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Introduction
Tonio Andrade
Emory University

I’'m proud to introduce volume four of Emory Endeavors in History, with a special
theme of transnational encounters in Asia. The articles here treat a wide range
of topics, from early modern Korean musketeers to twentieth-century
American journalists, but all of them touch on the ways that human beings have
interacted across cultural boundaries, the fascinating dance of mutual suspicion
and admiration that shaped and continues to shape world history. The authors
agree that to understand our world today, we must be cognizant of our deep
shared history of connection.

The volume opens with Ethan Carlson’s article “Power, Presents, and
Persuasion: Early English Diplomacy with Mughal India.” In recent decades,
historians have revised conceptions of European power in Asia, showing that
the British, the French, the Dutch, etc., were less influential than had long been
believed. Carlson, influenced by this historiography, asks how Europeans, who
were relatively poor and weak compared to the Asian states they encountered,
attempted to overcome their deficiencies and achieve their interests. Drawing
on published accounts of British embassies to the powerful Mughal Empire, he
descries three main strategies: power, presents, and theatrics. The last, he
argues, turned out to be the most effective, although much depended on the
ambassador himself.

Whereas Carlson focuses on diplomacy, Hyeokhweon Kang discusses war. His
article “Big Heads and Buddhist Demons” makes a signal contribution to global
military history. His starting point is the famous Military Revolution model
made famous by historian Geoffrey Parker, who argues that Europe underwent
a series of revolutionary developments in warfare in the 1500s and that these
developments conferred a clear advantage on European forces vis-a-vis non-
European forces. One of the most important of these developments was the
invention and effective deployment of powerful muskets. Hyeok’s article shows
that, contrary to expectations, Korean armies also fielded powerful muskets
and deployed them with tactics quite similar (although not identical) to
Europeans. As a result, a Korean musketry force was able to help achieve
decisive victories over Russian contingents in two important but little-studied
battles in 1654 and 1658. By using Korean sources, he provides new
perspectives on these battles, and his work suggests that our understanding of



global military history will be revolutionized by a deeper understanding of
Asian military history.

While Koreans were shooting at Russians, European Jesuits were struggling to
adapt to changing circumstances in China, and Hui Li’s article examines the
strategies they adopted and the challenges they faced. The challenges were
many. China’s traditional culture was deep and powerful, wielded by literati
who were deeply inculcated in Confucian classics and understandably
unimpressed by odd doctrines from the other side of the world. Yet the Jesuits
arrived in China at a time of tumult, and Hui shows how the Jesuits took
advantage of a favorable situation. “The fortuitous arrival of the Europeans at a
time of political and social instability in China,” she writes, “... led the Chinese
scholar-officials to seek answers in other available religions.” Jesuits did not
succeed as much as they had hoped, failing to convert a Chinese emperor or
even large numbers of gentry, but by adapting themselves to China’s culture,
they did have a significant impact by introducing western scientific,
mathematical, and artistic culture to China. Yet Hui shows that this focus on
Jesuit achievements might itself be an answer to the wrong question. The better
question, she suggests, is what did the Chinese want from western culture? Her
answer is straightforward and compelling: the Chinese wanted useful
knowledge. In times of trouble Chinese felt they had much to learn. But as
China settled into a Manchu Pax in the eighteenth century and its Manchu
leaders sought to stabilize China via a reassertion of the traditional Confucian
orthodoxy, interest in western knowledge waned.

It wasn’t until the nineteenth century that Chinese literati once again became
attentive to western knowledge on a significant scale, and Daniel Cone’s
intriguing essay examines the event that catalyzed this new interest: the Opium
War. Cone’s argument is straightforwardly revisionistic. Whereas most
scholarship suggests that Britain won the war because of superior technology,
Cone sees things differently. “I contend,” he writes, that “it was the
incompetency of Qing officials, not the superiority of European warfare, that
caused the Qing Dynasty to capitulate.” Qing armies had atrophied by the
middle of the nineteenth century, after generations without significant foreign
wars. Moreover, the Qing underestimated the power of the British, failing to
make proper preparations. Cone makes a compelling case that with a better
strategy the Qing could have won the war.

Just as Cone adopts a revisionistic perspective on Qing warfare, Ruchir Patel
introduces us to a revisionistic interpretation of 19th-century China’s foreign



relations, showing that the Qing Dynasty was much more adaptable and
effective in mediating foreign threats and gathering diplomatic information than
had long been believed. The Qing adapted rapidly to geopolitical changes,
gathering information about western imperial powers, mimicking European
indirect imperialism, especially in Korea, and, of course, creating the famous
Zongli Yamen, or Foreign Affairs Office. Scholars have increasingly recognized
the flexibility of the late Qing state, and Patel’s article explores some of the
exciting new discoveries that up-and-coming young scholars have made in their
recent Ph.D. dissertations.

Of course, the Qing did end up falling, and one of the men who did his best to
hasten its demise was the revolutionary nationalist leader Sun Yat Sen. Sophie
Chia’s intriguing article compares Sun to another transitional figure, the famous
writer Liang Qiqiao. Why, she asks, did Sun’s nationalism succeed in attracting
so many adherents whereas Liang’s ideologies retained only a niche market, as
it were? On the surface, one might expect Liang to leave a more lasting legacy.
He certainly seemed more favored from the outset, adorned with degrees and
honors. Yet it was perhaps Sun’s own feelings of exclusion from China’s
powerful and educated elite that led him to adopt a revolutionary ideology that
was clear, biting, and popular. Whereas Liang sought nuance, thought in terms
of evolution, believed that China’s traditional culture and institutions should be
brought gently and slowly into the modern world, Sun argued for immediate
revolution. This message resonated, whereas Liang’s work, although read and
respected by China’s educated classes, didn’t have the broader impact of Sun’s
work. Jia’s persuasive article gives us an entrée into the minds and lives of these

two fascinating men.

Sun Yat Sen’s revolution led to the establishment of the Republic of China,
which, after a tumultuous beginning, eventually settled into a brief period of
stability starting in the late 1920s. Sun’s successor, Chiang Kai Shek, presided
over a decade of remarkable growth and cultural change from his capital in
Nanjing, yet Chiang’s policies were not all successful or popular. His infamous
New Life Movement is the subject of Jeffrey Shiau’s article. The New Life
Movement was meant to develop a new Chinese national consciousness in
order to combat a host of perceived ills, including citizen’s disaffection from
the regime, licentiousness, official corruption, and extravagant opulence among
the wealthy. The movement failed to take root, however, and Shiau asks why.
His answer is that the New Life Movement, which was ostensibly a populist
movement, was in actuality neither populist nor a movement. It was a series of

top-down propaganda efforts, which failed because they didn’t resonate among



the populace. It’s a conclusion that in a way mirrors Sophie Jia’s argument
about Liang Qichao’s lack of popular resonance.

While Chiang was trying to mold people’s behavior, his rival for the soul of
China — Mao Zedong — was bivouacked in dry and remote Shaanxi Province. In
those days — the 1930s — Mao and his comrades seemed unlikely unifiers of
China. They were diplomatically isolated, short of funds, arms, and resources.
Rui Zhong’s clever and persuasive article takes into account this context to
examine how western journalists were received in the communist base. Her
nuanced reading of sources from both sides — Chinese and western — show two
different perceptions of the visits. The communists received the journalists
almost as foreign envoys, an odd refraction of China’s traditional tribute
mission. The journalists, for their part, saw themselves as either fellow
travelers, seeking to portray the communists favorably in the west, or as
ethnographers, helping to explain China to western readers. It’s a wonderful
article, sensitive to the complexities of intercultural history.

Today’s China is deeply engaged and integrated with the wider world, but so
many of today’s relationships have deep historical roots. The articles in this
volume will provide insight to anyone wishing to understand China today.



Power, Presents, and Persuasion: Early English
Diplomacy with Mughal India

ETHAN CARLSON

It was the first of September in 1617 in the Mughal Empire. The
Mughal Empire, consisting roughly of modern day India, Bengal, Pakistan, and
much of Afghanistan, was ruled by the Mughal Dynasty, a powerful Muslim
dynasty that ruled India for centuries. The first of September in 1617 was the
celebration of the birthday of the Mughal Emperor Jahangir. Sir Thomas Roe,
English Ambassador to the Mughal Court at the time, was in attendance. He
entered a beautiful garden filled with flowers and trees with a pond in the
center, a part of the palace where the ceremony was being held. All around the
garden were beams, scales, and massive chains of gold, as well as countless
rubies, turquoise, and other valuable stones. Into this scene entered Jahangir,
covered from head to toe in diamonds, rubies, pearls, and other precious things.
Sir Thomas Roe could only stand and marvel.'

After entering, Jahangir climbed onto one side of a giant set of scales.
This was the ceremonial “weighing” of the Emperor. It occurred on every
birthday and displayed the wealth of the Mughal Empire. On the other side of
the scales various bags were heaped. First gold and jewels, then cloth of gold
and silks, then spices, and so on in that fashion, until the bags had been changed
a total of six times. As Jahangir, with garments, weighed roughly 250 Ibs., the
amount of wealth weighed at this time was immense. In fact, the amount of
wealth displayed was so immense that even Roe doubted what he saw, and
wondered if all the containers of the wares were truly filled with those items
only and not augmented with rocks.”

This story serves to illustrate the complexity early European
ambassadors faced in Asia. Like the Chinese Empire at the time, Mughal India
saw itself as the supreme power in the world. And as this story revealed only a
glimmer of the wealth and power at the command of the Mughal Emperor, it is
not hard to see why. Furthermore, the Mughals did not take to the seas, and
knew little, if anything, about peoples not in their realm or along their borders.
Marguerite Eyer Wilbur, in The East India Company and the British Empire in the Far

1 Sir Thomas Roe, The Embassy of Sir Thomas Roe to the Court of the Great Mogul: 1615-1619, Ed.
William Foster, 2 vols. (London: Hakluyt Society, 1899), 411-412.
21bid., 412.



East, notes that to Jahangir “India. ..was the entire universe.” Everything
outside of it was inferior, and as such owed deference and submission to the
Mughal Empire. The Empire was vast, the Court’s coffers filled with riches, and
the army was massive. The English, the later colonial masters of what at this
time was the Mughal Empire, would not even attempt to use outright force
against the Mughal Dynasty until the end of the 17" Century, and would not
succeed in doing so until the mid-18" Century. So how were early European
ambassadors supposed to engage in diplomacy and advance the interests of their
respective nations with an Empire that not only saw itself as the center of the
world, but had never even heard of Europe, oceans away?

While the Portuguese were the first European power to establish itself
at the Mughal Court, it was not long before they were challenged by the
English. From the early 1600s on, England expanded its presence and influence
in the Mughal Empire, quickly overshadowing its European rivals. Based on this
success, this paper will examine the early English Ambassadors to the Mughal
Court to see how the English were able to get concessions from an Empire that
considered all others insignificant. This in turn will shed light on the early
interactions between Europeans and the great Asian empires, as well as their
views of and reactions to one another.

While this is not necessarily a new question, scholars have failed to
balance the various strategies taken by the English at the Mughal Court, opting
instead to promote one strategy over the others. Further, scholars have focused
too much on the opinions given by ambassadors in the heat of the moment
rather than on the wider context of the entirety of each embassy and its
successes and failures. In fact, while one strategy, ironically the one least
emphasized in scholarship on the topic, was the most critical in prevailing at the
Mughal Court, it was a balance of the various strategies (three in total) that was
necessary to establish the English presence. This can be seen by examining the
various early English embassies to the Mughal Court holistically, especially that
of the most successful English ambassador of the time, Sir Thomas Roe.

As noted above, there are three main strategies used by early English
ambassadors to the Mughal Court: maritime power, bribes/presents, and
diplomatic theatrics. The first of these strategies is argued most strongly by 1.
Bruce Watson in a number of articles. Watson subscribes to the idea, originally
put forward by K.N. Chaudhuri, that force was a key factor in European-Asian

3 Marguerite Eyer Wilbur, The East India Company and the British Empire in the Far East (New York:
Richard R. Smith, 1945), 72.



trade.* He further proposes that it was the key factor used by early English
ambassadors in diplomacy with Mughal India based on naval victories over the
Portuguese near India as well as statements made by Roe himself regarding the
effects of sea power.” Adam Clulow also argues for this strategy and uses similar
evidence.® Nevertheless, both Watson and Clulow fail to see that naval power
and naval victories only affected Mughal India on the provincial level at best and
had no bearing on the Emperor, the only one with whom diplomacy really
mattered. In fact, despite the demonstrations of naval power over the
Portuguese, by the time Roe was at the Mughal Court, the English were, far
from being granted trade, under threat of expulsion.’

Bribes are a bit trickier in terms of diplomacy. As lan Woodfield points
out, “The giving of gifts or ‘bribes’ in return for official favours was an
immutable fact...[in the] East,” and the importance of gifts or bribes in carly
diplomacy with Mughal India has been assumed by many authors, though it has
been explicitly argued by few. Ambassadors realized that Jahangir had a love of
presents (the English scemed to be fixated on this point),” but when looking at
the embassies holistically, the nature of gifts in diplomatic exchanges between
the English and the Mughal Court is not as clear cut as it seems. ""While all
embassies saw presents as significant, when looking at the successes of the
various English embassies comparatively it seems that presents actually had little
to do with concluding successful negotiations.

The last main strategy is diplomatic theatrics. This strategy is often
ignored, though it is implicit in most admirers/biographers of Sir Thomas Roe
and argued explicitly by Richmond Barbour. Barbour claims that maritime

41. Bruce Watson, “Fortifications and the ‘Idea’ of Force in Early English East India Company
Relations with India,” Past & Present, no 88 (1980), 70.

51bid., 74-75, 76.

6 Adam Clulow, “European Maritime Violence and Territorial States in Early Modern Asia,
1600-1650,” Itinerario 33, no 3 (2009), 72-75.

7 Michael Brown, Itinerant Ambassador: The Life of Sir Thomas Roe, (Lexington: The University
Press of Kentucky, 1970), 57.

& Ian Woodficld, “The Keyboard Recital in Oriental Diplomacy, 1520-1620,” Journal of the Royal
Music Association 115, no 1 (1990), 33.

9 See, for example, Ania Loomba, “Of Gifts, Ambassadors, and Copy-cats: Diplomacy,
Exchange, and Difference in Early Modern India,” in Brinda Charry and Gitanjali Shahani, eds.,
Emissaries in Early Modern Literature and Culture: Mediation, Transmission, Traffic, 1550-1700
(Burlington: Ashgate Publishing Company, 2009), 43-45; Wilbur, The East India Company, 69-70;
Woodfield, “The Keyboard,” 50.

10 Ania Loomba, “Of Gifts, Ambassadors, and Copy-cats,” 73-4.



power was useless to impress the Court, which resided far from the coast. "
Further, Barbour notes the English obsession with giving gifts at court, but
argues that gifts to such powerful and wealthy leaders in Asia amounted to
little." Instead, Barbour criticizes the first few ambassadors to the Mughal
Court and contrasts them with Roe, who was the only ambassador with “noble

demeanor.”"?

The Mughal Dynasty in India, with which the ambassadors dealt, was
founded in the year 1526 A.D., after Babur, the founder of the dynasty,
conquered Delhi."* The Empire was then expanded and firmly “consummated”
by his descendent Akbar, the father of Jahangir." Jahangir, though not favored by
his father, was the only son of Akbar to survive. He faced a rebellion by one of
his own sons shortly after ascending, though this was put down without too
much difficulty.' Jahangir launched other military campaigns in his career,
though these were most often led by his sons rather than by himself personally.
It is difficult to ascertain Jahangir’s true nature, however, especially in regards to
diplomacy. At times he clearly showed signs of greed and pomp, epitomized in
the “weighing” of the Emperor ceremony described above,'” while at others
times he seemed indifferent to these things but enlightened about true honor
and dignity, such as when he contrasts Roe with previous ambassadors and
pledges to greatly honor Roe for his upstanding character. ¥ Nevertheless, it was
with Jahangir that the early English ambassadors had to learn to deal with if
they wanted to achieve their aims.

While the Mughal Court frequently sent and received embassies, it had
no specified officers, let alone whole departments (diwan), to deal with foreign
affairs."” Jahangir did appoint an officer in 1616 to deal with “external affairs,”
but this officer made no real decisions, all power in regards to diplomacy still

being held by Jahangir himself. This frequently caused problems, as Jahangir,

11 Richmond Barbour, “Power and Distant Display: Early English ‘Ambassadors’ in Moghul
India,” Huntington Library Quarterly 61, no.3/4 (1998), 345.

12 Ibid., 362.

131bid., 361.

14 Pringle Kennedy, History of the Great Moghuls (New Delhi: Anmol Publications PVT LTD,
1987), 158.

15 Wilbur, The East India Company, 54; Kennedy, History of the Great Moghuls, 230-232.

16 Kennedy, History of the Great Moghuls, 319, 324-326.

17Roe, The Embassy, 411-413.

18 Ibid., 390.

19 N.R. Faroogqj, “Diplomacy and Diplomatic Procedure under the Mughals,” The Medieval
History Journal 7, no 1 (2004), 71.



like other Mughal Emperors, would often make calls on whims and had no
qualms sacrificing state interests for his own personal reasons.” Further,
diplomacy was made difticult for Europeans by the fact that they were unknown
at the Mughal Court. The primary diplomacy carried out by the Mughal Court
was with the Ottoman Turks, the Persians, and the Uzbeks, all neighboring or
near neighboring states. Each of these states was militarily powerful, and the
Mughal Empire often fought wars and/or sought alliances with these nations. As
the Uzbeks were seen more as nomadic barbarians, only the Persians and Turks
were seen by the Mughals as being close to the level of the great Mughal
Empire.” Those seeking to gain anything close to equal status with Mughals had
their jobs cut out for them.

Into this world stepped the English. English merchants had begun to
conduct trade with the near east under the auspices of the Crown as early as
1505.2The English were lured to the idea of trade with India by the capture of
Portuguese Carracks in the late 16™ Century, one by Sir Francis Drake and
another by Sir John Burroughs. The English found the Carracks filled with
riches such as spices, silks, pearls, gold, porcelain, and more. Around the same
time the Levant Company, a merchant outfit that traded with the Ottoman
Empire, had made a side expedition to India, which set alight the imagination of
English merchants.”’

All of this coincided with changes in England. London’s population
broke the one-hundred thousand mark, and the middle and upper classes were
on the rise and becoming more distinct. As England increased in wealth, its
taste for luxury goods also rose. Perhaps more important than these facts,
however, was the English defeat of the Spanish Armada in 1588 which gave the
English a sense of pride and power upon the seas. An empowerment on the seas
combined with the growing desire for riches and luxury to create an increased
desire to expand trade.” This desire for riches and luxury became more than
just that as England began to fear the power other European nations were
gaining through trade. For example, when the Portuguese and Dutch decided to
dramatically increase the price of pepper, as the two nations had a monopoly on

20 1bid., 72-74.

21 Ibid., 60, 65-66; Brown, Itinerant, 66; Michael Strachan, Sir Thomas Roe: 1581-1644: A Life
(Great Britain: Michael Russell Ltd, 1989), 80.

22 Wilbur, The East India Company, 5.

23 James Mill, The History of British India, vol. 1 (London: Routledge/ Thoemmes Press, 1858),
13-14.

24 Wilbur, The East India Company, 9-11.



the spice, England realized how vulnerable their markets were and would
continue to be if they did not branch out in global trade themselves.”

Sir Stephan Soane, a London merchant, used these arguments in 1599
to rally other merchants to help him lay the groundwork for the English East
India Company.”* The East India Company was based largely off of the Levant
Company, and many of its investors had been part of the Levant Company as
well. In September of 1600 Queen Elizabeth granted a charter to establish a
joint-stock company with a monopoly on Asian trade, which became known as
the East India Company.”’

The Company financed voyages to India to buy and sell goods and
return to England. The voyages were extremely profitable, steadily increasing
interest in trade with India. As the voyages became regular, men were left in
India by one fleet to buy and sell and collect commodities and other trade goods
in preparation for the next fleet. These men were called “factors” or “agents,”
and the places where they lived and stored goods were called “factories.” Along
with cutting down the time fleets needed to stay at ports, this system also
allowed the English to buy goods at cheaper prices, as agents would be there
year round, avoiding the inevitable spike in prices when the ships came into
port.”® However, in order to carry out this trade, permission from the Indian
government was required. Precarious local agreements were reached, but these
were subject to constant change and thus caused great difficulty for the
merchants of the East India Company. It was in light of this that the East India
Company, with various amounts of endorsement from the English Crown,
began to send ambassadors to the Mughal Court in hopes of gaining a more

permanent trade agreement.

The first English embassy to be sent to the Mughal Court actually
predated the establishment of the East India Company, though it was sent at the
behest of the boards of the Levant Company and the Muscovite Company and
carried letters from Queen Elizabeth to the Emperors of India and China
(though no one from the embassy wound up even trying to go to China). The
embassy consisted of two merchants, John Eldred Leeds and John Newberry, as
well as a man named Ralph Fitch, of whom little is known before this embassy.

25 Ibid., 13-16.

26 Ibid., 18-19.

27 PJ. Marshall, “The English in Asia to 1700,” in William Roger Louis and Nicholas Canny, ed.,
The Oxford History of the British Empire vol. 1 (New York: Oxford University Press, 1998), 266-
268.

28 Brown, Itinerant, 28.



Ralph Fitch was the only man to return from this overland trip, and was the
first man to provide a useful account of India and its possibilities to the

merchants in London.?

The embassy departed London on 12 February 1583 on the ship Tyger
to Tripoli, from where they proceeded by land to Agra, the capital of the
Mughal Emperor Akbar™® (the first two embassies, Fitch and Mildenhall, met
with Akbar; subsequent embassies met with Jahangir). They arrived in India on
the fifth of November, though they wandered the Empire for some time before
arriving at the Mughal Court. At this time the Court itself was at Fatehpur
Sikri, located about 23 miles from Agra.’' Based on the account of Ralph Fitch,
Akbar’s court seemed to take up both cities. He notes that each city was “much
greater then London and very populous,” and describes the distance between
the towns as a large market, “as though a man were still in a towne.””* The group
stayed there until 28 September 1585, after which Newberry returned overland
to the Ottoman Empire, Leeds stayed in service to the Mughal, and Fitch
continued exploring India and its surrounding territories.*’ Fitch eventually
returned to London on 29 April 1591.*

It is uncertain if Fitch and his companions actually met with Akbar.
They arrived just before Akbar left his capital on a military expedition against
the Uzbeks,” so it is possible. Because Fitch was able to describe Akbar’s
appearance and Leeds was taken into Akbar’s service, some speculate that the
embassy must have met with Akbar.*® Fitch, in his account, does not say
explicitly, nor do any surviving letters from any members of the embassy.
Regardless, this embassy did not achieve any agreements with Akbar and seems
to have been more for exploring possibilities than for explicitly secking trade
rights. Still, his account views India and its trade prospects favorably, and it
greatly influenced the merchants to establish the East India Company.

The next embassy, and the only one known to definitely have conversed
with Akbar, was that of John Mildenhall. Now, Mildenhall was not a true
ambassador. He had no ties to either Queen Elizabeth or to the East India

29 R.C. Prasad, Early English Travellers in India (Delhi: Motilal Banarsi Dass, 1965), 25-26.
30Ibid., 26; Wilbur, The East India Company, 7.

31 Early Travels in India, ed. William Foster (London: Humphrey Milford, 1921), 12-18.
32 Ibid., 18.

33 Ibid., 12-18.

34 Prasad, Early English, 32.

35 Ibid., 31.

36 Ibid., 52.



Company, and seems to have decided to travel to India on a whim. Sir William
Foster, editor of various travel accounts and early authority on early relations
with Mughal India, suggests that Mildenhall, who had heard of the
establishment of the East India Company while in Constantinople, decided to go
to India and try to establish relations and gain trade rights in the hopes of
trading them for compensation from the East India Company.*’Some believe he
may have visited India twice, the first time officially designated by Queen
Elizabeth, ™ but evidence for the first journey is scarce and inconsistent with his
later activities, putting its existence in question. Ram Chandra Prasad, like
many other commentators, is highly critical of Mildenhall. Mildenhall was
already on a trade mission when he decided to go to India. Upon making this
decision, Mildenhall ran off with the goods from the trade mission, possibly
poisoned two or three other Englishmen, and, rather than being a stern
Protestant, changed his allegiance to Catholicism when it became convenient.

In Prasad’s words, Mildenhall “was not an estimable character.”*’

Mildenhall arrived in India in 1603, immediately stating his business.
He was taken quickly to Agra, where after just a short time he gained an
audience with Akbar. From the start he sought to ingratiate himself with Akbar,
noting how Akbar was renowned even “into the furthermost parts of the
westerne ocean” for his greatness and kindness to Christians. Mildenhall
presented great gifts to Akbar, such as twenty-nine excellent horses, jewels, and
jewelry,* at his own expense, though part or all of this expense may have come

from the trade goods he commandeered from his trade mission.

Nevertheless Mildenhall encountered trouble when the Portuguese
Jesuits at the Court began to berate him severely to the Emperor. Because of
this he spent six months learning Persian, known to Akbar, so that he could
defend himself without relying on suspect translators. He successfully defended
himself, mainly by discrediting the Jesuits, and claims to have gained
concessions from both Akbar and his son, the future Emperor Jahangir. It is
worth nothing that Jahangir sided with Mildenhall in his accusations against the
Jesuits. Mildenhall also promised a future ambassador to be sent from England
to the Court.*!

37 Early Travels, 48.

38 Prasad, Early English, 71-72.
39 1bid., 70-71.

40 Early Travels, 54-55.

41 Ibid., 58-59.



Mildenhall is important to the discussion about strategies for a few key
reasons. First of all, Mildenhall gave Akbar splendid gifts and, when arguing
against the Jesuits, claimed, and Jahangir supported, that the Jesuits had given
no gifts or profit of any kind to the Court the whole eleven or twelve years they
had resided there.* Also, Mildenhall seems to have been liked by Akbar and his
court. They treated Hawkins, the next ambassador, royally because of
Mildenhall’s promise of a future ambassador. However, if he was granted trade
rights the English never heard about it. Further, based on the trouble Hawkins
and Roe would have in obtaining concessions from Jahangir, if Mildenhall did
receive concessions they were either only local or not taken seriously, the Court
perhaps believing the English and Portuguese to both be negligible. At any rate,
it played out that the East India Company decided they needed to send an
official ambassador, and on 24 August 1608 William Hawkins arrived in India.*’

Hawkins had been to both the West Indies and the Ottoman Empire and
knew Turkish, and was probably a merchant. It is likely for his fluency in Turkish
for which he was chosen from among other merchants to be the ambassador, as

Jahangir and many others at the Court spoke Turkish as well.**

Upon his arrival
he visited the governor of Surat, the main port of call for the English in their
carly dealings with India, who treated him well. He also dealt with plots against
him and his mission by the Portuguese,*” who perhaps remembered
Mildenhall’s defeat of their intrigue at the Mughal Court. Hawkins arrived

safely at Agra and the Mughal Court on 16 April 1609.*

Mukarrab Khan, a powerful official in the Empire, put himself against
Hawkins, siding with the Portuguese who had provided him with so many novel
things with which he impressed the Emperor.*” Hawkins believed that Mukarrab
Khan was working with the Portuguese in the various attempts on his life, and
many of his goods reserved for Jahangir were seized by Mukarrab Khan.* This
caused Hawkins to, embarrassingly, present a meager gift of cloth to Jahangir
when he finally met him. Despite this, Jahangir treated him royally, likely
thinking him the ambassador promised by Mildenhall as mentioned earlier, and,
speaking with him in Turkish, promised to remedy all with Mukarrab Khan.
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Jahangir took a great liking to Hawkins, constantly asking him to stay at the
Court indefinitely.49 In fact, Jahangir even provided Hawkins with an Armenian-

Christian wife and seemed to raise him above Mukarrab Khan.*°

Hawkins’s success, however, did not last. Mukarrab Khan gained favor
once again and, with the Portuguese, sought to deride the English at Court.
Hawkins managed to convince Jahangir otherwise, but he could not withstand it
for long. While Jahangir kept honoring him, many of Jahangir’s promises
inevitably fell through. Eventually Hawkins demanded to be given his due
demands or leave to depart, and he was told to go, receiving no concessions or
response to his letter from King James. One Mughal official said that the
Mughal did not write to “pettie prince[s] or governour[s],” to which Hawkins
claimed that the Mughal knew the King of England was mighty.*' Thus Hawkins
departed the Mughal Court and India without achieving his aims. He died on
the return voyage, just a few days before reaching England.*

In his despair, Hawkins accused Jahangir of “esteeming a few toyes. ..
more than his honour.”* Contrary to this statement, however, Hawkins had
received great honors even though he often had no gifts to give.54 Hawkins
blamed much of his failure on the machinations of the Portuguese, who had
influence with the powerful Mukarrab Khan. It is instances such as this that have
led many scholars to believe that maritime power was a necessity in early
diplomacy, as the only threat the Portuguese could make against the Mughal
Empire was to burn their shipping and kill their pilgrims heading to Mecca.”
However, as noted above, Mukarrab Khan took sides with the Portuguese
because they supplied him with novelties for the Emperor, and Foster argues
that part of his opposition to the English was his fear of the English disrupting
the system of privileges-for-rarities he had set up with the Portuguese.** The
naval power of the Portuguese may have been part of this as well, but there is no
explicit evidence for it. But perhaps the real reason for Hawkins’s failure was his

“e

character. Foster called him “‘arrogant and tactless,”” and even Sir Thomas Roe,
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the later English ambassador to the Mughal Court, called Hawkins “‘a vayne
fool 7

There were three more ambassadors after Hawkins and before Roe, but
they are hardly worth mentioning. The three, Canning, Kerridge, and Edwards,
had unoriginal gifts (with the exception of Canning’s cornet and its player,
which caught Jahangir’s fancy) and made so many mistakes in presentation that
the Jesuits casily discredited them. For example, Canning admitted that most of
the gifts were from the East India Company and not the English Crown,
discrediting the name of King James at the Mughal Court. Kerridge, for his
part, acted slavishly at the Mughal Court, making England appear no different
from other submissive states. Edwards, lastly, was an illegitimate ambassador
like Mildenhall, who acted similar to Canning and Kerridge combined. He was
so bad, in fact, that he was “forced back to England for defrauding the
company.”* All three were short embassies and Nicholas Withington, a member
of the East India Company in India, noted their inadequacy, singling out
Edwards, with whom he was directly acquainted. Withington hoped that Roe,
whom he knew to be the next ambassador, would “by his worthye carriage...
redeeme the great dishonour” caused by these previous embassies. ™

So what can be gleamed from these embassies in regards to how
diplomacy was conducted by early English ambassadors to the Mughal Court?
Ralph Fitch proves of little use in this regard, but that is understandable based
on the nature of his embassy, which was purely exploratory. The last three, also,
provide little insight. Mildenhall and Hawkins, however, provide excellent
sources for examination, as they at least made headway at the Mughal Court,

even if they failed to achieve their prime objectives.

In regards to the theory of maritime power, their embassies seem to
prove that this played a part, to an extent. When Mildenhall was at the Court,
he had to take great pains to battle the Jesuit influence. More significantly,
according to Hawkins, the Portuguese were able to bring Mukarrab Khan to
make bold attempts to get rid of the English. Mukarrab Khan, besides his
personal arrangements with the Portuguese, was in charge of coastal provinces,
and likely knew something of the power of the Portuguese at sea, even if he
might not have taken it into serious consideration. Still, the Mughal Emperors,
and especially Jahangir, did not understand the importance of the sea and the

57 Both quoted in Prasad, Early English, 105.
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sea trade,” and “were largely indifferent to what happened on the high seas,”
including naval warfare.®' Thus, based on these two embassies, maritime power
seems to be an avenue the English could explore to curb Portuguese influence,
but little more.

In terms of gifts, the ambassadors’ words and deeds seem to contradict
one another. Mildenhall gave grand gifts, which may have helped, or even been
a primary factor, in his rapidly gaining the favor of Akbar; it is hard to make a
conclusive judgment based on the surviving records. Hawkins believed gifts to
be key to diplomacy, saying that “no man that cometh to make a petition...
cometh eptie-handed.”” However, as noted above, when Hawkins was given
great honor he hardly had any gifts to give. He started giving more worthy gifts
around the time he began to fall out of favor with Jahangir. Admittedly, the two
may be unrelated. Hawkins may have only received initial honor due to
Mildenhall’s promise before him, in which gifts may have been a significant
part, and his giving of worthy gifts later most likely has no relation to his losing
favor with Jahangir.

In terms of diplomatic theatrics, the ambassadors faced a formidable
task. Abraham Early, in his book The Mughal World: India’s Tainted Paradise, notes
that in early Mughal India Europeans were appreciated only for their
professional skills, but were otherwise seen as barbarous and treated as
curiosities.® Barbour says that the “severe protocols of Asiatic courts
intimidated Englishmen,”* which is not surprising, considering the size, power,
and wealth of these courts which had never heard of Europe until the
Portuguese, and even after only had an extremely limited understanding of it.
Barbour claims that Mildenhall, by giving such deference to Akbar and
downplaying the importance of his own nation in his initial meetings with the
Mughal, as well as his numerous other attempts to flatter Akbar, resulted in
making England look “irrelevant.” As noted above, Roe was extremely critical
of Hawkins, and with some justification. Hawkins immersed himself in the
Mughal Court and culture, even to the point of taking a wife provided by the
Mughal. As Barbour argues, “Hawkins was forgetting his origins.”* Of course,

60 Prasad, Early English, 141.

61 Mughal world, 296-7

62 Beyond the Three Seas, 70.

63 Abraham Early, The Mughal World: India’s Tainted Paradise (London: Weidenfeld & Nicolson,
2007). 36-37, 110, 294-295.

64 Barbour, “Power and Distant Display,” 349.

651bid., 353.

661bid., 356.



as also noted above, Hawkins successors were no better, prompting
Withington’s hope that Roe would show what a true Englishman was like. By
these critiques it is easy to draw the conclusion that the behavior of Mildenhall
and Hawkins and the Mughal Court worked to the detriment of the English.
However, without a comparison case this is mere speculation. Luckily, Sir
Thomas Roe, the next ambassador, fills this role perfectly.

Sir Henry Middleton and Thomas Best, two naval commanders, had
achieved local agreements with Surat. Middleton had been denied an agreement
in 1611 and in retaliation attacked Surat traders in the Red Sea. Best, in turn,
was awarded a local agreement when he defeated a Portuguese fleet in 1612, off
the coast of Surat and in full view of the coastal authorities.®” Also as a result of
Best’s victory, an impressed Mughal Court declared that a new English
ambassador would be welcome at the Court. This was good news for the East
India Company, which had been having difficulties. Factories and their agents in
India were not cooperating, were conducting illegal trade, and were generally
behaving in a way the board of the East India Company saw as unacceptable. Sir
Thomas Smythe, then governor of the East India Company, saw this as an
opportunity to straighten out the operations in India as well as form a lasting,
favorable relationship with the Mughal Court.*

This time, however, the Company wanted to send “‘an ambassador of
extraordinary countenance and respect.”” Sir Thomas Roe had disputed with
the Dutch in Latin America and had even sat in the “Addled Parliament.”” He
was seen as a man who “combined the qualities of the great explorer with the
urbanity of the courtier,””" and when it came to understanding British foreign

affairs and commerce “‘he probably had no living equal.”’72 And so on 2
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February 1615 Roe set off for India and arrived off the coast of Surat in
September.73

Upon his arrival, the people of Surat laughed at him, because “so many
hauing assumed that title [Ambassador], and not performed the offices.”™
Indeed, right from the start Roe encountered issues with the local government.
Upon his landing, Roe was informed that he, his attendants, and their
belongings were to be searched. Roe was furious. He went on a tirade, saying
that as an ambassador from a free and powerful nation he was “not to be subject
to Common and barbarous vsage,” and would not “subject. .. .[himself] to so
much slauery.”” A compromise was reached, in where only a few would be
nominally but not actually searched, with the a few not being searched at all,
and the belongings would be taken account of after they had been delivered to a
private residence. However, when the time came, the officials insisted on a
search, threatening the use of force. Roe rode up to the men, laid his hand on
his sword, and demanded they cease. When they tried to defend their actions,
Roe would not listen, but took some pistols in his hands, saying that “those were
my Frendes, and in them I would trust.””® Then, when the governor gave him
further trouble by arguing about the protocol for relations, the governor
mentioned how previous ambassadors had submitted to the search and sought
out the governor to form a good relationship. In response, Roe said that the
Mughal Empire “neuer did receiue any [ambassador] at this Port, nor euer from
a Christian King””" In other words, Roe denied the legitimacy of all the former
embassies sent to the Mughal Court. From the beginning, Roe made it clear
that he was not like the previous “ambassadors.”

When Roe departed for the Court he came across the entourage of
Prince Parwiz. When he was admitted to see the Prince he again asserted
himself, demanding the same treatment that was given to ambassadors from
Persia or the Ottoman Empire, which he was granted. He attained local trade
rights from the Prince,” but as the Prince soon fell out of favor with his father,
these became essentially useless.
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Finally, on 10 January 1616, Roe, who had made it to the Court, was
admitted to see the Mughal Emperor, Jahangir. The meeting went rather well.
Roe was allowed to pay respects using his own customs and he gave gifts. The
gifts, however, are hardly mentioned, other than the fact that they “were well
receiued.” Jahangir seemed much more interested in Roe’s health, as Roe had
been ill, and even offered his own physicians to Roe. After the evening
concluded, Roe stated that he was shown “more fauor and outward grace...then
euer was showed to any Ambassador, eyther to the Turke of Persian, or other

whatsoeur.””

As mentioned before, upon Roe’s arrival the English were under the
threat of expulsion. Roe met with Prince Khurram, the later Emperor Shah
Jahan, who claimed that the governor had done this on his own volition and
promised to rectify the situation. The result was the sacking of the governor of
Surat.* During his meeting Roe had given the Prince a present from himself,
claiming it was not good enough to be from his King. Interestingly, in a meeting
two days later with a Mughal official, Roe commented in regards to gift giving
that it was “the Custome that when any body hath business to giue somewhat.”'
In another instance with the Prince, Roe says he gave him “a few toyes after the
Custome.” This can be interpreted in two ways: one is that bribes were
necessary to conduct business and the other is that it was a formality and a nice
gesture but nothing more than that.

There were two major incidents during Roe’s embassy involving
presents. The first happened in early 1617, when a batch of new gifts and other
supplies was being sent to Roe. The shipment was intercepted and sent to
Jahangir, who had looked through everything and taken it all for himself. Roe
was outraged. When confronted, Jahangir tried to assuage Roe, pledging to
make restitution for that which had not been meant for him and offering to loan
some items to Roe should he need them; Jahangir was adamant, however, on
keeping them. He also said that Roe “at all times. . .should be welcome emptie
handed, for that was not my [Roe’s] fault, and I [Roe] should receiue right from

him "%
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The second incident occurred in January of 1618. Another shipment of
presents had been intercepted, this time by Prince Khurram, who had put seals
on the gifts and said that they should not be opened until he allowed. After
twenty days of waiting, however, Roe had decided to open them anyway. He had
obtained consent from Asaph Khan, a powerful official and relative by marriage
to Jahangir, though Asaph Khan denied it when brought before Jahangir.
Jahangir was angry with Roe, but Roe stood his case, arguing that they were his
gifts to give and, besides, he did not know the customs of the seals. In the end
the Prince forgave Roe, the presents were viewed, and again some of Roe’s
things were taken that were not meant to be presents, though again he was paid

for this seizure.®*

Despite all these and many more interesting events at Court, after
about three years at the Court Roe had managed only to get some local and
specific agreements, but had failed to obtain any sort of empire-wide, lasting
agreement. He had been in negotiations with both Asaph Khan and Prince
Khurram about the agreements, but they could never seem to agree on the
details, especially regarding the nature of the English-Portuguese relationship.
In despair, Roe made one last attempt, planning to leave the Court regardless.
In August of 1618 Roe submitted a final proposal to resolve the issues. After one
final exchange and some compromises, with Prince Khurram finally either
giving in to or meeting Roe halfway on points he had hitherto objected to, the
agreement was made. It gave the English rights to trade throughout the Empire,
solidified what the English could and could not do in the Empire, and gave the
English some ability to counter the Portuguese if they were threatened.® Thus
Roe obtained what none of the other previous ambassadors had been able to

before.

So how does the embassy of Sir Thomas Roe sit with the three
strategies for gaining concessions from the Mughal Court? In regards to
maritime power, it seems to relate to the experience of the former
ambassadors. At first the talks to reach an agreement are held up in large part
because of issues over the English-Portuguese relationship. However, after both
Best’s and later Downtown’s victories over the Portuguese, the grip of the
Portuguese on the Mughal Court seems to have waned. Jahangir even mentions
Downtown’s defeat of the Portuguese in 1614 in his memoirs, the only mention
of Europeans in the whole text.*® Clulow, writing about maritime force in Asia

during this time period, notes how Roe mentioned the necessity of force in

84 Ibid., 456-458.
85 Ibid., 507-514.



negotiations with the Mughals.®” However, he makes these comments at the end
of his embassy, after he has been exasperated in his dealings. Also, in other
instances, he explicitly is against war with, or even building forts in, India.* So
in the end it seems that maritime force was best used to weaken the

Portuguese, and perhaps to gain local concessions (as Best was able to get a local
agreement after his victory over the Portuguese), and was of little use in dealing
with the Mughal Court directly.

In regards to presents or bribes, the conclusion is mixed. Roe, by his
own account, seemed to have understood the role of presents, even if he does
not make it entirely clear to the readers of his journal what that role is. It has
been shown by scholars, such as Barbour, Woodfield, and Loomba, that the
Mughal Court cared more about the novelty of the English presents than about
their actual worth, which may show why the Court could not contain
themselves when Roe’s new shipments came. Still, Jahangir claimed to grow
tired of English presents at times,* and seems to have had a fickle attitude, as in
other instances he was unable to contain himself at the thought of new presents.
However, at still other times he seemed to treat gifts with little or no regard.

In terms of diplomatic theatrics, Roe certainly set himself apart from
his predecessors. Roe’s story at the Mughal Court is a constant struggle to stand
up for himself and his country, demanding the treatment of a true ambassador
of one of the world’s greatest powers. And in this Roe was successful. Jahangir
bestowed greater honors on Roe, such as making him a royal disciple of his, that
were bestowed on none before him.” Jahangir himself asked Roe why petty
merchants had been sent before with five times as many gifts which were all
more novel, and Roe, so gentlemanly and of great character, was sent by the
English with so little.” And despite being so honored, Roe acted as the
professional he was. Where others such as Mildenhall and Hawkins had
emulated Mughal ways and ingratiated themselves to the Emperor, Roe had
kept English ways and English dignity, letting nothing demean him or his

nation.”?
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Now that all the early English embassies have been laid out as well as
their implications regarding the three strategies, what is the final conclusion? It
seems that maritime force and gifts were indeed an important aspect of early
diplomacy with the Mughal Court, but diplomatic theatrics was the clincher.
Maritime force was useful in gaining the respect of coastal governors as well as
relegating other European competitors, particularly the Portuguese, at Court.
This latter point was more important, as the Portuguese had been a thorn in the
side of the English, capitalizing on every mistake made by an ambassador to
degrade the English. This may have played a part in the Mughals granting some
leeway for the English to take action against the Portuguese should a conflict
between the two break out, a major point of contention in discussions between
Roe and the Court. However, the fact that Best’s and Downtown’s victories
happened six and four years, respectively, before an agreement was reached
shows that they were likely not as significant in obtaining this concession as the
proponents of maritime force believe. Further, that Roe seems to have had less
issues with the Portuguese at Court is due more to Roe’s ability to handle
himself at Court compared to previous ambassadors than any threat of force.
Gifts, again, are a bit tricky. The main problem seems to have been the
fickleness of Jahangir. At times he seemed like a greedy child, only interested in
new presents. At other times, however, Jahangir brushed presents aside and
weighed a supplicant or an issue on its merits. Also, the fact that ambassadors
before Roe had given grand and novel presents yet obtained nothing while Roe
gave less as well as less interesting gifts but eventually walked away with an
agreement with the future Emperor and endorsed by the current Emperor
shows that gifts were not as important as most scholars have either argued or
simply assumed. And while Mildenhall, Hawkins, and Roe all garnered favor
with the Mughal Emperor (Akbar for Mildenhall, Jahangir for Hawkins and
Roe) initially, Roe was the only one who was able to sustain it, and based on the
above analysis it can only be for the same reason that Roe succeeded in
obtaining an agreement where the others failed. In the end it was diplomatic
theatrics, the personality, bearing, and persistence of the ambassador, that made
a real impression at the Mughal Court. It was the qualities for which Roe had
been chosen as ambassador that allowed him to prevail at the Mughal Court and
succeeded where his predecessors had failed.

While Roe was successful, however, he was not successful in the way
that the East India Company would have liked him to be. This was not the fault
of Roe, however, but rather of the fundamental differences in the way
diplomacy was looked at by the English and the Mughal Court. The goal of a
treaty, which the English sought, was impossible to obtain from the start. The



Mughals did not sign treaties, and no real agreement was lasting that did not
have to do with war. Instead, the Mughal Emperors and Princes gave firmans.
Firmans were royal favors and as such were neither binding nor lasting,”’
Firmans could be changed on a whim, causing problems when the Emperor was
very fickle, as Jahangir was.”* Also, as the firman was a royal favor from one
Emperor or Prince, if that Emperor or Prince died or the Prince fell from favor,
the firman’s authority became mute. So while Roe obtained the best that could
be obtained at the time, the English, in the long run, would not be satisfied with
these temporary and nonbinding firmans. And future Englishmen dealing with
the Mughal Court would not be as patient and dignified as Roe was.
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Big Heads and Buddhist Demons: The Korean Military
Revolution and Northern Expeditions ofl654 and 1658

HYEOKHWEON KANG

Throughout the latter half of the seventeenth century, the Russians and
the Manchu Qing quarreled over the fertile Amur River valley of Manchuria. In
pursuit of fur and tribute, the Cossacks, Russian frontiersmen, expanded
castward over the Ural Mountains and into the Amur region of Siberia, grinding
against Qing borders by the early seventeenth century. They were ruthless
colonizers, plundering and ravaging through tributary tribes of the Qing along
the river. Inhabitants of the Amur feared them and named them Buddhist
Demons (luocha Z&E#l)), evoking the man-eating monsters in Buddhist
mythology.' The Manchus mobilized troops to deter the Russians but repeatedly
proved unsuccessful against their robust ships and deadly firearms. In the battles
of 1654 and 1658, a few hundred disciplined musketeers, dubbed Big Heads
(daeduyin KEEA) for their distinctive headgear, turned the tide in favor of the
Qing and thwarted Russian intrusion into the inner reaches of the Amur for
decades. The Big Heads were Korean musketeers sent to aid the Qing. They
played a decisive role in both battles, breaking through Russian ranks with
systematic musketry volley fire.

The ChosOn dynasty of Korea underwent a military revolution in the
seventeenth century. Through the experience of repeated foreign invasions and
the resulting spread of military technology, Korea evolved into an active
gunpowder nation, powered by reforms in military tactics and the adoption of
musketeers into the mainstay of its army. Despite the Big Heads’ participation
in the Amur frontiers under Qing commands, Korea’s Northern Expeditions
need to be contextualized in the crescendo of military strengthening in ChosOn,
which reached its pinnacle during the reign of Hyojong (1649-1659). The

1 Guo Wenshen ?KI{?{‘(, “cluosi guojia mingcheng bianqgian kao — cong ‘luocha’ dao ‘eluosi’”
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2 The title Big Heads (daeduyin KEEN) was given to the Koreans by the Nanais who served
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living in the lower Amur who subsisted rnainly on fishing. SinYu EF'{%U, trans. by ParkTaegun 7H‘
E RS Kugyok Pukchong ilgi BssIbE HEd (KyOnggi-do, SOngnam-si: Han’guk ChOngsin
MunhwaY0n’guw0n, 1980), 71.



Korean military revolution of the seventeenth century and its manifestation in
the Northern Expeditions of 1654 and 1658 attest to Korean capabilities to
successfully adapt to the challenges of the Eurasian-wide, transcultural

gunpowder revolution.

Traditional historiography has viewed the Korean army as incompetent
and incapable of reform. It was woefully unprepared for the Imjin war of 1592,
when the Japanese ripped through Korean defenses and reached the ChosOn
court within twenty days. The Korean court fled once again in 1624, struggling
to quell the rebellion of a disgruntled general,Yi Gwal. Hong Taiji’s Manchu
cavalry trampled over ChosOn’s northern defenses twice in 1627 and 1636,
culminating in the Korean king shamefully kneeling before those whom Koreans
considered “barbarians.” Did Koreans not innovate militarily after having

undergone such international shame?

Records of Korean military failures overshadow the deep military
reforms that shook Korea to the core during the seventeenth century. The
ChosOn dynasty was transformed through the experience of the Imjin War
(1592-1596). In 1593, a year after the outbreak of the war, King Injo issued
emergency decrees to institute H unryeon Dogam (EJIIﬁ %B%), a new central
army designed specifically to raise musketeers as its mainstay. * Supported by
governmental fiscal support, this army served as a testing ground for new
military formations and tactics, including the musketry volley technique.
Military manuals containing diagrams for volley techniques were proliferated
throughout the 17% century* and state-sponsored military experiments begot
innovations in battle formations and tactics.®
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This unsettles the historical foundations of the Military Revolution
Model.® Coined by Michael Roberts and further expounded by Geoffrey Parker,
the much-debated theory posits that adoption of firearms into European armies
required a new way of warfare, a distinctly Western warfare with professional
soldiers, broadside ships, robust fortresses, and mobile artillery. These military
demands were expensive and taxing, but incessant warfare and interstate
competition in early modern Europe made them indispensable. Over time,
these pressures expedited state formation and triggered wide-ranging financial
and institutional reforms. This revolution allegedly provided Europeans leverage
over other peoples of the world. Parker, thus, proposes the Military Revolution

197

Model as “a new paradigm for the ‘rise of the West.

A new wave of Asian military historians has contested this paradigm.
Historian Sun Laichen argues compellingly that Zhu Yuanzhang, founder of the
Ming dynasty, used gunpowder technology to subdue his enemies and
established “the first ‘gunpowder’ empire in the early modern world.” Stephen
Morillo posits that the Warring States Period of Japan (L E ), which
lasted from the mid-1400s to the early 1600s witnessed an infantry revolution
and a rapid adoption of muskets, including the possibility of the development of
musketry volley technique. ' RohYoung-Koo has argued that there are strikingly
similar parallels between European and Korean military changes throughout
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1750," in James Tracy, Ed., City Walls: The Urban Enceinte in Global Perspective (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2000), 387.
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University of Michigan Department of History, 2000, p. 75.
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seventeenth and eighteenth century. These military changes also had socio-
political consequences such as state centralization, increase in the size of the

standing army, and growth of market economy. "'

Both sides make a compelling case for their arguments. Europeans
certainly took gunpowder technology to another level, enhancing its power and
accuracy through the finesse of their scientific culture, whereas the Chinese
provided the epoch-making innovation of gunpowder and guns themselves. But,
as Tonio Andrade writes, one cannot “directly judge the relative efficacy of
European versus Chinese arms” without comparing them directly in battles
fought between Europeans and Asians. "> Andrade studies the Sino-Dutch War
(1661-1668), offering an insightful comparison of military tactics, technology
and discipline between the Dutch and the Chinese general Zheng Chenggong. "’
As the “deepest lesson” of Andrade’s book, he proposes that “modernization was
a process of interadoption,” and redefines the history of modernity as “a history
less of European dominance than of increasingly rapid diffusion.”"* The military
revolution was indeed a polycentric, Eurasian-wide web of challenge-response
adaptations, the transnational and universal characteristics of which were truly
revolutionary and modern. Rather than having a fixed core-periphery, military
revolution took place in different parts of the world and expanded as it drew

different military traditions across Eurasia into conversation with one another.

The 1654 and 1658 battles in the Black Dragon River are such precious
moments of connected military history. The current scholarship on the Russian-
Manchu conflicts in the Amur treats these conflicts as mere prologues to later
crises and diplomatic interactions. Scholars such as Ravenstein, Mancall, and
Weale produced comprehensive studies on the early Russian interactions with
the Qing and their leading up to the Treaty of Nerchinsk (1689), but their
works failed to recognize Korean participation or to take Korean sources into
account.'” In Korean scholarship, Pak Tae-gun is the leading academic on the

11 Roh, “Kihoek nonmun,” 39-43.
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Seventeenth Century (New York: Columbia University Press, 2008).
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Northern Expeditions of 1654 and 1658. He translated into Korean vernacular
the Diaries of the Northern Expedition (AEEHED), a chronicle by Korean general
SinYu, the commander of the Korean aid troops in 1658.'° Nevertheless,
despite the wealth of sources, the Qing-Russian border conflicts have not been
examined with reference to the military revolution debate.

The stories of Big Heads, Buddhist Demons, and Qing Bannnermen are
also worth being retold. The accounts are overflowing with rich details about
peculiar heroes and individuals and extraordinary meetings between different
ethnic groups. Korean general SinYu was a keen, judicious general who comes
across as someone of upright morality. His Confucian moral values conflicted
with the uncouth, cunning individuals of the Manchu army such as the Qing
commander Sarhuda, whose avarice for war booty led to the death of many
soldiers. Sarhuda’s army was multi-ethnic, including the agrarian Daurs, "
whose fertile soil and well-fed crops made the Cossacks salivate, and the
Juchers,"® who disliked boiled rice and soy sauce'” and threw themselves to the
ground at the sound of gunfire.” Messengers between the Cossacks and the
Qing were the quick-tempered and duplicitous Nanais, or Fishskin Tartars (@
FZ8EF), who served both parties in self-interest. It was they who named the
Koreans “Big Heads” and walked around butchering Cossack corpses after the
battle of 1658.% Lastly, there was the Cossacks, who were intrepid, free-
spirited explorers, experienced in numerous battles and volatile in their
allegiance to the Muscovite state. These intractable men were unified under

their charismatic leaders, tough and astute officials sent from Muscovy, who
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brought a team of clerks and assistants to facilitate their duties of leading
military expeditions, building fortresses, and managing civil affairs.**

Russian Intrusion into Amuria

By 1643, when Vasily Poyarkov and his fellow Cossacks were voyaging
southward to the Amur, extravagant tales of riches and wonders about the land
of the Daurs had been circulating amongst the Siberian Cossacks.”’ These tales
portrayed the Amur valley as an agricultural paradise, inhabited by the Daurs
who cultivated the soil, herded cattle, and engaged in active trade with Chinese
merchants.” The appeal of these stories was magnified by the conditions the
Cossacks were living in, surrounded by permafrost and running short on food

and resources.

Poyarkov was an audacious adventurer, a newly appointed Muscovite
official in Yakutsk, the vibrant Russian town northeast of Lake Baikal. He was
erudite and militarily experienced, eager to pioneer unexplored lands and
exploit their riches. Sponsored by the equally enthusiastic voevoeda, Peter
Golovin, Poyarkov took 132 Cossacks armed with muskets and ammunition,
along with a half-pounder iron gun and bountiful other provisions.”

After departing on the 15 June, Poyarkov made slow progress
navigating the Aldan River and its tributaries, hampered by the shallows and
rapids. After eleven weeks, he still had not reached the Amur and was
compelled to establish winter quarters. When spring came and the river
thawed, he continued his journey southward, eventually reaching a small Daur
village on the Zeya River.* The Daurs were initially welcoming towards the
Cossacks, but their relationship quickly disintegrated as provisions ran out.
Poyarkov coerced resources out of another nearby fortified Daur village, which
led to a violent backlash from the natives.”” Avoiding further conflicts, Poyarkov
and his men sailed south to the intersection of the Zeya and the Amur, from
where he voyaged in different directions before returning to Yakutsk in 1646
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Poyarkov’s expedition provided the first Russian account of the Amur
and its resources, sparking interest in provincial governors in Yakutsk and the
central Muscovite government. His voyage, however, spread alarm and fear
throughout tribesmen along the Amur and made subsequent Cossack
expeditions more bloody and violent. In 1649, with the new appointment of D.
Frantsbekov in Yakutsk, Muscovites reasserted their interest in the Amur.
During the summer of 1650, Khabarov and his men sailed from Yakutsk and
found that many native villages had been deserted to avoid contact with the
Cossacks. Further down the Amur, Khabarov conquered the fortified Daur
village of Yakesa, establishing the first Russian settlement on the Amur River.
This village, renamed Albazin, became a focal point of Russo-Qing relations
later in the century.”

The next year, using Albazin as the new base for expansion, Khabarov
sailed down the Amur with over two hundred men and three large cannons. >’
On 8 October, Khabarov’s ships reached the Guigudar village, which was
fortified by a triple line of defensive structures and garrisoned by a Nanai-
Jucher army of more than eight hundred, in addition to fifty Manchu
cavalrymen.’ The Russian advantage in firearms was salient in this first skirmish
between Khabarov and the Qing. One volley killed twenty Amurian tribesmen,
causing the Manchu to flee inland, while the rest of the natives retreated within
their fortresses.’” Khabarov’s men penetrated the defenses and killed
mercilessly, leaving 661 natives dead in their wake and took 243 women and
118 children as prisoners. The war booty included 350 horses and cattle and
rich stores of grain. Only fifty-five Russians were killed or wounded. 3

After the battle at Guigudar, Khabarov sailed further down, continuing
his brutal conquests against other tribes until reaching a large settlement of
Nanai in Achansk (55¥L#11).* The Nanai, as described in Sin Yu’s account, were
“quick-tempered savages who didn’t even know the calendar and aimed their
arrows casily against anybody, even slashing at their family members.”* The
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Russians suppressed these unruly people and built a formidable fort at
Achansk. 3

The Manchus were aware of Russian encroachments in the Amur
region as early as 1643, when Poyarkov wreaked havoc scrambling for resources
in the winter. This time, however, the natives pleaded the Manchus in the
Ninggu Tower, a wealthy Qing garrison town in the Mudan River valley, for
protection. Commander-in-chief of the Ninggu Tower, General Haise mustered
a large force of approximately 2,000 armed with bows and muskets. At dawn on
3 April of 1652, Haise attacked Fort Achansk, breaching its walls with siege
guns and storming the fortress. The Russians retaliated fiercely with their
cannons and rebuffed the Chinese charge.” Then, a Russian sortie delivered a
fatal blow to the bannermen, supposedly killing seven hundred at a cost of ten
according to Khabarov’s report.* While the Qing army greatly outnumbered
the Cossacks, Manchus suffered a shameful defeat. The capability of Russians to
employ their firearms efficiently and systematically proved decisive against the
Manchu. The Manchus, on the other hand, were over-confidant in their
numbers, attempting to capture the Russians alive.

These Manchu defeats were a wakeup call. Haise was executed for his
incompetence. Sarhuda, a formidable general with abundant battle experience
and cunning acumen, took his place. Sarhuda was a prized general in the Qing
army, having served Nurhaci, Hong Taiji, and Shunzi Emperor in battles against
the Ming forces and during the Manchu invasion of Korea in 1636.% Sarhuda’s
appointment to Ninggu Tower started an aggressive projection of Manchu
power against the Russians. Over the Amur River, shadows of war were
looming large as Sarhuda reinforced his troops in Ninggu Tower and sent word

to request Korean musketeer troops.
Korean Military Revolution

During the Manchu invasion of Korea in 1636, Hong Taiji regarded the
Korean infantry with high esteem, saying:
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Although the Koreans are incapable on horseback, they do not transgress the
principles of the military arts. They excel in infantry fighting, especially in musketeer
tactics, and would be of great use when storming a fortress.*’

Although the Manchu juggernaut crushed Korean resistance in 1636, Hong Taiji
had healthy respect for the capabilities of the Korean infantry and especially the
Korean musketeers. But when did Korea become such an effective gunpowder

nation?

The Imjin War of 1592-1596 was the first catalyst for Korean military
reforms. It was one of the bloodiest wars in the history of East Asia and engaged
massive standing armies. According to Kenneth Swope, “more than two
hundred thousand regular troupes fought for both the Chinese and Japanese
sides, in addition to hundreds of thousands of Korean regulars, volunteer
militiamen and monk soldiers.”' More important than the sheer magnitude of
these clashes were, as Swope emphasizes, the role that firearms played in
determining the outcome of the conflict and the resulting technological
transfers amongst the belligerents. The Japanese brought with them a
formidable way of war, characterized by the efficient use of the harquebus in
tandem with different types of close combat units. Having accumulated a
plethora of military experiences during their Warring States Period, the
Japanese had absorbed the latest musketry technology into the core of their
army, which provided a clear edge against the Koreans. The Chinese army was
known for its employment of large cannons, which dwarfed Japanese firepower
in large set-piece battles, and its Southern troops, an infantry army drilled with
the revolutionary tactics of the legendary Chinese general Qi Jiguang, *

The experience of the Imjin War echoed powerfully in the seventeenth
century military reforms of ChosOn dynasty. Introduction of late Ming general
Qi Jiguang’s military tactics to Korea was the most significant legacy of the war.
In 1593, King Injo issued emergency decrees to establish a new central army
known as the Hunnyeon Dogam GG EREDES). Hunneyon Dogam borrowed
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profusely from the infantry techniques of Qi Jiguang, especially from his manual
Ji iiao xin shu ZCRUHTE (The new book of effective techniques). Orchestrated by the
military specialist Han Kyo and Prime Minister Yu Seong-ryong, reforms started
in Hunnyeon Dogam and spread to other standing armies and regional armies in
Korea. During the war, Han Kyo learned Qi Jiguang’s tactics by observing the
drills of the SouthernTroops and their generals and used this foundation as a
springboard for further reforms.*

What made Qi’s tactics so revolutionary? Qi Jiguang invented his
tactics in response to the Wokou Crisis of the mid-sixteenth century, when
Japanese mariners raided the coastlines of Southern China. Qi developed the
“Control-the-Ranks Method” (Sok Oh beop RIMZE) to organize an infantry
army based around commoners, and placed great emphasis on drill to discipline
them to fight in tight, mutually supportive formations. Qi also incorporated
musketeers into his army, although the extent of their role in his army has yet to
be clarified. Qi’s methods emphasized infantry tactics and the ability to organize

and discipline commoners.*
P

Recruiting commoners and drilling them efficiently to meet the urgent
demands of the war was exactly what the Koreans needed. Following the
“Control-the-Ranks Method,” Hunnyeon Dogam recruited from all social classes
and organized new conscripts with Qi’s stratified troop divisions.* In 1593, the
first 500 soldiers were recruited into the Hunnyeon Dogam, which increased to
2,000 by the end of the war and was augmented to 4,000 by 1616 and 6,350 by
1658.% Qi’s infantry revolution was also imported, as most cavalry units were
supplanted with the SamSuByeong =FK) system, literally “three-unit-
soldiers,” consisting of a mus