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Daniel Mastick
Curriculum map, working notes, practice, and solutions



KOREA 75 daniel mastick

Course map

Week Core thread What should be solid by the end

1 Reading Korea across
literature, history, and
culture

Reconstruct the model, work an application, test its
assumptions, and explain the result in ordinary language.

2 Foundation myths, early
states, and cultural
memory

Reconstruct the model, work an application, test its
assumptions, and explain the result in ordinary language.

3 Buddhism,
Confucianism, and
premodern literary
worlds

Reconstruct the model, work an application, test its
assumptions, and explain the result in ordinary language.

4 Hangul, literacy, gender,
and vernacular voice

Reconstruct the model, work an application, test its
assumptions, and explain the result in ordinary language.

5 Colonial modernity and
literature under
Japanese rule

Reconstruct the model, work an application, test its
assumptions, and explain the result in ordinary language.

6 Liberation, division, war,
and divided memory

Reconstruct the model, work an application, test its
assumptions, and explain the result in ordinary language.

7 Industrialization,
democratization, class,
and gender

Reconstruct the model, work an application, test its
assumptions, and explain the result in ordinary language.

8 Contemporary media,
diaspora, and global
Korean culture

Reconstruct the model, work an application, test its
assumptions, and explain the result in ordinary language.

9 Integration studio Combine several chapters in one case, preserve their
assumptions, and reconcile the result across
representations.

10 Cumulative review Retrieve the full course map from memory and solve
mixed problems without chapter labels.

Scope anchor: https://catalog.registrar.ucla.edu/course/2024/KOREA75. The sequence is aligned to the official catalog
description and expanded into a practical ten-week study plan.

How I would use this packet

Treat each numbered section as one chapter. Read the formal explanation, pause at the student interpre-
tation, and see whether the easy version still says the same thing. Rework the example without looking,
then cover the solution in the chapter practice box. The cumulative set at the end is deliberately mixed:
knowledge becomes durable when I have to choose the tool instead of being told which chapter I am in.
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CHAPTER 1 Reading Korea across literature, history, and culture

The idea

Literature and cultural objects are arguments shaped by genre, language, audience, institutions,
and historical power. Close reading joins form and context without reducing a poem or film to a
history illustration.

Rebuild the chapter from first principles

The claim I need to own is this: Literature and cultural objects are arguments shaped by genre, language,
audience, institutions, and historical power. Close reading joins form and context without reducing a
poem or film to a history illustration. I do not count that as learned just because the sentence looks
familiar. I should be able to name the objects, state what changes and what stays fixed, recover the rule
from the definitions, and explain why the result is allowed.

The move

My working sequence
1. Translate. Rewrite the prompt in the language of reading korea across literature, history, and

culture. List the known quantities, the unknown, the units or types, and any hidden constraint.

2. Choose. State the theorem, model, algorithm, accounting rule, or physical law before substi-
tuting values. This is where I make the assumption visible.

3. Execute. Work one justified step at a time and keep intermediate state readable enough that
I can audit it later.

4. Verify. Check a boundary case, sign, unit, invariant, order of magnitude, or alternative
derivation. Then translate the result back into an ordinary sentence.

Details I would refuse to skip

• Definitions: I should be able to define every technical noun in the chapter without using that same
noun in the definition.

• Assumptions: I write the condition that makes the method legal beside the method itself. A correct
procedure under the wrong assumptions is still a wrong answer.

• Representation: I move freely among words, equations or code, a diagram, and a small numerical
example. If one representation disagrees with another, that disagreement is useful evidence.

• Failure modes: I keep the nearest counterexample in mind: the boundary where the rule changes,
the invariant breaks, or the model stops matching reality.

• Communication: My final answer names what the result means and what it does not establish. I
do not let notation do the explanatory work for me.
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Sanity check

Closed-note check. Can I teach reading korea across literature, history, and culture on a blank
page, derive or reconstruct its main rule, work a fresh example, and diagnose a deliberately broken
solution? If I can only recognize the finished work, I am not done.

How this chapter connects

I read this chapter as the bridge from the course foundations to foundation myths, early states, and
cultural memory. The earlier material supplies the language and constraints; this chapter adds a new
reasoning move; the later material asks me to use that move without being told its name. That connection
matters because exams and real projects mix chapters on purpose.

The full working model

• Core claim. Literature and cultural objects are arguments shaped by genre, language, audience,
institutions, and historical power.

• What moves. Close reading joins form and context without reducing a poem or film to a history
illustration.

• What keeps the answer honest. The model becomes useful only when I can apply reading korea
across literature, history, and culture to an unfamiliar case and defend the assumptions.

• Mastery standard. I can define the objects, rebuild the rule, work a fresh case, compare alternatives,
and diagnose a broken solution without relying on recognition.

How I actually think about it

I begin with what the text is doing on the page or screen, then connect that formal choice to its
moment.

The easy version

Literature and cultural objects are arguments shaped by genre, language, audience, institutions,
and historical power.

Worked example

Question. What is the difference between summary and close reading?
Walkthrough. Summary says what happens. Close reading analyzes how diction, image, struc-
ture, voice, silence, or framing produces meaning and supports an interpretive claim.

Common miss

The fastest way to get this chapter wrong is to use the visible procedure without naming its
assumption, units, time period, reference group, or boundary. I put that condition beside the
work and verify the result independently.
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Solved chapter practice

Practice 1. What is the difference between summary and close reading?
Solution. Summary says what happens. Close reading analyzes how diction, image, structure,
voice, silence, or framing produces meaning and supports an interpretive claim.

Practice 2. Explain reading korea across literature, history, and culture to a classmate using one
definition, one concrete example, one assumption, and one failure mode.
Solution. Begin with the core claim above, use the worked case as the concrete example, state
the condition highlighted by the warning, and choose a failure where that condition does not hold.
A complete explanation connects all four pieces instead of listing them.

Mastery practice A. Reconstruct reading korea across literature, history, and culture from a
blank page. Include the central definition, the governing rule, one required assumption, and one
boundary case.
Solution. Start from the blue idea box, but rewrite it in my own words. Identify the objects
and state, name the rule before using it, copy the relevant assumption from the details audit, and
choose a boundary where that assumption becomes equality or fails. A complete solution explains
why each part belongs; a list of vocabulary is not enough.

Mastery practice B. A classmate gets a polished-looking answer to a reading korea across
literature, history, and culture problem but never states a model or checks the result. Write the
shortest useful review of that solution.
Solution. I would ask four concrete questions: What exactly are the inputs and desired output?
Which rule licenses the main step? Which assumption could invalidate it? Which independent
check supports the conclusion? If the answer cannot survive those four questions, I treat the
numerical or verbal result as unverified.

CHAPTER 2 Foundation myths, early states, and cultural memory

The idea

Foundation narratives such as Tangun and Jumong connect sacred ancestry, territory, rulership,
and collective identity. Later retellings reveal how memory is selected and adapted rather than
simply preserved unchanged.

Rebuild the chapter from first principles

The claim I need to own is this: Foundation narratives such as Tangun and Jumong connect sacred
ancestry, territory, rulership, and collective identity. Later retellings reveal how memory is selected
and adapted rather than simply preserved unchanged. I do not count that as learned just because the
sentence looks familiar. I should be able to name the objects, state what changes and what stays fixed,
recover the rule from the definitions, and explain why the result is allowed.
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The move

My working sequence
1. Translate. Rewrite the prompt in the language of foundation myths, early states, and cultural

memory. List the known quantities, the unknown, the units or types, and any hidden constraint.

2. Choose. State the theorem, model, algorithm, accounting rule, or physical law before substi-
tuting values. This is where I make the assumption visible.

3. Execute. Work one justified step at a time and keep intermediate state readable enough that
I can audit it later.

4. Verify. Check a boundary case, sign, unit, invariant, order of magnitude, or alternative
derivation. Then translate the result back into an ordinary sentence.

Details I would refuse to skip

• Definitions: I should be able to define every technical noun in the chapter without using that same
noun in the definition.

• Assumptions: I write the condition that makes the method legal beside the method itself. A correct
procedure under the wrong assumptions is still a wrong answer.

• Representation: I move freely among words, equations or code, a diagram, and a small numerical
example. If one representation disagrees with another, that disagreement is useful evidence.

• Failure modes: I keep the nearest counterexample in mind: the boundary where the rule changes,
the invariant breaks, or the model stops matching reality.

• Communication: My final answer names what the result means and what it does not establish. I
do not let notation do the explanatory work for me.

Sanity check

Closed-note check. Can I teach foundation myths, early states, and cultural memory on a blank
page, derive or reconstruct its main rule, work a fresh example, and diagnose a deliberately broken
solution? If I can only recognize the finished work, I am not done.

How this chapter connects

I read this chapter as the bridge from reading korea across literature, history, and culture to buddhism,
confucianism, and premodern literary worlds. The earlier material supplies the language and constraints;
this chapter adds a new reasoning move; the later material asks me to use that move without being told
its name. That connection matters because exams and real projects mix chapters on purpose.

The full working model

• Core claim. Foundation narratives such as Tangun and Jumong connect sacred ancestry, territory,
rulership, and collective identity.

• What moves. Later retellings reveal how memory is selected and adapted rather than simply
preserved unchanged.
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• What keeps the answer honest. The model becomes useful only when I can apply foundation
myths, early states, and cultural memory to an unfamiliar case and defend the assumptions.

• Mastery standard. I can define the objects, rebuild the rule, work a fresh case, compare alternatives,
and diagnose a broken solution without relying on recognition.

How I actually think about it

I read a myth twice: once for its world and once for why a later audience needed that version of
the past.

The easy version

Foundation narratives such as Tangun and Jumong connect sacred ancestry, territory, rulership,
and collective identity.

Worked example

Question. Why might a modern nation retell an ancient foundation myth?
Walkthrough. The retelling can authorize continuity, shared ancestry, territory, or values, while
changing details to answer modern political and cultural needs.

Common miss

The fastest way to get this chapter wrong is to use the visible procedure without naming its
assumption, units, time period, reference group, or boundary. I put that condition beside the
work and verify the result independently.

Solved chapter practice

Practice 1. Why might a modern nation retell an ancient foundation myth?
Solution. The retelling can authorize continuity, shared ancestry, territory, or values, while
changing details to answer modern political and cultural needs.
Practice 2. Explain foundation myths, early states, and cultural memory to a classmate using
one definition, one concrete example, one assumption, and one failure mode.
Solution. Begin with the core claim above, use the worked case as the concrete example, state
the condition highlighted by the warning, and choose a failure where that condition does not hold.
A complete explanation connects all four pieces instead of listing them.
Mastery practice A. Reconstruct foundation myths, early states, and cultural memory from a
blank page. Include the central definition, the governing rule, one required assumption, and one
boundary case.
Solution. Start from the blue idea box, but rewrite it in my own words. Identify the objects
and state, name the rule before using it, copy the relevant assumption from the details audit, and
choose a boundary where that assumption becomes equality or fails. A complete solution explains
why each part belongs; a list of vocabulary is not enough.
Mastery practice B. A classmate gets a polished-looking answer to a foundation myths, early
states, and cultural memory problem but never states a model or checks the result. Write the
shortest useful review of that solution.
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Solution. I would ask four concrete questions: What exactly are the inputs and desired output?
Which rule licenses the main step? Which assumption could invalidate it? Which independent
check supports the conclusion? If the answer cannot survive those four questions, I treat the
numerical or verbal result as unverified.

CHAPTER 3 Buddhism, Confucianism, and premodern literary worlds

The idea

Buddhist ideas of impermanence and compassion and Confucian ideals of hierarchy, learning, fam-
ily, and governance shaped genres and institutions. Hyangga, sijo, kasa, tales, and records carried
elite and popular voices through changing writing systems.

Rebuild the chapter from first principles

The claim I need to own is this: Buddhist ideas of impermanence and compassion and Confucian ideals
of hierarchy, learning, family, and governance shaped genres and institutions. Hyangga, sijo, kasa, tales,
and records carried elite and popular voices through changing writing systems. I do not count that as
learned just because the sentence looks familiar. I should be able to name the objects, state what changes
and what stays fixed, recover the rule from the definitions, and explain why the result is allowed.

The move

My working sequence
1. Translate. Rewrite the prompt in the language of buddhism, confucianism, and premodern

literary worlds. List the known quantities, the unknown, the units or types, and any hidden
constraint.

2. Choose. State the theorem, model, algorithm, accounting rule, or physical law before substi-
tuting values. This is where I make the assumption visible.

3. Execute. Work one justified step at a time and keep intermediate state readable enough that
I can audit it later.

4. Verify. Check a boundary case, sign, unit, invariant, order of magnitude, or alternative
derivation. Then translate the result back into an ordinary sentence.

Details I would refuse to skip

• Definitions: I should be able to define every technical noun in the chapter without using that same
noun in the definition.

• Assumptions: I write the condition that makes the method legal beside the method itself. A correct
procedure under the wrong assumptions is still a wrong answer.

• Representation: I move freely among words, equations or code, a diagram, and a small numerical
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example. If one representation disagrees with another, that disagreement is useful evidence.

• Failure modes: I keep the nearest counterexample in mind: the boundary where the rule changes,
the invariant breaks, or the model stops matching reality.

• Communication: My final answer names what the result means and what it does not establish. I
do not let notation do the explanatory work for me.

Sanity check

Closed-note check. Can I teach buddhism, confucianism, and premodern literary worlds on a
blank page, derive or reconstruct its main rule, work a fresh example, and diagnose a deliberately
broken solution? If I can only recognize the finished work, I am not done.

How this chapter connects

I read this chapter as the bridge from foundation myths, early states, and cultural memory to hangul,
literacy, gender, and vernacular voice. The earlier material supplies the language and constraints; this
chapter adds a new reasoning move; the later material asks me to use that move without being told its
name. That connection matters because exams and real projects mix chapters on purpose.

The full working model

• Core claim. Buddhist ideas of impermanence and compassion and Confucian ideals of hierarchy,
learning, family, and governance shaped genres and institutions.

• What moves. Hyangga, sijo, kasa, tales, and records carried elite and popular voices through
changing writing systems.

• What keeps the answer honest. The model becomes useful only when I can apply buddhism,
confucianism, and premodern literary worlds to an unfamiliar case and defend the assumptions.

• Mastery standard. I can define the objects, rebuild the rule, work a fresh case, compare alternatives,
and diagnose a broken solution without relying on recognition.

How I actually think about it

I avoid treating Buddhism and Confucianism as fixed opposites; texts often combine, negotiate,
or criticize them.

The easy version

Buddhist ideas of impermanence and compassion and Confucian ideals of hierarchy, learning,
family, and governance shaped genres and institutions.

Worked example

Question. How can sijo form intensify a turn in meaning?
Walkthrough. Its compact three-part movement establishes a scene, develops tension, and pivots
or resolves in the final line, making formal compression part of the argument.
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Common miss

The fastest way to get this chapter wrong is to use the visible procedure without naming its
assumption, units, time period, reference group, or boundary. I put that condition beside the
work and verify the result independently.

Solved chapter practice

Practice 1. How can sijo form intensify a turn in meaning?
Solution. Its compact three-part movement establishes a scene, develops tension, and pivots or
resolves in the final line, making formal compression part of the argument.

Practice 2. Explain buddhism, confucianism, and premodern literary worlds to a classmate using
one definition, one concrete example, one assumption, and one failure mode.
Solution. Begin with the core claim above, use the worked case as the concrete example, state
the condition highlighted by the warning, and choose a failure where that condition does not hold.
A complete explanation connects all four pieces instead of listing them.

Mastery practice A. Reconstruct buddhism, confucianism, and premodern literary worlds from
a blank page. Include the central definition, the governing rule, one required assumption, and one
boundary case.
Solution. Start from the blue idea box, but rewrite it in my own words. Identify the objects
and state, name the rule before using it, copy the relevant assumption from the details audit, and
choose a boundary where that assumption becomes equality or fails. A complete solution explains
why each part belongs; a list of vocabulary is not enough.

Mastery practice B. A classmate gets a polished-looking answer to a buddhism, confucianism,
and premodern literary worlds problem but never states a model or checks the result. Write the
shortest useful review of that solution.
Solution. I would ask four concrete questions: What exactly are the inputs and desired output?
Which rule licenses the main step? Which assumption could invalidate it? Which independent
check supports the conclusion? If the answer cannot survive those four questions, I treat the
numerical or verbal result as unverified.

CHAPTER 4 Hangul, literacy, gender, and vernacular voice

The idea

The creation of Hangul changed access to writing while Classical Chinese retained prestige. Letters,
diaries, songs, fiction, and women’s writing show how script, class, gender, and publication shaped
whose voice entered the archive.

Rebuild the chapter from first principles

The claim I need to own is this: The creation of Hangul changed access to writing while Classical Chinese
retained prestige. Letters, diaries, songs, fiction, and women’s writing show how script, class, gender,
and publication shaped whose voice entered the archive. I do not count that as learned just because the
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sentence looks familiar. I should be able to name the objects, state what changes and what stays fixed,
recover the rule from the definitions, and explain why the result is allowed.

The move

My working sequence
1. Translate. Rewrite the prompt in the language of hangul, literacy, gender, and vernacular

voice. List the known quantities, the unknown, the units or types, and any hidden constraint.

2. Choose. State the theorem, model, algorithm, accounting rule, or physical law before substi-
tuting values. This is where I make the assumption visible.

3. Execute. Work one justified step at a time and keep intermediate state readable enough that
I can audit it later.

4. Verify. Check a boundary case, sign, unit, invariant, order of magnitude, or alternative
derivation. Then translate the result back into an ordinary sentence.

Details I would refuse to skip

• Definitions: I should be able to define every technical noun in the chapter without using that same
noun in the definition.

• Assumptions: I write the condition that makes the method legal beside the method itself. A correct
procedure under the wrong assumptions is still a wrong answer.

• Representation: I move freely among words, equations or code, a diagram, and a small numerical
example. If one representation disagrees with another, that disagreement is useful evidence.

• Failure modes: I keep the nearest counterexample in mind: the boundary where the rule changes,
the invariant breaks, or the model stops matching reality.

• Communication: My final answer names what the result means and what it does not establish. I
do not let notation do the explanatory work for me.

Sanity check

Closed-note check. Can I teach hangul, literacy, gender, and vernacular voice on a blank page,
derive or reconstruct its main rule, work a fresh example, and diagnose a deliberately broken
solution? If I can only recognize the finished work, I am not done.

How this chapter connects

I read this chapter as the bridge from buddhism, confucianism, and premodern literary worlds to colonial
modernity and literature under japanese rule. The earlier material supplies the language and constraints;
this chapter adds a new reasoning move; the later material asks me to use that move without being told
its name. That connection matters because exams and real projects mix chapters on purpose.

Unofficial UCLA-aligned study notes 13 / 25



KOREA 75 daniel mastick

The full working model

• Core claim. The creation of Hangul changed access to writing while Classical Chinese retained
prestige.

• What moves. Letters, diaries, songs, fiction, and women’s writing show how script, class, gender,
and publication shaped whose voice entered the archive.

• What keeps the answer honest. The model becomes useful only when I can apply hangul, literacy,
gender, and vernacular voice to an unfamiliar case and defend the assumptions.

• Mastery standard. I can define the objects, rebuild the rule, work a fresh case, compare alternatives,
and diagnose a broken solution without relying on recognition.

How I actually think about it

A writing system is also an access system: I ask who could read, publish, and be preserved.

The easy version

The creation of Hangul changed access to writing while Classical Chinese retained prestige.

Worked example

Question. Why did Hangul not instantly replace Classical Chinese?
Walkthrough. Prestige, bureaucracy, education, elite identity, and existing institutions sustained
Classical Chinese even as Hangul expanded vernacular literacy and new reading communities.

Common miss

The fastest way to get this chapter wrong is to use the visible procedure without naming its
assumption, units, time period, reference group, or boundary. I put that condition beside the
work and verify the result independently.

Solved chapter practice

Practice 1. Why did Hangul not instantly replace Classical Chinese?
Solution. Prestige, bureaucracy, education, elite identity, and existing institutions sustained
Classical Chinese even as Hangul expanded vernacular literacy and new reading communities.

Practice 2. Explain hangul, literacy, gender, and vernacular voice to a classmate using one
definition, one concrete example, one assumption, and one failure mode.
Solution. Begin with the core claim above, use the worked case as the concrete example, state
the condition highlighted by the warning, and choose a failure where that condition does not hold.
A complete explanation connects all four pieces instead of listing them.

Mastery practice A. Reconstruct hangul, literacy, gender, and vernacular voice from a blank
page. Include the central definition, the governing rule, one required assumption, and one boundary
case.
Solution. Start from the blue idea box, but rewrite it in my own words. Identify the objects
and state, name the rule before using it, copy the relevant assumption from the details audit, and
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choose a boundary where that assumption becomes equality or fails. A complete solution explains
why each part belongs; a list of vocabulary is not enough.

Mastery practice B. A classmate gets a polished-looking answer to a hangul, literacy, gender,
and vernacular voice problem but never states a model or checks the result. Write the shortest
useful review of that solution.
Solution. I would ask four concrete questions: What exactly are the inputs and desired output?
Which rule licenses the main step? Which assumption could invalidate it? Which independent
check supports the conclusion? If the answer cannot survive those four questions, I treat the
numerical or verbal result as unverified.

CHAPTER 5 Colonial modernity and literature under Japanese rule

The idea

Colonial rule transformed land, education, language, cities, labor, and cultural production. Writ-
ers confronted censorship, collaboration, resistance, modernism, gender change, and competing
national projects without one uniform response.

Rebuild the chapter from first principles

The claim I need to own is this: Colonial rule transformed land, education, language, cities, labor,
and cultural production. Writers confronted censorship, collaboration, resistance, modernism, gender
change, and competing national projects without one uniform response. I do not count that as learned
just because the sentence looks familiar. I should be able to name the objects, state what changes and
what stays fixed, recover the rule from the definitions, and explain why the result is allowed.

The move

My working sequence
1. Translate. Rewrite the prompt in the language of colonial modernity and literature under

japanese rule. List the known quantities, the unknown, the units or types, and any hidden
constraint.

2. Choose. State the theorem, model, algorithm, accounting rule, or physical law before substi-
tuting values. This is where I make the assumption visible.

3. Execute. Work one justified step at a time and keep intermediate state readable enough that
I can audit it later.

4. Verify. Check a boundary case, sign, unit, invariant, order of magnitude, or alternative
derivation. Then translate the result back into an ordinary sentence.
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Details I would refuse to skip

• Definitions: I should be able to define every technical noun in the chapter without using that same
noun in the definition.

• Assumptions: I write the condition that makes the method legal beside the method itself. A correct
procedure under the wrong assumptions is still a wrong answer.

• Representation: I move freely among words, equations or code, a diagram, and a small numerical
example. If one representation disagrees with another, that disagreement is useful evidence.

• Failure modes: I keep the nearest counterexample in mind: the boundary where the rule changes,
the invariant breaks, or the model stops matching reality.

• Communication: My final answer names what the result means and what it does not establish. I
do not let notation do the explanatory work for me.

Sanity check

Closed-note check. Can I teach colonial modernity and literature under japanese rule on a
blank page, derive or reconstruct its main rule, work a fresh example, and diagnose a deliberately
broken solution? If I can only recognize the finished work, I am not done.

How this chapter connects

I read this chapter as the bridge from hangul, literacy, gender, and vernacular voice to liberation, division,
war, and divided memory. The earlier material supplies the language and constraints; this chapter adds
a new reasoning move; the later material asks me to use that move without being told its name. That
connection matters because exams and real projects mix chapters on purpose.

The full working model

• Core claim. Colonial rule transformed land, education, language, cities, labor, and cultural produc-
tion.

• What moves. Writers confronted censorship, collaboration, resistance, modernism, gender change,
and competing national projects without one uniform response.

• What keeps the answer honest. The model becomes useful only when I can apply colonial
modernity and literature under japanese rule to an unfamiliar case and defend the assumptions.

• Mastery standard. I can define the objects, rebuild the rule, work a fresh case, compare alternatives,
and diagnose a broken solution without relying on recognition.

How I actually think about it

I resist sorting every author into hero or collaborator before examining the constrained choices
and textual evidence.

The easy version

Colonial rule transformed land, education, language, cities, labor, and cultural production.
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Worked example

Question. What does colonial modernity mean?
Walkthrough. Modern institutions and forms developed through imperial domination, producing
innovation and violence together rather than a simple transition from tradition to progress.

Common miss

The fastest way to get this chapter wrong is to use the visible procedure without naming its
assumption, units, time period, reference group, or boundary. I put that condition beside the
work and verify the result independently.

Solved chapter practice

Practice 1. What does colonial modernity mean?
Solution. Modern institutions and forms developed through imperial domination, producing
innovation and violence together rather than a simple transition from tradition to progress.

Practice 2. Explain colonial modernity and literature under japanese rule to a classmate using
one definition, one concrete example, one assumption, and one failure mode.
Solution. Begin with the core claim above, use the worked case as the concrete example, state
the condition highlighted by the warning, and choose a failure where that condition does not hold.
A complete explanation connects all four pieces instead of listing them.

Mastery practice A. Reconstruct colonial modernity and literature under japanese rule from a
blank page. Include the central definition, the governing rule, one required assumption, and one
boundary case.
Solution. Start from the blue idea box, but rewrite it in my own words. Identify the objects
and state, name the rule before using it, copy the relevant assumption from the details audit, and
choose a boundary where that assumption becomes equality or fails. A complete solution explains
why each part belongs; a list of vocabulary is not enough.

Mastery practice B. A classmate gets a polished-looking answer to a colonial modernity and
literature under japanese rule problem but never states a model or checks the result. Write the
shortest useful review of that solution.
Solution. I would ask four concrete questions: What exactly are the inputs and desired output?
Which rule licenses the main step? Which assumption could invalidate it? Which independent
check supports the conclusion? If the answer cannot survive those four questions, I treat the
numerical or verbal result as unverified.

CHAPTER 6 Liberation, division, war, and divided memory
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The idea

Liberation in 1945 led into occupation zones, rival states, war, displacement, massacre, and family
separation. Literature, testimony, memorials, and film contest what can be spoken and whose
suffering defines national memory.

Rebuild the chapter from first principles

The claim I need to own is this: Liberation in 1945 led into occupation zones, rival states, war, displace-
ment, massacre, and family separation. Literature, testimony, memorials, and film contest what can be
spoken and whose suffering defines national memory. I do not count that as learned just because the
sentence looks familiar. I should be able to name the objects, state what changes and what stays fixed,
recover the rule from the definitions, and explain why the result is allowed.

The move

My working sequence
1. Translate. Rewrite the prompt in the language of liberation, division, war, and divided

memory. List the known quantities, the unknown, the units or types, and any hidden constraint.

2. Choose. State the theorem, model, algorithm, accounting rule, or physical law before substi-
tuting values. This is where I make the assumption visible.

3. Execute. Work one justified step at a time and keep intermediate state readable enough that
I can audit it later.

4. Verify. Check a boundary case, sign, unit, invariant, order of magnitude, or alternative
derivation. Then translate the result back into an ordinary sentence.

Details I would refuse to skip

• Definitions: I should be able to define every technical noun in the chapter without using that same
noun in the definition.

• Assumptions: I write the condition that makes the method legal beside the method itself. A correct
procedure under the wrong assumptions is still a wrong answer.

• Representation: I move freely among words, equations or code, a diagram, and a small numerical
example. If one representation disagrees with another, that disagreement is useful evidence.

• Failure modes: I keep the nearest counterexample in mind: the boundary where the rule changes,
the invariant breaks, or the model stops matching reality.

• Communication: My final answer names what the result means and what it does not establish. I
do not let notation do the explanatory work for me.
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Sanity check

Closed-note check. Can I teach liberation, division, war, and divided memory on a blank page,
derive or reconstruct its main rule, work a fresh example, and diagnose a deliberately broken
solution? If I can only recognize the finished work, I am not done.

How this chapter connects

I read this chapter as the bridge from colonial modernity and literature under japanese rule to industri-
alization, democratization, class, and gender. The earlier material supplies the language and constraints;
this chapter adds a new reasoning move; the later material asks me to use that move without being told
its name. That connection matters because exams and real projects mix chapters on purpose.

The full working model

• Core claim. Liberation in 1945 led into occupation zones, rival states, war, displacement, massacre,
and family separation.

• What moves. Literature, testimony, memorials, and film contest what can be spoken and whose
suffering defines national memory.

• What keeps the answer honest. The model becomes useful only when I can apply liberation,
division, war, and divided memory to an unfamiliar case and defend the assumptions.

• Mastery standard. I can define the objects, rebuild the rule, work a fresh case, compare alternatives,
and diagnose a broken solution without relying on recognition.

How I actually think about it

My shorthand for this chapter is: the Korean War is not only a battlefield timeline; it is a
continuing structure in families, borders, and public memory.

The easy version

Liberation in 1945 led into occupation zones, rival states, war, displacement, massacre, and family
separation.

Worked example

Question. Why may official and family memories of war differ?
Walkthrough. States organize legitimating narratives, while families may preserve loss, migra-
tion, political ambiguity, or violence excluded from public accounts.

Common miss

The fastest way to get this chapter wrong is to use the visible procedure without naming its
assumption, units, time period, reference group, or boundary. I put that condition beside the
work and verify the result independently.
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Solved chapter practice

Practice 1. Why may official and family memories of war differ?
Solution. States organize legitimating narratives, while families may preserve loss, migration,
political ambiguity, or violence excluded from public accounts.

Practice 2. Explain liberation, division, war, and divided memory to a classmate using one
definition, one concrete example, one assumption, and one failure mode.
Solution. Begin with the core claim above, use the worked case as the concrete example, state
the condition highlighted by the warning, and choose a failure where that condition does not hold.
A complete explanation connects all four pieces instead of listing them.

Mastery practice A. Reconstruct liberation, division, war, and divided memory from a blank
page. Include the central definition, the governing rule, one required assumption, and one boundary
case.
Solution. Start from the blue idea box, but rewrite it in my own words. Identify the objects
and state, name the rule before using it, copy the relevant assumption from the details audit, and
choose a boundary where that assumption becomes equality or fails. A complete solution explains
why each part belongs; a list of vocabulary is not enough.

Mastery practice B. A classmate gets a polished-looking answer to a liberation, division, war,
and divided memory problem but never states a model or checks the result. Write the shortest
useful review of that solution.
Solution. I would ask four concrete questions: What exactly are the inputs and desired output?
Which rule licenses the main step? Which assumption could invalidate it? Which independent
check supports the conclusion? If the answer cannot survive those four questions, I treat the
numerical or verbal result as unverified.

CHAPTER 7 Industrialization, democratization, class, and gender

The idea

Rapid growth, urban migration, factory labor, authoritarian rule, protest, and democratization
transformed everyday life. Cultural works register compressed development through housing, work,
education, family, gender, and generational conflict.

Rebuild the chapter from first principles

The claim I need to own is this: Rapid growth, urban migration, factory labor, authoritarian rule, protest,
and democratization transformed everyday life. Cultural works register compressed development through
housing, work, education, family, gender, and generational conflict. I do not count that as learned just
because the sentence looks familiar. I should be able to name the objects, state what changes and what
stays fixed, recover the rule from the definitions, and explain why the result is allowed.
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The move

My working sequence
1. Translate. Rewrite the prompt in the language of industrialization, democratization, class,

and gender. List the known quantities, the unknown, the units or types, and any hidden
constraint.

2. Choose. State the theorem, model, algorithm, accounting rule, or physical law before substi-
tuting values. This is where I make the assumption visible.

3. Execute. Work one justified step at a time and keep intermediate state readable enough that
I can audit it later.

4. Verify. Check a boundary case, sign, unit, invariant, order of magnitude, or alternative
derivation. Then translate the result back into an ordinary sentence.

Details I would refuse to skip

• Definitions: I should be able to define every technical noun in the chapter without using that same
noun in the definition.

• Assumptions: I write the condition that makes the method legal beside the method itself. A correct
procedure under the wrong assumptions is still a wrong answer.

• Representation: I move freely among words, equations or code, a diagram, and a small numerical
example. If one representation disagrees with another, that disagreement is useful evidence.

• Failure modes: I keep the nearest counterexample in mind: the boundary where the rule changes,
the invariant breaks, or the model stops matching reality.

• Communication: My final answer names what the result means and what it does not establish. I
do not let notation do the explanatory work for me.

Sanity check

Closed-note check. Can I teach industrialization, democratization, class, and gender on a blank
page, derive or reconstruct its main rule, work a fresh example, and diagnose a deliberately broken
solution? If I can only recognize the finished work, I am not done.

How this chapter connects

I read this chapter as the bridge from liberation, division, war, and divided memory to contemporary
media, diaspora, and global korean culture. The earlier material supplies the language and constraints;
this chapter adds a new reasoning move; the later material asks me to use that move without being told
its name. That connection matters because exams and real projects mix chapters on purpose.

The full working model

• Core claim. Rapid growth, urban migration, factory labor, authoritarian rule, protest, and democ-
ratization transformed everyday life.

• What moves. Cultural works register compressed development through housing, work, education,
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family, gender, and generational conflict.

• What keeps the answer honest. The model becomes useful only when I can apply industrialization,
democratization, class, and gender to an unfamiliar case and defend the assumptions.

• Mastery standard. I can define the objects, rebuild the rule, work a fresh case, compare alternatives,
and diagnose a broken solution without relying on recognition.

How I actually think about it

I track who paid the human cost of the national success story and how art makes that cost visible.

The easy version

Rapid growth, urban migration, factory labor, authoritarian rule, protest, and democratization
transformed everyday life.

Worked example

Question. How can a factory narrative critique developmentalism?
Walkthrough. By centering bodily exhaustion, gendered labor, surveillance, injury, or displace-
ment hidden by aggregate growth statistics and national progress rhetoric.

Common miss

The fastest way to get this chapter wrong is to use the visible procedure without naming its
assumption, units, time period, reference group, or boundary. I put that condition beside the
work and verify the result independently.

Solved chapter practice

Practice 1. How can a factory narrative critique developmentalism?
Solution. By centering bodily exhaustion, gendered labor, surveillance, injury, or displacement
hidden by aggregate growth statistics and national progress rhetoric.

Practice 2. Explain industrialization, democratization, class, and gender to a classmate using
one definition, one concrete example, one assumption, and one failure mode.
Solution. Begin with the core claim above, use the worked case as the concrete example, state
the condition highlighted by the warning, and choose a failure where that condition does not hold.
A complete explanation connects all four pieces instead of listing them.

Mastery practice A. Reconstruct industrialization, democratization, class, and gender from a
blank page. Include the central definition, the governing rule, one required assumption, and one
boundary case.
Solution. Start from the blue idea box, but rewrite it in my own words. Identify the objects
and state, name the rule before using it, copy the relevant assumption from the details audit, and
choose a boundary where that assumption becomes equality or fails. A complete solution explains
why each part belongs; a list of vocabulary is not enough.

Mastery practice B. A classmate gets a polished-looking answer to a industrialization, democ-
ratization, class, and gender problem but never states a model or checks the result. Write the
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shortest useful review of that solution.
Solution. I would ask four concrete questions: What exactly are the inputs and desired output?
Which rule licenses the main step? Which assumption could invalidate it? Which independent
check supports the conclusion? If the answer cannot survive those four questions, I treat the
numerical or verbal result as unverified.

CHAPTER 8 Contemporary media, diaspora, and global Korean culture

The idea

Film, television, popular music, webtoons, literature, games, and diaspora culture circulate
through platforms, translation, fandom, labor systems, and state policy. Global popularity creates
hybrid identities and new inequalities rather than one-way cultural export.

Rebuild the chapter from first principles

The claim I need to own is this: Film, television, popular music, webtoons, literature, games, and
diaspora culture circulate through platforms, translation, fandom, labor systems, and state policy. Global
popularity creates hybrid identities and new inequalities rather than one-way cultural export. I do not
count that as learned just because the sentence looks familiar. I should be able to name the objects, state
what changes and what stays fixed, recover the rule from the definitions, and explain why the result is
allowed.

The move

My working sequence
1. Translate. Rewrite the prompt in the language of contemporary media, diaspora, and global

korean culture. List the known quantities, the unknown, the units or types, and any hidden
constraint.

2. Choose. State the theorem, model, algorithm, accounting rule, or physical law before substi-
tuting values. This is where I make the assumption visible.

3. Execute. Work one justified step at a time and keep intermediate state readable enough that
I can audit it later.

4. Verify. Check a boundary case, sign, unit, invariant, order of magnitude, or alternative
derivation. Then translate the result back into an ordinary sentence.

Details I would refuse to skip

• Definitions: I should be able to define every technical noun in the chapter without using that same
noun in the definition.

• Assumptions: I write the condition that makes the method legal beside the method itself. A correct
procedure under the wrong assumptions is still a wrong answer.
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• Representation: I move freely among words, equations or code, a diagram, and a small numerical
example. If one representation disagrees with another, that disagreement is useful evidence.

• Failure modes: I keep the nearest counterexample in mind: the boundary where the rule changes,
the invariant breaks, or the model stops matching reality.

• Communication: My final answer names what the result means and what it does not establish. I
do not let notation do the explanatory work for me.

Sanity check

Closed-note check. Can I teach contemporary media, diaspora, and global korean culture on a
blank page, derive or reconstruct its main rule, work a fresh example, and diagnose a deliberately
broken solution? If I can only recognize the finished work, I am not done.

How this chapter connects

I read this chapter as the bridge from industrialization, democratization, class, and gender to the cu-
mulative course model. The earlier material supplies the language and constraints; this chapter adds a
new reasoning move; the later material asks me to use that move without being told its name. That
connection matters because exams and real projects mix chapters on purpose.

The full working model

• Core claim. Film, television, popular music, webtoons, literature, games, and diaspora culture
circulate through platforms, translation, fandom, labor systems, and state policy.

• What moves. Global popularity creates hybrid identities and new inequalities rather than one-way
cultural export.

• What keeps the answer honest. The model becomes useful only when I can apply contemporary
media, diaspora, and global korean culture to an unfamiliar case and defend the assumptions.

• Mastery standard. I can define the objects, rebuild the rule, work a fresh case, compare alternatives,
and diagnose a broken solution without relying on recognition.

How I actually think about it

I enjoy the media and still ask how it was financed, translated, platformed, and interpreted differ-
ently across audiences.

The easy version

Film, television, popular music, webtoons, literature, games, and diaspora culture circulate
through platforms, translation, fandom, labor systems, and state policy.

Worked example

Question. Why is global K-culture not simply cultural homogenization?
Walkthrough. Audiences reinterpret works locally, creators blend influences, diaspora mediates
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identity, and platform or industry power distributes visibility unevenly.

Common miss

The fastest way to get this chapter wrong is to use the visible procedure without naming its
assumption, units, time period, reference group, or boundary. I put that condition beside the
work and verify the result independently.

Solved chapter practice

Practice 1. Why is global K-culture not simply cultural homogenization?
Solution. Audiences reinterpret works locally, creators blend influences, diaspora mediates iden-
tity, and platform or industry power distributes visibility unevenly.

Practice 2. Explain contemporary media, diaspora, and global korean culture to a classmate
using one definition, one concrete example, one assumption, and one failure mode.
Solution. Begin with the core claim above, use the worked case as the concrete example, state
the condition highlighted by the warning, and choose a failure where that condition does not hold.
A complete explanation connects all four pieces instead of listing them.

Mastery practice A. Reconstruct contemporary media, diaspora, and global korean culture
from a blank page. Include the central definition, the governing rule, one required assumption,
and one boundary case.
Solution. Start from the blue idea box, but rewrite it in my own words. Identify the objects
and state, name the rule before using it, copy the relevant assumption from the details audit, and
choose a boundary where that assumption becomes equality or fails. A complete solution explains
why each part belongs; a list of vocabulary is not enough.

Mastery practice B. A classmate gets a polished-looking answer to a contemporary media,
diaspora, and global korean culture problem but never states a model or checks the result. Write
the shortest useful review of that solution.
Solution. I would ask four concrete questions: What exactly are the inputs and desired output?
Which rule licenses the main step? Which assumption could invalidate it? Which independent
check supports the conclusion? If the answer cannot survive those four questions, I treat the
numerical or verbal result as unverified.

Cumulative study plan

I use this packet in three passes. First I reconstruct each model and work its examples without looking.
Second I mix chapters so the tool is no longer named for me. Third I explain a complete case aloud,
including assumptions, units, uncertainty, failure modes, and what evidence would change my conclusion.
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