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ABSTRACT

The Qing Dynasty’s perception of Japan’s appropriation of Korean diplomatic rights
between 1902 and 1905 shifted significantly. After the 1895 Treaty of Shimonoseki,
the Qing Dynasty did not consistently deny Korea’s equal standing. This study
examines Qing—Korean relations from the perspectives of Tianjin and Beijing,
showing that the Qing Dynasty initially attempted to treat Korea as an equal,
independent nation; however, Korea’s inability to host Emperor Gojong’s 40th
enthronement celebrations shifted the Qing Dynasty’s attitude to one of contempt.
Through an analysis of historical documents, diplomatic correspondence, and official
records from the period, this study reveals that the Qing Dynasty had consented to
Japan’s takeover of Korea’s diplomatic rights before the Second Japan—Korea
Convention in 1905, as evident in their acceptance of Japanese control of Korean
consular functions in Tianjin and Beijing. Thus, the Qing Dynasty’s view of Korea
evolved from attempted equal treatment to acceptance of Japan’s control, which
explains why Korea could not secure China’s support against Japanese aggression
after 1905. The findings illuminate the diplomatic dynamics in East Asia during this

critical period.
Introduction

In 1895, Japan’s triumph in the First Sino—Japanese War resulted in Korea
becoming an entirely independent state, thereby terminating its tributary
relationship with the Qing Dynasty and the traditional Chinese order in East Asia.
By 1897, the Kingdom of Korea had transformed into the Empire of Korea, leading

to the coexistence of four empires in East Asia—the Empire of Korea, the Qing

! This work was supported by JFE 21st Century Foundation.

— 277 —



Dynasty, Japan, and Russia. With the onset of the Russo—Japanese War in 1904,
Japan secured the Taft-Katsura Agreement in July 1905 and the Second Anglo—
Japanese Alliance in August, obtaining the consent of the great powers to establish
the Korean Empire as a protectorate. Following Japan’s victory over Russia, the
Treaty of Portsmouth was signed in September 1905, wherein Russia conceded to
Japan’s protection and control of the Korean Empire, culminating in a series of
agreements with the great powers.

Upon completing its rapprochement with the great powers in November 1905,
Japan coerced the Korean Empire into the Second Japan—Korea Convention,
stripping it of diplomatic rights and rendering it a protectorate of Japan. Despite
Gojong’s attempts to annul the treaty at The Hague by dispatching a special envoy
to the international community, the Korean Empire was annexed by Japan in 1910.

During this period, the Japanese government engaged solely with the Western
great powers as intermediaries. How did the Qing Dynasty, which previously
maintained a tributary relationship as the suzerain state of the Kingdom of Korea,
perceive Japan’s appropriation of the Korean Empire’s diplomatic rights? The Treaty
of Shimonoseki (1895), which concluded the First Sino—Japanese War, merely
abolished Korea’s tribute to the Qing Dynasty based on the Chinese order and
affirmed Korea’s status as an independent sovereign state under Western
international law. In essence, the Treaty of Shimonoseki merely acknowledged
Korea as a modern independent state, rather than establishing Japan’s protectorate
over Korea.

Previous research has indicated that the Qing Dynasty did not perceive Korea as
a former “vassal state” even after the Treaty of Shimonoseki?. Eun Jeong-Tae
observed that it was only following the Second Japan—Korea Convention in 1905 that
the Qing Dynasty acknowledged the complete dissolution of the suzerain—tributary
relationship3. While this paper concurs with Eun Jeong-Tae’s assertion, it primarily
contends that, subsequent to the Treaty of Shimonoseki, the Qing Dynasty did not
consistently deny that the Korean Empire was on equal standing with the Qing
Dynasty. This was evident even after the 1899 Qing—Korean Commercial Treaty,

which established a relationship of equality?, until Japan assumed its protectorate

* A representative study is Takashi Okamoto (MAFE=]) , [HEOHA—KT T
DIRANAZ L EF ] Nagoya University Press, 2017, Chapter 10.

PRET R TSARRCF olF AR =l ) [Aker A4 66, 2007, p.104.

' Regarding the mutual recognition between the Qing and the Korean Empire in
the process of concluding the Qing—Korean Commercial Treaty, B ] &8 1899 & -
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status in 1905. By examining Qing—Korean relations from the perspective of Tianjin
and Beijing between 1902 and 1905, this paper newly reveals that the Qing Dynasty
endeavored to treat the Korean Empire as an independent nation on equal terms, as
demonstrated by Park Jae-Soon (M%&) ’s diplomatic appointment and the 40-year
celebrations of Gojong’s Enthronement. However, when the Korean Empire was
unable to conduct the 40th anniversary celebrations (i 40 FFFREETEZ) |, the Qing
Dynasty’s attitude shifted to one of contempt.

This study also reveals that, against the backdrop of the Qing Dynasty’s growing
disdain for Korea in 1903, the Qing Dynasty acquiesced to the Japanese
government’s seizure of the Korean Empire’s diplomatic sovereignty in Tianjin in
July 1904. In essence, the second argument of this paper is that the Qing Dynasty
had consented to the Japanese government’s de facto takeover of the Korean
Empire’s diplomatic rights a year prior to the Second Japan—Korea Convention,
which resulted in Japan assuming control over the Korean Empire’s diplomatic
rights. Consequently, the Qing Dynasty interpreted the Second Japan—Korea
Convention of 1905 as the loss of sovereignty of the Korean Empire.

This understanding of the Qing Dynasty’s relationship with Korea elucidates why
the Korean Empire was unable to secure China’s cooperation, with which it had the

longest history of bilateral relations, to resist Japanese aggression after 1905.

1. Minister Plenipotentiary Park Jaesoon as Foreign Minister

The Qing—Korean Commercial Treaty of 1899 served to normalize relations
between the Qing Dynasty and Korea, which had been disrupted by the Treaty of
Shimonoseki. Following the Treaty of Shimonoseki, King Gojong sought to establish
a treaty on equal terms with the Qing Dynasty and communicated this intention to
the Qing authorities. However, the Agwan Pacheon incident (fkfF#%%) , which
involved Gojong’s internal exile to the Russian legation for a year starting in
February 1896, complicated matters. Tang Shaoyi (F#Ff#) , the Chinese Consul-
General in Korea, contended that Korea could not be considered an independent
nation while its Emperor resided in the Russian legation, arguing that Korea lacked
the right to independence and, consequently, could not send an envoy to negotiate a

treaty under public law. Tang Shaoyi interpreted the term “autonomy” in the Treaty

TEPEIR kiks RuEr ) TAAFEER] 186, 2005, and A5 119 A7) & @#ifHHE
Ifeb Az ol [HhETHEALAFZE] 91, 2021.
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of Shimonoseki as merely the cessation of the tribute collection system, opposing the
notion of mutual equality through the treaty conclusion®.

Upon returning to the royal palace from the Russian Legation, Gojong ascended
the throne as Emperor and proclaimed the establishment of the Korean Empire.
Although this positioned him as an Emperor on par with the Qing Emperor, Tang
Shaoyi persisted in his stance, asserting that he had never acknowledged equality
between the Qing Dynasty and Korea, even after the Sino—Japanese War®6.
Nevertheless, the major powers that recognized Gojong’s accession as Emperor in
Seoul all concluded treaties with the Korean Empire and stationed third-class
ministers in Seoul. Further, in Beijing, Japan, Russia, and the United Kingdom
Ministers advised the Chinese Emperor’s office to conclude the Qing—Korean Treaty”.
Ultimately, following an imperial decree by Emperor Guangxu (f#757) in August
1898, the Qing—Korean Commercial Treaty was signed in September 1899, fulfilling
the aspirations of the Korean Empire. However, even after the treaty’s conclusion,
the Qing Dynasty continued to regard Korea as a former “vassal state”s.

However, on March 14, 1902, Park Jaesoon was appointed as an envoy to the Qing
Dynasty and as a minister extraordinary and plenipotentiary®. Subsequently, on
October 31, he presented Gojong’s sovereign letter to the Qing Emperor for the first
timel%, marking a shift in the Qing Dynasty’s perception of Korea. Emperor Gojong
expressed satisfaction at the establishment of a legation in Beijing, as previously,
diplomatic missions were restricted to Tianjin under Chinese directives!!.

Upon Park Jaesoon’s arrival in Beijing, he was granted an audience with the
Emperor, facilitated by Prince Qing (BE##E) , the Prime Minister of Foreign Affairs.
This audience followed the same ceremonial protocol as that of other foreign envoys,

without any distinct treatment as a representative of a “former vassal state.”

el (2o gh=o] &8 kAl =] A3 Eolrtdv], 2025, p. 221.
Takashi Okamoto, supra note, [HIEDFHA] | p. 303.
Takashi Okamoto, supra note, [H[EDHEE] |, pp. 304—-305.
WYL, op. cit., p. 223.
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10 [FegEEs 22 CE]  Guangxu Era 28 (1902), Inquiry from Prince Qing to Park
Jaesoon, the Korean Diplomatic Papers are in the collection of the Kyujanggak
Institute for Korean Studies, Seoul National University, 327.5102-H193h.
According to the ‘#l 7. 2F attached to the same inquiry, only the bowing ceremony
was required instead of kowtowing (F[JEH) .
[ EE, AMEEEEREPSML, BRE, EERBMANZR, (P BE R ERIEE
BB T, B, RS Ak EE, APz R ) [ABPtHR)] &R 394 8 A 20
H,

© o =N o »

— 280 —



Further, Prince Qing provided Park Jaesoon with the regulation for hiring the
Chinese people in foreign legation ( “HFEA [EfEfEAREFEANFERR" ) 12 and extended
an invitation to the party ( “HEBrEE" ) at the Summer Palace (FEF1E) 13, an
event attended by all foreign envoys, where he was accorded the same treatment as
other foreign envoys stationed in Beijing.

However, Park Jaesoon’s recognition by the Qing authorities and other nations as
the inaugural “foreign” minister stationed in Beijing, rather than as an envoy
adhering to the traditional Chinese hierarchical order, may be attributed in part to
his personal attributes. Serving as the first Commissioner for Commercial Affairs!+
in Tianjin from 1883 to 1886, he was instrumental in the establishment of the Office
of Commissioner for Commercial Affairs. His familiarity with practices rooted in the
Chinese order, fluency in the Chinese language, and adept administrative skills

likely contributed to his distinguished status?®.

2. Loss of National Honor Due to Postponement of the 40-Year Celebration of

Enthronement

On March 19, 1902, five days after the appointment of Park Jaesoon as the first

resident minister in Beijing, preparations commenced for the commemoration of the

12 [aEN 2 C#E]  Guangxu Era 29 (1903) January 17, Inquiry from Prince Qing
to Park Jaesoon.

18 [agEN 22 3C#E]  Guangxu Era 29 (1903) March 24, Imperial Edict of the
Empress Dowager, Imperial Edict of the Emperor.

14 With regard to SR E - BRAVEPLEPH F75 the author discusses its activities
from its founding to its abolition with the Sino—Japanese War (Mayuko Mori (#/
th¥) , [FAEESNAZ DI R—72 @ B & K [E~J |, 2017, Chapters 1, 2, and 5.
R IBEAVE RS FE ol &S oA 2 TR QY n A [EiEE
BUA R SCERR] 56 =M~ el otr) Fe=rArstR] 79, 2020 45 Mayuko
Mori, [REENDALHMED TR —FRIZBIT HHFLOR ] , Ed. Takashi
Okamoto ([AARMER]) , &L W7 o7 -t 5t ~] , Nagoya University
Press, 2021. Mayuko Mori, KNS RD8fE0 [23H] —FHRKIZEBIT D EEL O
%] , The Journal of Oriental Research, 82-4, 2024. Mayuko Mori, 4 EXH*%E
6 < B R H R BAR— P IERR T O RREE DA E Y |, Ed. Fumitaka

Kurosawa (FBIRICE) , [HANLOITARE—FRTF~DIEE &5l 2] Tokyo
University Press, 2024. R 2]vlf3 118943 A AFFo Huye} o 95

a7gd o2 | A A7 B A [EHoFFAR=T] 86, 2024 4F).

15 T2 A RALR sUpk] (T 7Rh B wBFR IR 7, 3867, October 3, 1902, Letter
from Minister Xu Tai Shen, newly appointed to Korea.
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40th anniversary of Gojong’s enthronement!®. The celebration was scheduled for
October 18 (corresponding to September 17 on the lunar calendar), with formal
invitations extended on July 11 to various nations, requesting the dispatch of
Ambassader to the event!”.

Xu Tai Shen (7FHA£&) , the Chinere Minister Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
in Seoul, engaged in consultations with the envoys of major powers stationed in
Seoul, expressing concern regarding the response to Korea’s request. For instance,
on August 4, Xu Tai Shen communicated to the Emperor’s office that Japan and
Russia were in opposition to each other. Although he remained uncertain about the
intentions of the Korean Imperial Government, he expressed his intention to select
an appropriate envoy, because of its geographical proximity to Korea, could not be
equated with Western countries and should not be treated similarly?s.

Further, on August 22, Xu Tai Shen sent the letter to Tsungli Yamen (i ¥4 [E 54
¥5159) , Chinese Office of Foreign Affairs, and he addressed the Chinese Office that
foreign envoys discussed the matter of a sovereign letter for the enthronement
celebration at the meeting in Seoul. He noted because Korean Imperial
Government’s desire to accept an ambassador for the ceremony, given the close
friendship between China and the Korean Empire, it would be advantageous to
dispatch a special envoy for the occasion. Additionally, considering the shared border
between China and Korea, which facilitated increasing exchanges between
merchants and citizens and numerous negotiations, he expressed the personal view
that it would be beneficial if the “King of Korea (i#=F) ” maintained reverence and
adhered to “old thoughts (I[H) .” He further suggested that demonstrating the

»

Chinese Imperial Court’s “conciliatory will (FEZz:2E) ” would be advantageous?®.
Xu Tai Shen refrained from addressing Gojong as the Emperor of Korea, opting
instead to refer to him as the King. Further, the decision for China to be the sole
nation dispatching an envoy for the enthronement celebration, while other countries
exhibited hesitation, was intended to demonstrate a strong bilateral friendship and

evoke sentiments of conciliation (f#22) reminiscent of earlier times. By employing

16 [7kEpE L] Mm% 89 4 2 1 10 H.

17T [HEGE A ARAEAE RG] (Vo.18) |, TR 40 FEFRBEALAMUE KEERFIRELRE ) |
July 11, 1902, Extraordinary Minister of State for External Affairs and Minister of
the Imperial Household Affairs Yu Gi-Hwan to Minister Gonsuke Hayashi.

18 [5Z= HigRILRSkL] | 3843, July 1, 1902, Letter from Minister Xu Tai Shen,
Envoy to Korea.

19 [VEZT HeERIR RN |, 3846, July 19, 1902, Letter from Minister Xu Tai Shen,
Envoy to Korea.
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the term conciliation ([#3%), previously used in reference to “4F#” or “WJE,” 20
Xu Tai Shen acknowledged the Korean Empire as an independent entity, yet
simultaneously hinted at its recognition as a “vassal state” within the existing
Chinese hierarchical order.

In November 1902, the Qing Dynasty resolved to send a sovereign letter of
congratulations for the celebration ceremony, aligning with the actions of other
nations2?!. As communicated by Prince Qing to Park Jaesoon, Korean envoy to the
Qing Dynasty in Beijing, on March 18, 1903, the Qing Emperor’s sovereign letter
was presented and dispatched to Xu Tai Shen?2. However, the outbreak of smallpox
in the Korean Empire necessitated the postponement of the enthronement
celebration to April 30, 1903.

Additionally, when Prince Ying of the Korean Empire contracted smallpox around
April 190323, the ceremony was further delayed. From this juncture, Xu Tai Shen’s
commentary on the Korean Empire became increasingly critical. On May 10, he
remarked on the low-level of Korean Empire politics, noting that other countries
were subjecting them to criticism and ridicule?4. Moreover, the inconsistency in the
decrees of the Korean Empire, which led to repeated postponements the ceremony,
was harshly criticized as indicative of a lack of a coherent governmental system?25.
Xu Tai Shen expressed astonishment at the Korean Imperial Government’s inability
to conduct the ceremony despite the receipt of the Qing Emperor’s sovereign letter.

Initially, unlike other countries’ tepid response to the anniversary celebrations?6,
Xu Tai Shen viewed the event positively, with the intention of dispatching a special
envoy to strengthen Sino—Korean relations. Had the Korean Empire successfully
hosted the ceremony, Xu Tai Shen’s perception of the Korean Empire might have
improved; however, the cancellation of the ceremony resulted in the opposite

outcome.

20 Takashi Okamoto, supra note, [HEODFA] |, p. 307.

21« [y Zsrp 0 egREfR s k] 2, 3872, October 27, 1902, Letter from Minister Xu Tai
Shen, Envoy to Korea.

22 [egEN 2 CE] | Guangxu Era 29 (1903), February 24, Inquiry from Prince
Qing to Park Jaesoon.

2 [RBE ARE) @R 40423 A 13 H,

24 “ V52 BHEEERFR S EL] 7, 3923, April 14, 1903, Letter from Minister Xu Tai
Shen, Envoy to Korea.

25« [yEZ AR SR 7, 3925, April 14, 1903, Letter from Minister Xu Tai
Shen, Envoy to Korea.

26 [BEiE H ARNHERERLER] TS MBS T = ANEABREE 2 BRWE 1),

January 12, 1903, from Hagiwara to Minister Komura.
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3. Japanese Seizure of Diplomatic Rights of the Korean Empire Under the
Qing Dynasty

On May 24, 1904, the Minister of Foreign Affairs, Komura (//"\§7# KEf) planed the
Japanese Consul General in Tianjin, Ijuin Hikokichi ({t4£F¢Z ) , become as
Honorary Consul of the Korean Empire to safeguard Korean interests??. Thus,
Komura instructed Minister Hayashi (#£#£8)) in Korea to ascertain the intentions
of the Korean Imperial Government. Minister Hayashi responded that, although he
was “inquiring into the intention of the Korean Imperial Government,” serving as
Honorary Consul of Korea would not be benefit for Japanese foreign policies, but
would solely aim to protect Korean interests in the Tianjin region, potentially
causing numerous challenges for the Japanese Consul in executing his duties2s.
Further, he indicated that the Korean legation in Beijing would soon be dismantled
and concurred with the proposal of Uchida (PN H k) , Japanese Minister in Beijing,
to request that the Japanese envoy be granted Korean diplomatic rights in the Qing
Dynasty?9.

In essence, in May 1904, merely three months after the onset of the Russo—
Japanese War, the Japanese Ministry of Foreign Affairs was deliberating on the
policy of Japan assuming the diplomatic rights of the Korean Empire in the Qing
Dynasty. Although the intentions of Gojong and the Korean Imperial Government
on this matter remain unclear, on May 28, Minister Hayashi was instructed to
negotiate with the Korean Imperial Government, asserting, “We believe it is highly
appropriate for the Korean Imperial Government to request our consul to protect
Korean interests in the Tianjin region”30. The Japanese government unilaterally
resolved that the Consul General of Japan would assume the consular functions of
the Korean Empire in Qing Tianjin, a role previously fulfilled by the Korean Consul
to Tianjin.

In the first place, what was the function of the Korean Consular in Tianjin at that

time?

21 THARNZCE] (1904, Vol. 1) , 480, May 24, Minister of Foreign Affairs
Komura to Minister Hayashi in Korea (telegram).

28 [HARSNACE] |, 1904, Vol. 1, 481, May 26, Minister Hayashi to Minister of
Foreign Affairs Komura (telegram).

29 Tbid.

30 [HAANZCE] , 1904, Vol. 1, 482, May 28, Minister of Foreign Affairs Komura
to Minister Hayashi in Korea (telegram).
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On April 24, 1903, the Japanese settlement in Tianjin underwent expansion,
resulting in the relocation of Korean Consulate in Tianjin to within the Japanese
concession. Consequently, in May, discussions were held between Uchida, the
Japanese Minister to the Qing Dynasty, and Park Jaesoon, the Korean Imperial
Minister in the Qing Dynasty, regarding the management of the former site of
Korean Consulate in Tianjin. The previous Korean Consul to Tianjin, where the
Office of Commissioner for Commercial Affairs was situated, was originally a
building that served as monks’ quarters between Tianjin City (KiEH;) and
Zizhulin (4217 #K) . This structure was renovated in 1884, as proposed by Zhou Fu (J&
FH) 81,

Until Sino-Japanese war, the Office of the Commissioner for Commercial Affairs
functioned in order to maintain traditional Sino-Korean special relationship, was
subsequently destroyed by the Japanese army during the Boxer Rebellion in 190032,
On April 21, 1902, Japanese merchant Yoichi Kuwada ([ #L—) leased a portion
of the former Tianjin legation site, followed by Kiichiro Kaetsu (G&li=—Ef) , who
also leased a part of the site on September 15. By July 1903, Chinese nationals,
including #kJE\'E, were residing on a part of the site, and another Chinese national,
gk E 5, had also constructed a new house there33.

On April 30 and May 21, 1903, Minister Uchida proposed the construction of a new
consulate for the Korean Empire on a larger site in a strategically advantageous
location along the riverbank. This proposal was intended as compensation for the
loss of the Office of Commissioner for Commercial Affairs in Tianjin3¢. However,

following consultations with Ijuin, the Consul General of Japan in Tianjin, Park

31 [RERE], B rFEA A, ABFER MR E—E B L FEERE, p. 92. [ REH]
1s in the collection of the Kyujanggak Institute for Korean Studies, Seoul National
University, 25 4206-17.

32 [EEEREZR], THEEK] , May 21, 1903, Letter from Japanese Envoy to the
Qing Dynasty Kosai Uchida to Park Jaesoon, 064. [EFiE#RZE%] isin the
collection of the Kyujanggak Institute for Korean Studies, , Seoul National
University, 2= 18063-v.1-2.

88 [REFEREAHEMAR] , 0002 and 0005. [ REB/EHEAMEGBRARD s
in the collection of the Kyujanggak Institute for Korean Studies, Seoul National
University, 2% 26550. [BHEREZR], [HABREREFELK] | July 13, 1903;
Letter from Japanese Envoy to the Qing Dynasty Kosai Uchida to Park Jaesoon,
057-058.

3¢ [ERVEskER], THMERE] |, April 30, 1903, 065. Ibid., Letter from Japanese
Envoy to the Qing Dynasty Kosai Uchida to Park Jaesoon. [Hf#H& | , May 21,
1903, From Japanese Envoy to the Qing Dynasty Kosai Uchida to Park Jaesoon,
064.
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Jaesoon informed the Japanese government on June 25 that the land in Tianjin is
already unnecessary and he reconsider the sale®>. The reason why he changed idea
would be connected to Korean Imperial’s acquisition of land for a new legation within
the Russian concession in Tianjin in the same year.

In a report to Uijeongbu GEEU) dated August 6, 1903, Park Jaesoon indicated
that the financial requirement for purchasing land in the Russian concession in
Tianjin for this legation (10,479 ryo (] 8sen [£%] in silver) exceeded the cost of
the previous legation building paid by Japan (5709 ryo (ifi] 7 sen [£%) ) by over
5000 ryo (i) , and he requested that the amount of 5,000 ryo (ffj) be provideds3®.
The Korean Imperial government completed the purchase of the land in the Russian
concession in Tianjin on March 28, 1903, for 10,479 ryo (ifj)) and 8 sen (£) in
silver. It is plausible that the former site of the Office of the Commissioner for
Commercial Affairs in Tianjin was sold to allocate funds for new land acquisition in
Tianjin®’. Consequently, in July 1903, the Office of Commissioner for Commercial
Affairs in Tianjin, which could be regarded as a symbol of traditional Sino—Korean
special relations under the Chinese order, ceased to exist both in name and in reality.

Consequently, the functions of the Office of the Commissioner for Commercial
Affairs in Tianjin were terminated, and the Japanese government commenced
assuming the consular responsibilities of the Korean Empire in Tianjin after May
1904. By July 10, the Korean Imperial Government reportedly consented to the
Japanese Consul General in Tianjin also serving as the Korean Consul, thereby
safeguarding the rights of Koreans, and issued an apology. On July 19, Min
Youngchol (F#k{#i#), the special envoy and plenipotentiary minister appointed on
January 25, 1904, to succeed Park Jaesoon, consulted with Consul General Ijain and
informed the Qing government of this development?%.

Subsequently, on July 26, 1904, the Consul General of Japan assumed the

consular functions of the Korean Empire in Tianjin3°. Minister Min Youngchol

35 BRG], 3 HARFESRMES ) |, June 25, 1903, From Park Jaesoon to the
Japanese Consul General, 059.

36 [EREHREZSR] |, Report 15, August 6, 1903, Letter from Park Jaesoon to Lee Do-
jae, Minister of State for Foreign Affairs at Uijeongbu, 072.

37T [BRIERER] TRME SRS K HEEF A EFE kA DS) |, No date, No
address, 046.

38 [ERaRE H ARNERERCER]  (Vol. 22) |, TFEREFERRES 2 L CREHFITRT S
FHE[E OFIE A PR Lo H1F) , Appendix, July 31, 1904, From Japanese Envoy to
the Qing Dynasty Kosai Uchida to Foreign Minister Jutaro Komura.

30 [BEi H ARAFEREGLER]  Vol. 22, TTERECERER Z L CREHITITRIT 2
E ORI & Ri#EE Lie A1) , Appendix Annex 7, July 26, 1904, Letter from Kosai
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dispatched a letter to Prince Qing, notifying him that the Korean Imperial
Government and the Japanese Government had agreed that the Japanese Consul
General in Tianjin would protect the interests of Korean merchants in Tianjin for a
certain period*’. On July 29, the Qing Dynasty’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs accepted
this arrangement without objection?!.

Japan’s advantageous position in the Russo—Japanese War, which commenced in
February 1904, facilitated the rapid assumption of Korean consular responsibilities
in Tianjin within merely two months of the Japanese government’s policy proposal.
This transition occurred without significant resistance from either the Korean
Empire or the Qing Dynasty. Notably, the Qing Dynasty had already sanctioned
Japan’s protection of Korean interests in Tianjin by July 1904, a full year prior to
the conclusion of the Second Japan—Korea Agreement.

Subsequently, in an effort to reduce expenses, the Japanese government swiftly
assumed control of overseas diplomatic missions, which it regarded as Gojong’s
“vanity project (ESEK)” and “deadweight (.2 K#)) 742, In November 1904,
contravening the Imperial Declaration on the Abolition of the Korean—Russian
Treaty (dated May 18, 1904), Minister Min Youngchol communicated the demise of
the Crown Princess of the Korean Empire to the Russian Minister to the Qing
Dynasty. This action precipitated an order for his return to China on November 25,
leading to the suspension of the Korean legation’s functions in Beijing*s.

The aforementioned events clearly indicate that the Qing Dynasty had already
acquiesced to Japan’s appropriation of the Korean Empire’s diplomatic rights in the

Qing Dynasty by November 1904, over a year before the Second Japan—Korea

Uchida, Minister Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of Japan to Min Youngchol,
Minister Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of Korea.

40 [EERE HARNERERCER]  Vol. 22, TTERESFERGESE 4 L CREHG IS 25
E DR s % PriEE Lie A1) , Appendix Annex &, Inquiry from Minister
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of the Republic of Korea, Min Youngchol, to #k
AR (R A T S5 AR R B A S 0 S s T B 50 PR

4 [HERE AARNERERCER] |, TTEREERBESE 2 L CRERT I T 2 E R34
RS LT 514 , Appendix Annex ', June 16, From Wu Ting-Fang, Qu Hongji,
and ALHIEY of the Foreign Affairs Department, to Kosai Uchida.

2 [HARSNZCE]D |, 1904, Vol. 1, 483, June 9, Minister Hayashi to Minister of
Foreign Affairs Komura.

43 [HARSNZCE] | 1904, Vol. 1, 485, August 11, From Envoy to the Qing Dynasty
Uchida to Minister of Foreign Affairs Komura (telegram), and 489, November 27,
From Envoy to the Qing Dynasty Uchida to Minister of Foreign Affairs Komura
(telegram).
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Agreement, which formally transferred the diplomatic rights of the Korean Empire.

Conclusion

In September 1905, the Treaty of Portsmouth facilitated Japan’s acquisition of
Russian consent to oversee the Korean Empire, marking the culmination of Japan’s
efforts to secure approval from major powers. This development compelled the
Korean Empire to sign the Second Japan—Korea Convention in November, thereby
depriving its diplomatic rights and becoming a protectorate. Notably, the Qing
Dynasty, although not classified among the great powers, had seemingly acquiesced
to Japan’s appropriation of the Korean Empire’s diplomatic rights a year prior to the
Second Japan—Korea . This acquiescence appears to stem from the Qing Dynasty’s
disillusionment with the Korean Empire’s independence, particularly following the
unsuccessful commemoration of the 40th anniversary of Emperor Gojong’s
enthronement.

In this context, it is pertinent to highlight that, upon the conclusion of the Second
Japan—Korea Convention, which primarily entailed the transfer of diplomatic rights,
the Qing Minister to Japan remarked, “The domestic and diplomatic affairs of Korea
were returned to Japan in equal measure; Japan already possessed Korea, and only
the empty title of the Korean Emperor remained”44. For the Qing Dynasty, Japan’s
seizure of the Korean Empire’s diplomatic rights as early as November 1904
rendered the 1905 Second Japan—Korea Agreement tantamount to a de facto

forfeiture of the Korean Empire’s diplomatic and domestic affairs.

4« TykZsrp HegRfR k] 7, 4248, November 10, 1905, Letter from Minister 45
Resident in Japan.
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