *® However, because of Joseon’s appreciation
of Yang’s rescuing Seoul and worry about Ding’s suggestion of never
adding soldiers and army provisions, Joseon dispatched envoys
to Beijing to defended Yang Hao, hoping the emperor to “withdraw
the decision, encourage Yang Hao and finish defeating Japan”.™
Meanwhile, twenty-three  Chinese generals including Wu
Weizhong (% ff i), Mao Guogi (F125), Xu Guowei (7 E4/) also
wrote to the emperor to defend Yang Hao and advised the emperor
to withdraw the order for the sake of the overall situation.? Actually,
Yang Hao was impeached in the circumstance of Ming’s political
struggles, but he was impeached strongly again by Ding Yingtai
because of Joseon’s defending. Ding accused Yang of his order
of building a defensing city for Joseon, which Ding thought would
offer Joseon a chance to betray Ming. Obviously, hard to bear Joseon’s
another defense, Ding Yingtai found a Joseon’s book haidongzhuguoji,
thought there were some evidences of Joseon’s disloyalty to China
and colluding with Japan. So he wrote anopen letter to Ming’s
Emperor Shenzong, in which he impeached Joseon’s king, Ming’s
military officials in Joseon and several ministers in Beijing (J& v 4T 1%
A8, TR ).

Firstly, Ding said Joseon had been colluding and trading with
Japan for along time according to the book, so itwas not worthy
of Ming’s sympathy that Joseon suffered invasion from Japan.
Secondly, Ding thought Joseon worshipped Japan and disrespected
China, because the book wrote Japan’s reign title such as Kangzheng
(KR 1E), Kuanzheng (%1E), Wenming (ZCH]) in bigger characters
above but wrote Ming’s reign title such as Yongle (7k%%), Xuande (=
&), Jingtai (%), Chenghua (J{t) insmaller characters below.
Thirdly, Ding censured that Joseon was disloyal to China even
despised China, because the book mentioned that Joseon’s kings
unexpectedly had a posthumous title (J#%5%) such as jong (iill), jo (5<),

Y Mingshi(BH 52)%: 320 1545 f%. Beijing: Zhonghua Book Company. 1974. p. 6687.
18 Mingshi(B 52)%: 320 w118 Beijing: Zhonghua Book Company. 1974. p. 8297.
19 Mingshi(Bf )% 320 w118 Beijing: Zhonghua Book Company. 1974. p. 8298.
0 Joseon Seongjo sillok(#fF & 1 B #%) % 102, = =+ —E-LHZERK.
21 Joseon Seongjo sillok(FfeE 2 ML B 35) % 104, B4 =+ —4F LA 280014,
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which only Chinese emperor owned, moreover, Shin Suk-ju criticized
some Chinese martial emperors such as Emperor Wudi of Han
Dynasty, Emperor Yangdi of Sui Dynasty. % After pointing out
the three important evidences, Ding satirized that Joseon brought
Japan’s invasion upon itself, and transferred disasters to Ming China
by entreating for aid, so Ding suggested reprimanding Joseon King
and ministers together with many Ming generals in Joseon, submitted
haidongzhuguoji to Ming imperial court and asked the court to check
up on whether Joseon deceived Ming and whether Ming’s generals
in Joseon collude with each other for favoritism.

After reading Ding’s report, Emperor Shenzong immediately
ordered to make an investigation and not to accuse each other again
for the overall situation, but emperor didn’t change his decision
and still hastened Wan Shide to replace Yang Hao in Joseon.

4. Joseon’s Reaction and Lee Jung-goo’s Refuting Ding
Yingtai

As an intelligence agency and think tank, Seungjeongwon (#EcFz)
soon collected the relevant materials including Ding Yingtai’s
impeachment and Emperor Shenzong’s order of investigation. After
seeing them, King Seonjo was very nervous and grieved. He decided
tosuspend him from his duties and wait for the investigation
of Ming’s censors ( & JE £f @ ), leaving government affairs
to the prince Gwanghaegun.”® But his decision made Seungjeongwon
feel awkward, because it means astop of Joseon’s administration.
So Seungjeongwon told King Seonjo that Joseon should dispatch
envoys to Beijing to explain Ding Yingtai’s false accusation according
to the book, meanwhile Seungjeongwon also advised King Seonjo
should retract the order of being suspended from his duties because
it would worsen the tense atmosphere Ding Yingtai created. However,
King Seonjo had no response. In view of this situation, prime minister
Yu Seong-ryong (M5 iFE) and many ministers of every department all
urged King Seonjo, but Kong Seonjo insisted on his decision like
Zhougong (1 7%) which also averted suspicion in Zhou Dynasty.

?2 Joseon Seongjo sillok(FIfEE S AL E $5%)% 104, B =+ —4F/LH %k
2 Joseon Seongjo Sillok (FfEE £ 2 85%) % 104, B4 =+ —4EJLA Sk,
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He ordered the ministers togo to Ming troop tocry and express
complaints instead.

But in fact, King Seonjo never really gave up his authority,
instead he ordered envoys togo toBeijing todefend Joseon
and guided some key steps of the book-diplomacy. Finally Joseon
chose Lee Hangbok (Z*IHji), Lee Jung-goo (#*4E£4k) and Hwang
Yeo-il (1) as the three responsible envoys of diplomatic corps
to Beijing.

There were some potential information behind Joseon’s
reaction. Firstly, The most essential reason of the king’s abnormal
performance was the king’s anxiety about his kingship legitimacy,
which was threatened by Ding Yingtai’s impeachment. In Sino-Korean
relationship and Confucian mind, Joseon king was not only the king
and the father of Joseon people, but also the minister and the son
of Ming emperor, because the source of Joseon king’s authority was
from Ming emperor. Moreover, if Joseon king was not disloyal
because of impeachment, the whole Joseon people would be also not
disloyal. ** During the whole Joseon Dynasty, Neo-Confucianism
became the most important ideological tool because it helped Korea
gain anew social ideal, social elite and national spirit.*® Secondly,
King Seonjo pretended to give up his authority but actually controlled
the whole thing and book-diplomacy, which indicated that King
Seonjo’s decision had some performing meaning 0N account
of Confucian moral. Thirdly, Seonjo doubted how Ding Yingtai found
the book (JfEZs 213t E, T %82 H),” so he would probe deeply
into the matter. Finally, Joseon’s political struggles became more
intense after the impeachment. At that time, the Southerners including
premier Yu SeongRyong and Admiral Yi Sun-sin (%*%#f:1) controlled
the government, but with the death of Yi Sun-sin in the final naval
battle and Ding Yingtai’s charge, the Southerners was attacked
by the Northerners, So Yu Seong-ryong was also forced to resign
himself in the process.

Lee Jung-goo refuted Ding Yingtai’s impeachments one
by one in the diplomatic articles, which was prepared to send

% Gari Ledyard, “Confucianism and War: The Korean Security Crisis of 1598,
Journal of Korean Studies, vol. 6 (Washington, 1988-89), pp. 96-98.

% Martina Deuchler, The Confucian Transformation of Korea: A Study of Society
and Ideology, Cambridge: Harvard University Asia Center for Harvard-Yenching
Institute, 1992, pp. 92-110.

% Joseon Seongjo sillok(FAfeE R ML B 8%) % 104, B =+ —4FILH ZBEM%.
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to Beijing imperial court. Generally speaking, Lee Jung-goo expressed
three parts of explanations to aim at Ding’s impeachments. Firstly,
Joseon had been always regarding Japan as barbarians and beasts,
and the goal of associating with Japan was to help China to gain
Japan’s trends. Secondly, both haidongzhuguoji and its author Shin
Suk-ju were negligible 100 years ago and the bigger or smaller reign
titles should be a historical writing habit as well as China. Thirdly,
Joseon was guilty of using the posthumous title only owned by China,
but Joseon was so loyal completely to China that even a little boy
admired China when just learning to speak and write (—= N £, F fF
— 3B {#%0°K30).2 From Lee Jung-goo’s explanations, we could find
some minds Joseon want toexpress to Ming: Ming China was
the middle of the world and Japan was the only barbarian country
never paying tribute to Ming China, so Joseon was the only civilized
country really admiring Ming China. In aword, Joseon was
a complete “Smaller China”(/)>Hg).

5. Envoy’s Diplomacy & Beijing’s Response

Joseon’s envoys spent three months reaching Beijing in 1599, when
Ding Yingtai openly accused Xing Jie once again, another commander
instead of Yang Hao, of bribing Japan to negotiate peace.”® It initiated
a serious consequence, not only making Joseon and Ming’s ministers,
censors, generals suffer aculpable accusation, but also making
Emperor Shenzong angry. Because then Japanese troop was defeated
back to Japan and the war had put an end, Ming imperial court was
making preparations for declaring and celebrating victory, but Ding’s
accusation of “bribing Japan to negotiate peace” meant that Ming
didn’t gain a whole victory in spite of devoting 7 years, more than
100,000 soldiers and millions of money, which would made Emperor
Shenzong disgraced. So after receiving Ding’s accusing article,
Emperor Shenzong didn’t give a response,” which betokened that
Shenzong had lost patience and confidence to Ding and Ding would

27 Hwang Yeo-il (#74&—). Yinchalu ($R#%5%). Im Gi-jung (PkIEH) ed. #eATHE44E
(8). Seoul: [ K 5% H iR, 2001. pp. 251-254.

28 Ming Shenzong shilu (W #55 #8%) % 330, 8 L4 IEH 4.

# Ming Shenzong shilu (¥ #5285 8%)% 330, #J& —+ L4 IEH AT
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fail ultimately.

In Beijing, Joseon envoys made great efforts to gain
diplomatic victory. Firstly, they collected Ming’s newspapers called
tongbao, dibao, tiben (G, KB#H:, M A) or official documents
to understand Ming’s political trends. In order to understand
the attitude and working procedure of Ming imperial court, Joseon
envoys tried their best to ask their translators or Chinese petty officials
to collect those newspapers or documents, sometimes even by means
of bribing to some officials. For example, after knowing that Emperor
Shenzong ordered the ministry of war to discuss Ding Yingtai’s
impeachment together with other ministers and censors from
the newspapers or documents, envoys immediately transcribed more
than forty Lee Jung-goo’s explanatory articles according to the format
of each department.®

Secondly, they visited several important ministers such
as premier Shen Yiguan, justice minister Xiao Daheng (i Ak %)
to gain their supports. According to some handbooks about Ming’s
ministers, Joseon envoys were informed of a fact that Shen Yiguan
and Xiao Daheng were the most relevant and important ministers,
so they specially visited the two ministers. In front of Shen Yiguan
and Xiao Daheng, envoys submitted the explanatory article to them
andtold  thefalse  accusation one  byone by pointing
haidongzhuguoji.® The two ministers were both willing to help
Joseon envoys due to a realistic reason, because Ding Yingtai also
accused them.* Especially Xiao Daheng, he played an important role
in the diplomatic activities of Joseon envoys, even personally
instructing envoys how to defend and succeed.

Thirdly, they distributed the refuting articles toall kinds
of departments towin public opinion support. After knowing
the emperor ordered the ministers to discuss, envoys transcribed
the refuting articles day and night, very anxious to prove Joseon’s
innocence to all departments of Ming. On the one hand, Envoys’
efforts made Beijing officials understand the sequence of Ding’s

¥ Hwang Yeo-il (¥ —).Yinchalu ($R#£8%). Im Gi-jung (FRIE) ed. #E4ToE44E
(8). Seoul: H[H A2 H R 2001. pp. 342-343.

® Lee Hangbok(Z=1E48). Chaotianlu(1 K 5%). Im Gi-jung(#hHk ) ed. #e4To%44E
(9). Seoul: B[R E:H . 2001. pp. 61-65.

% |ee Hangbok(Z=1E48). Chaotianlu(FK#%). Im Gi-jung(#h3E ) ed. #e4TE% 44
(9). Seoul: H K5 H L. 2001. p. 64.
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impeachment, on the other hand, many Beijing officials became
curious to Joseon books such as haidongzhuguoji, yudishenglan (il
I E5), kaoshicuoyao (7 il %), etc., even some of which were
presented to Beijing officials. Then Xiao Daheng was very glad to see
some Joseon books as evidence together with haidongzhuguoji,
he asked Joseon envoys why not usually submit these books to Ming
China. Finally, haidongzhuguoji and guochaowuliyi, both written
by Shin Suk-ju, were kept inthe ministry of Justice as evidences
involved.®

In fact, before Joseon envoys entering Beijing, many ministers
criticized Ding Yingtai’s false charge. For example, Xing Jie,
commander of Ming troop inJoseon wrote a letter to Emperor
Shenzong against Ding’s impeachment twice, mentioned Ding’s
impeachment had triggered indignations of Joseon people even
pastering some papers on the temple dedicated to Guan Yu to curse
Ding, and he also accused Ding actually colluded with the doves
including Zhao Zhigao (i &%).3* Without doubt, after Joseon
envoys entering Beijing and making diplomatic efforts, Shen Yiguan
and Xiao Daheng both criticized Ding Yingtai. After a centralized
meeting, Beijing ministers came to an agreement, submitted each view
to the emperor, all proving Joseon’s loyalty. As the responsible
minister of Ding Yingtai’s impeachment, Xiao Daheng submitted
an article summarizing general opinions to Emperor Shenzong.
He thought it was so irrational that Ding Yingtai cooked up charges
due to his personal gain because it had caused some confusions in all
directions, so he advised emperor to remove Ding’s post to return
to his hometown or to come back to Beijing toreceive emperor’s
punishment. Meanwhile, he suggested that someone must be sent
toJoseon torevoke theking inorder tokeep Ming-Joseon
relationship. * Consequently, Emperor Shenzong followed Xiao
Daheng’s advice.

A month later, Ming’s army returned to Beijing from Joseon,
thus Emperor Shenzong published animperial edict celebrating
Ming-Joseon victory of defeating Japan (“+fZ:7), in which emperor

® Hwang Yeo-il(#iZ—). Yinchalu(BRK:8%). Im Gi-jung(bhFEerh) ed. MeATH:44E
(8). Seoul: [ KEEH i, 2001. p. 407.

% Xing Jie(MW¥r). 2010. Jinglve yuwo zouyi(XEm% % {%25 %), Qingdao: Qingdao
Press. pp. 113-139.

% Ming Shenzong shilu(# 5% 8 #5) % 332, EJE — L= HE KK,
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said: Ming China has been not only benevolent to rescue
the respectful country but also martial to destroy the contemptible
country.” (FeBIZR B IE, ANIAHE, MWINAEE  RlE s, Bhig
&, AT )P

However, the matter caused by Ding Yingtai was not over.
King Seonjo ever asked how Ding Yingtai gained haidongzhuguoji,
so he began to probe into the matter and punished some officials
contacting with Ding Yingtai.*” One year later, one enlightened
reading book for children about Ding Yingtai appeared in Joseon,
in which Ding was demonized as a foe of Joseon.

6. Conclusion: Touchstone, Wirepuller and Transition

The war is the continuation of the politics, while the diplomacy
is the prolongation of the interior, which means that the diplomacy
occurring inthewar will reveal the essence of interior political
struggles and international relationships. It was obvious that Japan
wanted to establish anew East Asian political and economic order
instead of Ming China by the Imijin War and the Jeongyu War in late
16th century, which connected Ming, Joseon and Japan closely.®
Because of Ding Yingtai’s impeachment by haidongzhuduoji,
historical and realistic relations among the three countries became
a sensitive problem inthe war and diplomacy. But in the whole
diplomatic  process,  Sino-Korean  book-diplomacy  around
haidongzhuguoji had surpassed the diplomatic meaning and possessed
a complicated and delicate significance, which was specially
conducive to understand both Sino-Korean relationship and respective
politics.

Firstly, ~This book-diplomacy provided a touchstone
of Ming-Joseon relationship, explaining the political  essence
of the relationship. King Seonjo’s worry about his kingship legitimacy
and Ming’s suspicion about Joseon’s loyalty should be two keys

% Ming Shenzong shilu(W#5% BT 5%) % 334, /& L4 H N R %

%" Joseon Seongjo modified sillok(FHfF & HLIE IF Bt 8%) % 33, BML=+4ELHAT
Ao

® Kenneth M. Swope. 2007. “Perspectives on the Imjin War”. Journal of Korean
Studies (Mol. 12, No. 1). p. 160.
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of the book-diplomacy. Gari Ledyard pointed out Joseon King
performed the Confucian morals when inthe war, but the essence
of these Confucian morals was the anxiety for kingship legitimacy.
Moreover, from the beginning to the end, Ming China never stopped
suspecting Joseon’s loyalty, today Ding Yingtai doubted Joseon would
collude with Japan in 1598, while tomorrow Xu Guangqi (£
EZ)would also doubt and accused that Joseon would colluded with
Jurchen in 1619.

Secondly, This diplomacy resulted from Ming Dynasty’s
political fights and calmed down also because of Ming Dynasty’s
political fights, intensively showing both Sino-Korean interdependent
political fights and each liege fights. Why could a petty censor Ding
Yingtai accuse so many people from Joseon king to main ministers,
other censors and generals? It was just because he got supports from
two powers. One was the support of Ming’s doves, which realized that
Ming China became weaker because of saving Joseon and Jurchen
rising in the northeast. The other one was the support from Emperor
Shenzong, who ever openly praised Ding Yingtai in order to use his
impeachment to control the ministers.*

Thirdly, The book-diplomacy became animportant turning
point of the transformation of Joseon’s foreign concept. In Shin
Suk-ju’s era, Joseon had an optimistic confidence in East Asia, but
in Lee Jung-goo’s era, Joseon became very pessimistic, guilty
and worried about weaker Ming and stronger Jurchen. So this book
diplomacy amended Joseon’s diplomatic mind in the era of Shin
Suk-ju, Joseon’s “Smaller China” mind began to emphasize excluding
barbarians, which made an idealistic preparation for the rising
“Smaller China” mind in Qing Dynasty.

7. References

An, Jonghwa (Z¢48 1), 1993. B A 4L, Seoul; WS4,

Heo, Jieun (3#]<%). 2004. T JE o] wff it fidks S3l
WA, L (T76).

Huang, Ray. 1982. 1587, A Year of No Significance: The Ming

® Gu Yingtai (% fEZ). 1977. Mngshi jishi benmo (B 52 425 A K). Beijing:
Zhonghua Book Company. p. 977. The book was written in early Qing Dynasty.

183



Xiu Zhi HUANG: Touchstone, Wirepuller And Transition ...

Dynasty in Decline. New Haven: Yale University Press.

Huang, Xiuzhi (¥%{&7£). 2013. “Book-diplomacy”: mingqingshiqi
chaoxian de shujibianwu shulun (“&FE /4387 W Ip 0] 5l fif
g RS e ). LA (6).

Im Gi-jung (#AFE+) ed. 2001. Yanxingluquanji (#77£¢74). Seoul:
B R B AT

Jeong, Eokgi (87]). 2007. o/&& el F2 fw & A7,
od sk whALE 9=t

Joseon  Dynasty  Sillok( #1 fF £ ®1  FH 8 ),
http://sillok.history.go.kr/main/main.do

Ledyard, Gari. 1988-89. “Confucianism and War: The Korean
Security Crisis of 1598”, Journal of Korean Studies (6).

Lee, geung ik (Fi54). 1966. Ranlishi jishu(££#255i/4k). Seoul:
i [ RSB e .

Lee, Gyehwang (%8, 1995, EER DD AKIIZ BT & [ T lE
KHFEF)EH - WS DFFENXY, HARLHEIE
(389).

Li, Guangtao(#Jt§#). 1982. “Ding Yingtai and Yang Hao: chaoxian
renchenwohuo luncong zhiyi”( ] &2 B4 6 i <
(i e 2 =), HRBFPTELEIEL 75 5 HFIET % 1l (8-10).

Liu, Baoquan (%% 4>). 2011. “Mingwangi zhongguo he chaoxian
de xianghu renshi” (W Be 0] A B R0l SE ) FH A adalk), A 2
i X % (19). Guangzhou: Sun Yat-sen University Press.

Martina Deuchler. 1992. The Confucian Transformation of Korea:
AStudy of Society and ldeology. Cambridge: Harvard
University Asia Center for Harvard-Yenching Institute.

Marugame, Kinsaku(#L 44 (F). 1939. e mllilic A 2 B 1%
WDRBEEAN:, LI (8-10).

Ming-Qing Dynasty Shilu ( W & T ®1 #H # ),
http://sillok.history.go.kr/mc/main.do

Shin, Suk-ju (F1AUf), Tanaka Takeo trans. 1991. Haidongzhuguoji
(FFHT 7507, Tokyo; % 5.

Struve, Lynn A. (ed). 2004. The Qing Formation in World-Historical
Time. Cambridge: Harvard University Asia Center.

Sun, Weiguo (£:f2d). 2012. “Ding Yingtai tanhe shijian yu mingqing
shiji zhi jiangou” (I MEZRUHEZh G5 R EL WIS S ks 2 RS, /7
PSR (3).

184



International Journal of Korean Humanities and Social Sciences

Suzuki, Kai (85 KPH). 2011, 7 LK D85 2 gify- TG ERLIIC 517
S IR O — /g A]. PSR (219).

Swope, Kenneth M.. 2007. “Perspectives on the Imjin War”. Journal
of Korean Studies (Vol. 12, No. 1).

Tongwenguanzhi (Gl SCEE ). Seoul; 7 F A B 25 i 4 il [ BEL AR 5
e, 2006.

Xing Jie (Ji8¥). 2010. Jinglve yuwo zouyi (#4271 75,%). Qingdao:
Qingdao Press.

Zhao, Yuan. 1999. Mingqingzhiji shidafu yanjiu (#7782 £~ A L4
7¢). Beijing: Beijing University Press.

185



