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Objectives:

The idea of Chinese centrality (Kai-kannen) had traditionally defined the minds of the
intellectuals among the three countries of East Asia, China, Japan and Korea. Having encountered
with the new modern idea of international order among the nations, they had to experience the
conflict between the old traditional idea above and the new idea brought from the West.

This study tries to shed a new light, through comparative studies, on the various facets of these
experiences that the intellectuals from the three countries in East Asia had.
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Achievement:

We had four meetings focused on each specific topic in the first year, where foregoing researches
and the state of the art were reviewed in order to share the understanding of the issues and
problematic points among the core-members of this research group.: the first on “Arai Hakuseki and
his recognition of the world”; the second on “Kai-ishiki or Kai-chitsujo”(Chinese centrality vs.
surrounding barbarian countries); the third on “Confucianism and National Learning in East Asia”;
the fourth on “Opium War and Karkoku-Zushr’.

As in the first year (2006 fiscal year), we also had four meetings for the second year; the fifth on
“the recognition of self and others” where we discussed the transition of views of Japan towards
China or vice versa; the sixth on “International Law” in which facets of Japanese acceptance and
application of international law from the bakumatsu period through early Meiji were reviewed; the
seventh on “the structure of anti-barbarian movement”; and the eighth on “Ryukyu and diplomacy”
where having reviewed the bakufu policy toward the foreign vessels appearing off Japanese coast
and Ryukyu islands, we have discussed the translation problems involved in diplomatic
negotiations, especially in the case of Ryukyu.
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Key Word: the idea of Chinese centrality vs. surrounding barbarian countries,
international order, international law, mutual perception among East Asian three
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Whole Achievement:
As in the previous years, we had four meetings on various topics: the ninth on “the mutual

recognition of the three countries in East Asia,” ; in the tenth meeting we discussed on the
problems involved in the translation of Wheaton’ s International Law and the comparison between
Chinese and Japanese versions, as well as on Fukuzawa Yukichi’ s political ideas towards East
Asia; the eleventh on “Social Darwinism in East Asia” , where we reviewed its acceptance from
the bakumatsu period to early Meiji and Liang Ch’ i-ch’ ao’ s understanding of Social
Darwinism; and the last and twelfth on “the formation of national identity” , in which we have
discussed the idea of kokutairon (national polity) and the Social Darwinism and socialism in China.

Throughout twelve meetings for three years, we have noted the importance of Social Darwinism
and International Law when we consider our theme “the idea of international order in 19th century
East Asia.”

For instance, having quickly adapted herself to modernization, i.e. the transformation from the
half-civilized to the civilized country, Japan made full use of the ideas of Social Darwinism, which
went as far as to justify the victory in the war against Russia, saying “the rights of the stronger,”
while Korea had to encourage the people to stir up, lest they should be the pray of the stronger in
the international arena of power politics.

Japan also fully utilized the International Law to convince China that Korea should be fully
independent in her diplomatic negotiation with Chinese government.
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