






The most famous incident involving Koreans, and the only one to bring to light the 
problem in accounts of the Manchurian Incident, was the Wanbaoshan Incident of 1931. • 

Like the Nakamura Incident, the negotiations over this incident dragged on with no 

resolution before the events of September 18th intervened. The cause lay in the classic 
problems of Korean agriculture: disputes over the rights of Koreans to lease land and over 

their rights to community water. •6 

In Wanbaoshan, an area in the consular jurisdiction of Changchun, Chinese brokers 
"leased" an area of several thousand hectares of low-lying ground from Chinese landlords 
and, relying on illicit methods, next sublet it to over a hundred Koreans for development 
of paddy rice fields. In the spring of 1931, the Koreans began the reclamation process by 
building irrigation channels from the nearby river to the site. This work was nearly 
completed, with cooperative county officials looking the other way about the regulations, 
when three or four local landlords sent a protest petition to the provincial authorities. 
Their actions were prompted by a breakdown in financial negotiations over kickbacks with 

the Chinese brokers involved. Once set in motion, however, the local and provincial 
authorities reversed their tacit recognition of the irrigation project and ordered the work 

halted. 
Despite provincial requests for halting the work, Changchun Consul Tashiro 

responded by insisting that since the irrigation facilities were nearly completed, and the 
reclamation of the land was of benefit to a wider population than just the Koreans, he 

would oppose the Chinese position. The landlords next aroused the local Chinese 
populace with their claims that the irrigation work would result in flooding of the river, 
and tensions grew so great that Tashiro sent in several consular police in plain clothes. 
Provincial authorities countered by sending over seventy policemen into the area, and the 

two nations' forces bristled at a stand-off while Korean work slowly progressed under 
their vigilant eyes. 

Negotiations to settle the incident next shifted from the level of Consul Tashiro 
and local authorities to the provincial capital, where Consul-General Ishii Itar6 took over 

Japanese representation. Tashiro had taken a hardline approach to the problem which Ishii 

felt could not now be substantially altered, though he personally felt the Koreans had 
violated Chinese water rights. •7 Hayashi felt the negotiations dragged on because of I shii's 
lack of enthusiasm for his new assignment. • Just as in the Nakamura Incident, the two 

sides deadlocked over investigations which could not find a common point of view. In 

early July, a violent communal conflict broke out between the local Chinese and Japanese, 
although resulting in only lightly wounded victims. However, this incident immediately 

• For example, Yoshihashi. Conspiracy at Mukden, pp. 143-44. 

• My version &the events is dra•s• from Seki Hiroharu, pp. 352-56; Ha.vashi, pp. 97-107; Ishii 

Itar6, pp. 160-61. 

•7 Ishii, p. 160. Tashiro would later aid the Guandong Army as it occupied Manchuria and his 

name would be associated with reform diplomats in the 1930s. 

s* Havashi. p. 101. 
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fanned reprisals in Korea itself, where Koreans attacked resident Chinese in "Chinatowns" 
and other areas in several cities, killing several hundred. The Wanbaoshan Incident thus 
helped set the stage for popular domestic Korean support for the action of the Manchurian 
Incident. In turn, anti-Japanese incidents also flared up in areas all around China in the 

summer of 1931. 
Hayashi tried desperately, between a slowly responding Tokyo and obstinate 

Chinese authorities, to resolve the incident diplomatically, but by August it was also too 

late for any rice planting that year. Talks at all levels ended in failure, and the Guandong 
Army reaped the benefits of aroused Japanese and Korean indignation, some of it aimed at 

the Gaimush6, when it moved in September. 
In China and Manchuria, the Japanese consul was the sole Japanese administrator 

responsible for the welfare and behavior of the Korean communities. This proved to be an 

impossible task, and most consuls could only close their eyes to the problems. A few 
sought solutions, but the increasing Korean population also meant that Japan's informal 
empire was becoming more and more unmanageable as time went on. 

Conclusions 

This essay has presented a picture of the Japanese consul's role in treaty port 
imperialism in prewar China. Japan's informal empire in China encompassed man), 
Japanese agencies and interest groups, but the legal arbiter or center of extraterritorial 
privilege was the consul. Gaimush6 diplomats posted to this job brought with them their 
institutional pride and training which greatly aided them in coping with the many 
irregularities &this office in China. 

The Gaimush6, throughout prewar history, protested that consulates could not be 
turned into colonial offices. In China, the distinction between the treaty port consulate 
and an outright colonial administrative office might on some points be confusing, but 
nonetheless Gaimush6 consular officials steadfastly insisted on one, resisting the demands 
and actions of a host of their own national agencies and interest groups to further 
encroach on Chinese sovereignty. In reality, of course, the erosion of the consular 
authority from these competing agencies over time greatly aided the move to formal 
empire in the 1930s. Prior to the 1930s, however, this erosion--that is, increasing 
Japanese encroachment on China's sovereign rights--had greatly alarmed both Chinese 
nationalists and the Western powers, who were seeking to end the system altogether, at 

least partly due to the Japanese subversion of it. In a vicious spiral of cause and effect, 
this threat to the status quo of treaty port imperialism hastened Japanese expansionists to 

undertake the outright occupation of part of China in 1931. 
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