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Comparison of Heaven-Human and Earth-Human Relationships
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A Comparison of autogenous modernity in Donghak and Daesoon Thought

Comparison from the perspective of autochthonous modernity:

We shed light on East Asia's unique modernity, which developed in a different
path from the West, through Donghak and Daesoon Thought.

Philosophical depth of the relationship between heaven and earth:

By analyzing the differences between Donghak and Daesoon regarding heaven-human
and earth-human relationships, we understand the unique world view of Korean
religious/philosophical thought.

Significance as a social transformation idea:

We compare and analyze the influence and transformative Characteristics

of the two ideologies on the process of forming modern Korean society.
Ideological continuity and development:

It clarifies the point where Daesoon Thought is differentiated from the part that
it inherited and developed as the 'True Donghak' of Donghak.

“The Comparison of the relationships between celestial beings and intellectuals between

Donghak and Daesoon is an important study that shows how Korea’s unique philosophical
and religious traditions developed spontaneously in the process of modernization.”
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“Donghak Thought chose the human path of

communicating with the heavenly world by doing the
best that a human being can do.”
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t Shinto communication and structural change
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A dramatic change in the structure of heaven
e and earth

Cosmic order and structural transformation

through Shinto

Resolution and changes in the structure of
heaven and earth

Re-establishing the principles of the three
worlds of Heaven, Earth and Man through
resolving resentment

“Daesoon Thought regrets that Donghak Thought did
not fully understand the divine mandate of ‘Heavenly
Mandate’ and ‘Shingyo,” so it rarely mentioned the
divine mandate and did not move far from India.”

525 /549



Comparison of the autogenous modernity of relationships between
acquaintances between Donghak Thought and

Deepening and
redefining the
view of the

View of the

IkEﬁ?a‘%y\Q{s%E!g‘JEhﬂﬁg between the three

D a@880Rd emphasizing harmony
on humans as mediators of

T Emphgsi
h@% d earth - harmony between gods

® Hyaamsmaekas intermediaries
in the harmony of God and
e HhgiCheonji-Seonggong depends on humans

- human-centered structure

View of the

Im%%hﬂgiglr%%tlpm is

D(Deﬂgihé]\kweakened.

1. Focused.on the View of Heaven and earth,
hg%kjgﬁm:ention of the role of divine names

® Focus on human-centered

practical ethics
® A system that does not deviate

significantly from the human path

three worlds
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’%cquairﬁg@gﬁfﬁlaﬁonships are realized through
social practice, and the difference between the
two ideologies is revealed in the way this ideal
society is realized.”
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® Connecting the Principle of Yin-Yang and the Five Phases
with the construction of heaven and earth and
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transition from opposition to coexistence
® Promoting change in the three worlds

of heaven, earth and humankind
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Donghak Thought
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“Daesoon Thought introduced the harmonious circulation Principle of Yin-Yang and the Five Phases
and presented a worldview of coexistence that integrates humans, nature, and the universe.”

A Comparison of autogenous modernity in Donghak and Daesoon Thought 528 /549



Comparlson of the autogenous modernity of relationships between

Comparison
and
Conclusion
of-
autogenous
 deffity
betweeto

1ghak

andg@m
cance

Daesoon

quaintances between Donghak Thought and

Category Donghak Thought Daesoon Thought
central idea Human—centeredness, Harmony between new people, Shinto
guidance (God’s way)
celestial Cheonoecheon, Sicheonju Coexistence and harmony with God,
relationship Samgyegwan
social practice Simcheubdoyu, Onnara Dotonggunja, Jisangsinseon
nobleman
features of The prototype of the equality Dialectical structure, true dynamics
modernity movement
overall
Conclusio . . . .
~ Two paths of autogenous modernity: Donghak is a human-centered ideology of equality, and
n

Daesoon is a person who realizes its own modernity through a comprehensive view of the three

worlds and a transformative understanding of Shintoism.
~ Complementary development: Daesoon Thought developed as ‘True Donghak’ by

systematizing the Divine Name, Shinto, Yin-Yang and the Five Phases that Donghak
v Cooreplpbebresygniditance: Presenting an alternative model of homegrown modernity based on
an East Asian worldview, different from Western-centered modernization

“Donghak and Daesoon Thought are different paths from Western-centered modernity and
suggest a pluralistic development direction for modern society by presenting two models of

A Comparison of autogenous modernity in Donghak and Daesoon Thought 529 /549



