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On November 28-29, 2006, the Northeast Asian History Foundation

hosted an international conference to mark the occasion of its

launch, with the over-arching theme of Overcoming Historical

Conflicts and Moving toward Mutual Prosperity in Northeast Asia.

The theme was chosen to reflect the purpose of establishment of

the Northeast Asian History Foundation, namely resolving histori-

cal conflicts and building peace in Northeast Asia. This important

dialogue for our region was reinvigorated by the inspiring presen-

tations of eminent historians from many countries over the world.

We compiled the papers presented during this conference into a

book in order to give a lasting form to the insights that emerged,

and to share them with a broader public. 

The process of having the papers re-edited by their authors and

then translated took about a year. Short though that may seem, in

the interim, many events transpired in the region, affecting both its

political and economical spheres. Japan now has a new Prime

Minister, and a new President is about to take office in Korea. The

Beijing Olympic Games, a major opportunity for China to show-

PUBLISHER’S FOREWORD
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case hergrowing status on the international stage, is now mere

months away. The change in political leaderships is bound to have

an influence on the respective stances of the governments of the

Northeast Asian countries toward historical differences and con-

flicts in the region. Consequently, the topics related to Prime

Minister Abe Shinzo and President Roh Moo-hyun covered in this

book no longer have the same currency and urgency that they had

when they were initially addressed in the context of the 2006 con-

ference. 

In 2007, the Northeast Asian History Foundation hosted more

international dialogues on topics of tremendous interest for our

region, such as Nationalism and Universalism and East Asia

from the perspective of the Center and Periphery , which result-

ed in a rich cross-pollination of ideas. Peace and prosperity in

Northeast Asia is a hope dear to all of us living in this part of the

world. However, the regional community s efforts toward this

common goal have been seriously hindered by the gap in the per-

ceptions of history existing between its members. The work of the

Northeast Asian History Foundation has been and will continue to

be that of advocating a new historical outlook, rising above the

self-centered, nationalistic visions that undermine mutual under-

standing in our region. 

Many modern terms coined in the Western hemisphere first

entered daily currency in East Asia more than one hundred and

fifty years ago along with their gradual translation into Chinese
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characters, which are of course commonly used in this region.

Translating back into English these terms, which are now deeply

woven into the local imagination and languages, was certainly a

formidable challenge. Readers from the English-speaking world

may find some of the expressions in this book, produced through

the back-and-forth journeying of concepts between East and West,

unusual. In publishing to add one to the small stock of books

dealing with historical controversies and tensions in Northeast

Asia, it is the hope of the Northeast Asian History Foundation, and

of myself, that readers will find the research contained within it to

be informative, and that its message can bridge East and West,

shining through the chasms of language.

February 2008

Kim Yongdeok

President

Northeast Asian History Foundation 
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Foundation, Uijuro 77, Seodaemun-gu, Seoul 120-705, Korea. Or email Minkyu Kim at

kimminkyu@historyfoundation.or.kr. 

Contributors 
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Korean personal names, place names, and words are romanized in accordance

with notice No. 2000-8, dated July 7, 2007, issued by the National Academy of

the Korean Language and the Ministry of Culture and Tourism. Some well-

known personal names and place names, such as Roh Moo-hyun and Seoul,

are romanized according to standard usage. Korean, Japanese, and Chinese

personal names are written in the East Asian order with the surname first. 

Regarding Cho Byonghan s article, a new version of the Korean-language text

was received after the original version had been translated into English. We

have chosen to publish the new version of his Korean-language paper and

the English-language translation of the original Korean-language paper.

Similarly, Takahashi Tetsuya sent a new version of his Japanese-language text

after the original version had been translated into English and Korean.

Following the example of Cho Byonghan s paper, we have chosen to publish

the new Japanese-language version and the English- and Korean-language

translations of the original paper. 

Notes 



14



15



16



17

Welcoming Remarks for the
International Conference

Good morning, ladies and gentlemen.  

On behalf of the Northeast Asian History Foundation, I would

like to thank you all for your kind participation in this conference

as the representatives of government agencies, the National

Assembly, academia, and civic organizations.

The Northeast Asian History Foundation was launched amid

great national interest and expectation in September of this year.

As is clearly stated in the founding declaration, the Foundation

aims to resolve conflicts and disputes over historical issues in the

Northeast Asian region, and thereby promote the peace and pros-

perity of the region based on reconciliation and cooperation. To

that end, we will engage in objective analysis of historical and ter-

ritorial disputes in Northeast Asia in order to identify the sources of

these confrontations and conflicts. Furthermore, we will seek to

establish appropriate policy measures that will solve these con-

flicts. 

Issues such as these are sensitive for each country because they



relate closely to national interest and pride. Therefore, it will likely

be difficult to resolve them in a short period of time. Only by pur-

suing continuous communication with patience and respect for

one another can we achieve positive outcomes. 

This conference is the first international event to be hosted by

the Northeast Asian History Foundation, and as such marks the

beginning of our efforts. Accordingly, we have set the theme as

Overcoming Historical Conflicts and Moving toward Common

Prosperity in Northeast Asia.

The disputes over historical matters which the countries of

Northeast Asia are experiencing today have arisen from an over-

bearing reflection of national perspectives in the interpretation of

history and of territorial sovereignty. 

For the three countries of Northeast Asia to have acquired the

territories and national identities that they have today, many twists

and changes have occurred throughout our entwined histories.

The northeastern region of China, for example, has experienced

the rise and fall of many tribes and countries over the past few

thousand years, among which were Ko-Choson(Gojoseon),

Koguryo(Goguryeo), Puyo(Buyeo), and Parhae(Balhae), states

whose territories also covered area in the Korean peninsula as we

recognize it today. 

The Tokto(Dokdo) issue also is stirring uneasiness, and the

problems surrounding the interpretations in certain history text-

books are the heritage of the unfortunate past between Korea and

18
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Japan. 

However, these historical disputes should not work against the

stability and peace of Northeast Asia today. That is why the bur-

den shouldered by historians is heavier than ever. We will study

and analyze the sources of these problems and the current situa-

tion, and seek ways to resolve disputes one by one. 

Europe has successfully created a regional community that

reaches beyond its national territories. Northeast Asia, too, has a

long historical and cultural tradition. By working to highlight and

enhance all that the three countries share in common we will be

able to mitigate the conflicts and misunderstandings. 

Gathered here today, we have a number of internationally

renowned scholars from the discipline of history. I would like to

express my heartfelt appreciation to Professor Cha Hasoon for pre-

siding over the conference and to the other participants for their

presentations and discussions.

From Japan, Professor Sakamoto Yoshikazu, who is a Professor

Emeritus of the University of Tokyo, and Professor Takahashi

Tetsuya, of the University of Tokyo, are here. Professor Bu Ping,

who is the Director of the Institute of Modern History at the

Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, has joined us from China.

From Singapore, we have Professor Wang Gungwu, who is the

Director of the East Asian Institute at the National University of

Singapore. 

From Europe, Jerzy Holzer, who is the former Chairman of the
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German-Polish Textbook Committee, Falk Pingel, who is the

Acting Director of the Georg-Eckert Institute for International

Textbook Research in Germany, and Professor Edouard Husson,

of L Universite de Paris - Sorbonne, have joined us today. 

I anticipate that today s conference will mark the beginning of

the resolution of these issues in Northeast Asian history. If we put

our heads together and communicate with one another based on

the common values, we will be able to resolve even the most

complicated of our problems. Lastly, I ask you to maintain your for

your kind interest in the Foundation s future activities as well as

your cooperation for the success of this conference. Thank you

very much. 

November 2006 

Kim Yongdeok

Northeast Asian History Foundation
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I am greatly honored to be invited to this inaugural conference to

congratulate President Kim Yongdeok and his colleagues on the

establishment of the Northeast Asia History Foundation. This is a

project posing a moral and intellectual challenge of primary

importance to East Asia and the wider world. 

I say, a challenge, particularly because I am from Japan, a

country that has deliberately avoided facing squarely the challenge

of the historical responsibility it bears toward its Asian neighbors.

It is notable that in Europe it is Germany which waged a war

of aggression and was destined for to defeat and then, in the post-

war era, took its punishment through agonizing self-reflection to

Keynote Speech
History from a Transnational Civic Perspective
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actively promote historical reconciliation with the victimized peo-

ple. In contrast, in East Asia it is not Japan, which committed

aggression and colonial domination which led to its fateful defeat,

but the very victim of Japan s ruthless rule, that is, Korea as repre-

sented by this new History Foundation, that has decided to

assume the leading role in overcoming the hatred of the former

oppressor and creating a regional community through truth-find-

ing and genuine reconciliation. The initiative has come in reverse,

and this makes the inauguration of this Foundation a serious chal-

lenge to me in terms of a painful self-reflection as a Japanese.

It is true, however, that, in post-WWII Japan, the voices of a

minority were keenly aware of the issue of Japan s historical

responsibility; but these began to make a significant change in the

post-Cold War 1990s in the following sense. This was the time

when the victims of a twofold oppression, namely, the oppression

of the Japanese aggressor and the oppression of their own author-

itarian power-holders, began to break the forced silence and

speak up in the process of the democratization of their own

regimes, demanding Japan s sincere official apologies and com-

pensation to individual victims. The so-called comfort women

and the deported forced labor were the most notable case in

point. The concerned Japanese came to realize that war responsi-

bility is not the mere issue of state-to-state reparations but, above

all, the issue of Japanese people s human responsibility to the vic-
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timized individual human beings. Going beyond national or ethnic

boundaries, this sensibility as a human being is of critical impor-

tance as it constitutes the core of human identity which lays the

foundation for a transnational civil society and solidarity.

Let me say a few words on the relevance of the idea of

transnational civil society to our discussion in this conference.

First, the fact that we need this new History Foundation reflects

the reality that national history or national collective memory is

problematic because it sets a national boundary on the way we

look at human values and activities which constitute world soci-

ety. This problem is illustrated by Japanese Prime Minister Abe s

view on Japanese war criminals. He said that the 14 wartime lead-

ers enshrined at the Yasukuni shrine are international war crimi-

nals as sentenced by the Tokyo War Crimes Tribunal but are not

criminals domestically since no legal provisions to that effect have

been enacted in Japan. Accordingly, regardless of the external crit-

icism raised by China, Korea, and other countries, the worship of

the war dead and the war criminals at Yasukuni shrine by the

Prime Minister is a domestic affair of Japan, which is an indepen-

dent sovereign state.

Thus, Mr. Abe forged a nationalist ideological shield to sharply

separate international justice and internal rationale in order to

assert Japan s historical indemnity. Obviously, this was an awk-

ward exercise intellectually, but it could not be ignored politically
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since history as a nationalist narrative has a considerable populist

mobilizing power in Japan as much as elsewhere.

Then what is the criterion for making a judgment when we

reject a nationalist history? Clearly, the criterion is not nationality

or ethnicity, but humanity on which civil society is based, pointing

to the social relations founded on the mutual recognition of the

dignity and equality of human beings regardless of race, religion,

creed, or sex.

I put emphasis on the importance of the concept of civic

humanity because it seems that there is no precise equivalent of

the idea of humanity in the Japanese, and probably Korean and

Chinese languages and cultural traditions. To bring about a

semantic and, more deeply, a conceptual self-transformation

which transcends national boundaries, the rise of transnational

civil society and civic activities is absolutely indispensable in inter-

preting the history and envisioning the future of Northeast Asia.   

Second, in modern times, loyalty to the nation was recognized

as paramount and hundreds of millions of people sacrificed their

lives to the nation-state. Today, we live in an age of global inter-

connection where our national loyalty has been weakened.

Although I am aware that there is a counteracting tendency to

reinstate ethnocentric nationalism and racism in many parts of the

world, this is a regressive manifestation of the trend toward global

interconnectedness which is irreversible. Consequently, our collec-
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tive identity has become more multiple than in the age of the

nation-state, comprising local, national, regional, and global identi-

ty. The question is, Which should prevail over the other? Is it

still national identity? Or are we ready to give priority to global

human identity as the criterion of historical judgment and histori-

cal discourse?

It is my understanding and hope that, by joining the projects of

this new History Foundation, the concerned citizens of this region

will seek historical truth and reconciliation from the perspective of

transnational humanity, transcending the conceptual constraints

derived from their respective national backgrounds. Of course I

do not undervalue the importance of national cultural diversity.

Yet, I would even go so far as to suggest that it is only through

the perspective of transnational humanity that the concept of

Northeast Asia will establish itself as an inclusive framework open

to other peoples and regions of the world.

Third, while emphasizing the crucial importance of a human

perspective based on transnational civic activities, we must face

the reality that the development of civil society is uneven and

non-linear within Northeast Asia. As I see it, civil society is most

advanced and vigorous in Korea thanks to the autonomous strug-

gle for democratization it has gone through. Civil society in Japan,

which came into being much earlier, is now behind Korea, being

diffuse and lethargic as a result of the prevalent privatization of life
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in an excessively commercialized neo-liberal society. Chinese civil

society seems to have become increasingly active but presumably

has a long way to go, taking its own unique trajectory.

But it is precisely because of this uneven and non-linear devel-

opment that an intellectual meeting point like this new foundation

will serve the very creative purpose of stimulating the mutual

exchange and reciprocal reinforcement of civil society in each

country in this region.

Fourth, this leads to a question, What do we mean by

Northeast Asia? Clearly, the difficulty concerns North Korea. It is

likely that the major focus of our discussion will be placed on the

reconciliation of (South) Korea and China, on the one hand, and

Japan, on the other. There is no doubt that this is the crucial ques-

tion. But we must also bear in mind that the reconciliation of

these three peoples should not be regarded by the citizens of

North Korea as exclusionary, even forming a tripartite coalition

which might appear to Kim Jong-il as another version of the axis

of evil.

Although I am strongly averse to the regime and the ruling

elite of North Korea, I must admit that Japan has not made atone-

ment to the victimized people of North Korea. Further, if our task

is essentially to develop citizens reconciliation and solidarity

through historical dialogue, we must include the suffering people

of North Korea in our concept of Northeast Asia. This is all the



35

more necessary since the voice of autonomous civil society is sys-

tematically suppressed under the North Korean regime.

This leads to my final point, that is, What do we mean by his-

tory in Northeast Asia? It is clear that Japan s aggression and

colonial rule for over thirty years is the focal point. But it is also

evident that another horrible war and external intervention consti-

tute the tragic history of the Korean peninsula in the last half a

century. 

By no means do I mention this to make light of the wrongdo-

ings committed by militarist Japan. On the contrary, I must admit

that post-WWII Japan took enormous advantage of the Korean

War which was a bonanza for Japan and saved Japan from serious

postwar economic misery and depression from 1945 to the 50s;

Japan in the Cold War period regarded militarized South Korea as

a bulwark against communist expansion, which helped Japan

concentrate on rapid high economic growth with a relatively small

budget allocated to military expenditure; Japan, instead of making

compensations for the damage caused by its colonial rule, gave

Park Chung-hee s anti-democratic regime 500 million US dollars

in grant and loans and paid little sympathetic attention to the

human sacrifices made by the citizens in the democratization

movement, including the abduction of Kim Dae-jung from Tokyo

in 1973. 

In short, post-WWII Japan used the ROK as a means to serve
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Japan s national interest, and this was the continuation in another

form of the colonial exploitation of Korea in the prewar period.

Now the unrestrained bashing of North Korea is widespread

among the Japanese people, first showing contempt of it, and,

now after the missile test-fire and the nuclear test, an excessive

fear which inhibits the search for constructive diplomatic talks

with North Korea.        

I am aware that the history of the North-South division of this

peninsula has never escaped the minds of the founders of this

History Foundation. I strongly feel that the people of foreign pow-

ers, including Japan, which have been involved in one way or

another in creating or sustaining the obstacles to the unification of

Korean civil society should reflect on the role they have played, or

they have failed to play, in the history of Northeast Asia with focus

placed on the divided Korean peninsula. 

I am convinced that this new Foundation will assume a crucial

role in stimulating and promoting this kind of transnational dia-

logue on the history of the post-WWII period as well.  



Cho Byonghan

The Modern Era and Issues of Historical Interpretation in Northeast Asia
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Since the 1980s-90s, as the symptoms of turnabout of civilizational

history appears according to globalization and information, it is

the superior judgment that the modern peoples nation that had

appeared in the end of 18th century is expected to reduce its

function after the period of its prime. Despite this trend, as most

countries in the East Asian region are still at the stage of formation

of full-scale peoples nations and the waves of nationalistic move-

ment are high and in particular, the tension in the region does not

stop without interruption because of the competition between the

The Modern Era and Issues of Historical
Interpretation in Northeast Asia
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super powers of China and Japan and the old wrongful tradition

of the centralism of China in the world. Under this internal situa-

tion in the region of East Asia, I plan to review the valuable ele-

ments that are worthwhile to pay attention in the interpretation of

history of East Asia in order to solve the disputes between nations

and to promote the formation of cooperative organizations for the

stability of the region even they are not at the level of common

community from the prospect of position of repentance. 

The important historical subjects to review are the meaning of

race and nation, democracy, imperialism, Chinese centralism, cul-

tural relativism in the history of East Asia and to review the turmoil

broken out in the process of transplanting of those perceptions

from the modern western society in conceptual and historical

view-points. The reason for trying such a review is because cur-

rent disputes on the interpretation of history in Northeast Asia are

generated from the historical facts after mostly recent history

including the issues of old history. 

In recent East Asia, as disputes between nations surrounding the

issue of history interpretation, the protest of both countries of

Korea-China regarding the attacks by Japanese imperialism has
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been one of pending old issues and is mainly related to modern

history. Of course, in the historical distortion by Japan of Korean

history, there remains not only modern history but also issues of

ancient history of countries in the south Korean peninsula during

ancient periods such as Baekje, Silla, and Gaya but those ancient

problems have, in fact, also been arisen politically as a part of the

attack policy of the Japanese Empire on Korea in recent ages. On

the contrary, historical disputes between both countries of Korea-

China related to the recent Chinese Northeast History Research

Process is mainly focused on issues of the ancient history of

Manchuria and countries of the northern part of the Korea penin-

sula such as Goguryeo, Balhae, and old Joseon [Northeast].

However, everyone understands that even the issue of Chinese

Northeast History Research Process is, in fact, also created politi-

cally considering the recent position of domestic and foreign poli-

cy of China on the Northeastern border and North Korean region.

Therefore, in case of historical disputes in East Asia for issues of

ancient history, it will be more effective approach from researches

on political history of the recent period that have shaped the caus-

es of disputes rather than approach to the simple study of ancient

history. 

It will be necessary to review in historical method first how the

concept of race in the formation of peoples nation in the modern

ages has been evolved by what subject and by what ideology and
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policy in what political, social, and international environment and

also to review in conceptual historical method how the contents

of concept of race in such a process of generation and change has

been formed and modified. As a mean for this review, it will save

pages of explanation and will be more effective by starting the

discussion by borrowing the book written by Wang Ke, Minzu yu

Guojia[Race and Nation Genealogy of Nation Idea of China-

Unified country of multiple races (Beijing, China Social Science

Publication, 2001), which was translated in Korean due to with

the increase of interest by Korean academics of history for the

recent Chinese Northeast History Research Process(Kim Jong

hee[trans.], Minjok gwa Kukga, Koguryo Research Foundation,

2005). The book is a research on a unified multi racial nation of

China from the ancient to the modern ages and the process of for-

mation of Sinocentrism but for myself, what have attracted my

attention was the part concerned with the recent and modern

ages. In fact, it can be said that the appearance of the concept of

race in China was introduced from the West at the dawn of repub-

lican revolution toward the end of the Qing Dynasty in an effort

to establish western style modern peoples nation as a strategy to

oppose western imperialism in the time of national crisis. Wangs

book reviews the formation and change process of the idea and

policy of Sinocentrism through Sun Wen and Chinese Communist

Party. Sure enough, Sun Wen had played a great role in the for-
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mation and development of the nationalism of China as the

Father of the Nation who had started to make China a modern

peoples nation.

At the end of Qing Dynasty in Year of the Swine republican

revolution, exclusive Han (Chinese) nationalism excluding

Machus, that is, Sun Wens nationalism which was started from a

small Chinese race had immediately gone beyond this exclusive

perception of races after the success of republic revolution to

adopt the republic consisted of the Han (Chinese) race, Manchuria

race, Mongolian race, Uighur race [ ], and Tibet race, that is,

the republic of five races. This was a strategy to let others know

about the inheritance of territorical form eignty by the Chinese

Republic facing the danger of attacks from imperial powers.

However, in response to the trial of independence of minority

races within China, the concept of nationalism had been changed

to a greater Chinese race that built a unified multi racial nation by

assimilating these various races into Han (Chinese)-centered

nation by recognizing the contradiction of the republic of five

races. Even though Sun Wen had started from a small Chinese

nation that had excluded minority races, that is a passive national-

ism and had developed as a large Chinese nation that assimilated

minority races into Han (Chinese), that is a positive nationalism

but these two concepts had contradictions, in the differences of

purpose and character. It was not assimilation centered on Han
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(Chinese) race but in the point of allowing autonomous govern-

ment of a minority race, the ideology of greater Chinese unifica-

tion was originated from Sun Wen despite the difference with the

policy of Chinese Communist Party government after the libera-

tion. By the way, the policy of a minority race by the Communist

Party was fallen back from federal republic that had recognized

the initial self-determination of people, that is the independence

of a minority race and had changed to the district autonomous

government of minority races after the foundation of the nation.

Wang Ke who was against the assimilation centered on Han race

of Sun Wen had agreed to the self-governing system of minority

race by Communist Party that had given up the self-determination

of minority races in consideration of the reality of attacks by impe-

rialism. 

In Han race-centered nationalism that had excluded

Manchurian race at the end of the Qing Dynasty, it is clear that

Sun Wens nationalism was inclined to racialism based on blood

and it is different from the inclination of traditional meaning of

Sinocentrism to Confucian culture a great deal. Even though tradi-

tional culture was an important element in the concept of race in

of China but as for republic revolutionists who had adopted the

policy of defeating the Manchurian government as a strategy

under the situation of the end of Qing dynasty in which modern

nationalism had begun, it was necessary to emphasize racial spe-
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cial characteristics in converting traditional Sinocentrism that was

inclined to universal culture into exclusive modern nationalism. In

the process of modernization introducing the universal culture of

the West, cultural nationalism of China will also reinforce its spe-

cial characteristics. It was a historical inevitability that China or

East Asian nations that had no foundation of a citizens society as

political public area based on capitalist economy like Western

society had tried to create modern nations using race or culture

and the pressure of imperialism of the Western super powers had

made the task of building nations that imitated themselves as the

most urgent issue. Moreover, even the nationalists of citizens

nations of western Europe like Great Britain and France that had

built liberal republics through citizens revolutions based on these

citizens societies, there is the opinions of E, Hobsbawm that they

had generalized exclusive and conservative nationalism with more

deeper racial and cultural elements by receiving influences of later

nationalism in Europe like Germany after the unification of the

German Empire in the 1870s.

Of course, in China, there was the insistence of Liang Qi-chao

who emphasized the morals of people than racialism excluding

Manchuria and in the three principles of people of Sun Wen, civil

right republic was insisted. However, civil rights principle of Sun

Wen had functioned more as a principle of mobilization for the

establishment of Han nationalism by destroying the Manchurians



92

autocracy of the Qing Dynasty. The nationalism during the period

of the people revolution in 1920s when they pursued the unified

nation of the greater Han nation had the purpose of establishing

the two great nations in the world together with the USA through

the national assimilation that could not be separated any more as

Wang Ke recognized. But the following evaluation created a sense

that these two principles of nationalism more in error and there

were contradictions that could not be harmonized between the

two concepts of nation in the process of transforming of racial

concept of Sun Wen from a small Chinese race only centering on

Han to a greater Chinese nation assimilating other races within the

country. But despite the difference between exclusion and assimi-

lation, it is believed to be the same nature that it had suppressive

enforcement with central principles of race and culture and there-

fore, there are only the difference in the size of large and small of

racial nations in both sides. 

And if the goal of Sun Wen nationalism was for the Chinese

race to become a great unified nation through racial assimilation

like the USA, is the assimilation or the principle of racial unifica-

tion of the two counties the same? As Sun Wen himself said, the

principle of assimilation of other races in the USA or Switzerland

was a civil rights republic and Sun Wens nationalism had the prin-

ciple of racial and cultural exclusion or assimilation and the civil

rights principle was only a simple supplementary function of the
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first principle of this nationalism, then isn t it the biggest contra-

diction of Sun Wens nationalism? Under harsh imperialistic situa-

tion, civil rights principles were blocked to develop as a true free

democracy and were limited by powerful reality with no alterna-

tive but to be absorbed into constant anti-imperialism mobilization

of the public, that is, populist situation. 

The reason of a long analysis about the racial concepts of Sun

Wen is because todays Chinese nationalism is basically succeed-

ing in the racial concepts of Sun Wen even though it criticized the

nationalism of the Chinese Communist Party in later days. For

example, in the fact that the nationalism of Communist Party had

realized a great Chinese nation of unified multi racial nation by

retreating from the initial federal system of self-determination of

people to the district self-governing system within centralized uni-

fication nation finally, it basically succeeded in the common goal

of a great consolidation of race except for the strategic difference

of having alleviated the nature of coercive assimilation. In other

words, unified nation and a great Chinese race depict the com-

monness of the both except self-governing of multi races. After

all, among Sun Wen, Communist Party, and todays China, we can

find that the basic relationship of succession is far greater than the

difference of both. 

If I point out another falsehood of East Asian nationalism, it is

a generalized superstition that socialism has tendency of less con-
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servative nationalism or nationalism than the right wing national-

ism. It is a well known fact that even socialism in the western

advanced countries of capitalism with the large competence of

labor movement among strong foundation of citizens society had

cooperated in the war through the compromise with people s

nation before and after the World War I. Even the Leninism of the

Russian revolution that had opposed this had turned into a strong

dictatorial national socialism via Stalinism after all. While socialism

of East Asian countries that can find a typical shape in Maoism

had won a final victory in the formation of modern nations

through the success of unification front and revolution of a peas-

ants war as an alternative strategy based on racial contradictions

rather than class contradictions in the process of development of

anti-imperialist the struggle that was intensified as an anti-Japan

war. In fact, the victory of Chinese Communists was the fruit of

the nationalism movement for an imperialism that was the move-

ment of new democracy classes union and had expressed the

establishment of Chinese modern peoples nation. Under the sys-

tem of socialism after the foundation of the nation, in China, the

concept of socialism as well as nationalism for anti-imperialism

had played an important role as an ideology for maintaining a

multi-racial unification country. 

There is a difference in scope whether it is the right wing

nationalism, the left wing nationalism for anti-imperialism but
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reinforcing closed block internationally and excessive concentra-

tion of power domestically it is now the trend of thought that falls

behind the era even though it has the meaning of protesting

against world supremacy and monopoly. At such a point, in East

Asian history, racial historical view as well as historical view of

anti-imperialism must be separated from racial history or national

history and racial history and national history must resign from the

monopolistic positions they had in many fields of history. 

In East Asian modern history, another key word together with the

concept of race is the concept of nation. The tradition of forma-

tion of centralized autocratic state of China that originated in the

ancient Jin Han Empire or even the period of Warring States

before that has a very long history of more than 2400 years and it

is not comparative to the absolute monarch nations that began in

Western Europe in the 14th-15th century that was the early period

of recent ages. For Korea and Japan, the establishment of ancient

autocratic states can be traced back to the 6th-7th century. Due to

the national tradition of East Asia, it was clear that they were in a

much more advantageous position than other places except the

West when forming the recent people s nation by receiving the
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challenge of the recent western civilization. Because of the differ-

ence with the western modern nations that had the foundation of

capitalism economy and people s solidarity even though they

were relatively well developed, in the case of Japan, barely from

the end of the nineteenth century, and in the case of China and

Korea right after the World War II, they could approach to the

center of the world in the later part of the twentieth century

because they had founded firm peoples nations despite they had

gone through the crisis of colony, anti-colony, or revolution once.

The rapid economic development of East Asia that had bypassed

the theory of Japanese exception can be said to be one of the

biggest world events in the later part of the twentieth century

together with the collapse of communists blocks that had started

from the end of 1980s and the integration into the world econo-

my. 

In East Asia history, it is rather possible to regard the difference

between premodern countries and the western modern countries

as a minor event because of national tradition in the premodern

period and todays rapid growth. As national tradition is such a

natural culture for East Asian people, it can be noted that the con-

fusion each nation of East Asia had gone through during the peri-

od of formation of modern nations were not little when detail

researches on the delicate difference of the process of national

formation, its ideology, and system between the West and East
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Asia during the formation period of modern nations. For example,

during the formation of modern nations in East Asia, it was

inevitable to establish and reinforce peoples nations by mobilizing

the concepts of racial and cultural people as the foundation of

peoples society was lacking. In this process, as races are mythi-

fied as legends, nations were recognized as secondary formation

materials by mistake and on the contrary, it is easy to fall into an

intentional lapse of memory or concealing the process of creation

of racial legends by the subjects of national reform as ideology to

mobilize people for the reinforcement of those nations and for

modern renovation telling people nations were more realistic

beings in the past. Therefore, they could justify in the method of

positivism by falsifying the concept of modern race by tracing

back to the origination of ancient nation from time immemorial as

the history from the ancient, the development of racial nations

with the integration of race and nation, and stories of external

expansion or hardship. 

The perception of people by Sun Wen mentioned above as

well as the socialism of the Communist Party, the concept of class

by Marxism and Leninism were after all incapable as social reality

and finally they played a big role as strategic tools to establish a

powerful unified nation in class combination, that is, in the shape

of a unified front opposing imperialism and peoples nations led

by the Communist Party. Peoples nations can be considered as
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nations of class alliance [people] based on the general public of

lower class in modern society of East Asia where there were no

foundations of peoples society and divisions of class in society

including bourgeois was also very weak but it was concluded as

absolutism of nation by one party rule by the immaturity of social

capability. Despite such historical facts, in the process of anti-

imperialism and revolution of socialism in East Asia, mystified

concepts of ideology such as race, class, or the concept of people

had ruled the research on history of this region and it still main-

tain significant influence. In case of China that aims at the socialis-

tic market economy after reform and openness, the concepts of

nationalism and a great Chinese people are being reinforced more

strongly as a powerful ideology of national consolidation as the

relative decline of socialism. In three countries of East Asia includ-

ing the world leading capitalism country of Japan, it is commonly

found that political influence by nation intervenes in broad fields

such as society-democracy and knowledge-culture and study of

history is often mobilized for national policy or cooperation under

the direct or indirect political influence. 

It is difficult for the study of history to explore and develop in

various fields and methods under the current academic landscape

where the study of history is controlled by collective and ideologi-

cal study such as the study of national history, racial history, and

peoples history. Even in East Asia at this time as the physical and
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systematical foundation for the development of people s society is

being prepared and various symptoms for the growth and diversi-

fication of knowledge and culture are being expanded, I believe

that it is now time to promote social and political democratization

and to try academic democratization corresponding to such

changes. This is the reason for the amount of attention on

Rescuing History from the Nation by Prasenjit Duara, a specialist of

Chinese history in recent American history field may be related to

the conversion of civilization history in this era of globalization

and information age. The studies on communities or religious and

commercial societies that were trampled upon and extinguished

by centralized national consolidation of modern people s nations

in the process of westernized modernization may be the democra-

tic direction of the study for controlling power concentration and

violence of modern nations supported by the legends of national-

ism. Nowadays, in the historical study of East Asian nations,

numerous study fields and methods introduced from the West

such as social history, life history, local history, urban history, and

cultural history are growing but it is only a partial trend of acade-

mic field, it is still far removed from cultural hegemony in nation

and peoples society. The seriousness of dispute of history among

three countries of North East Asia is only a reflection of such a

phenomenon. For the development of these methods of history

study, a study of comparative history between regions of East Asia
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and the West and study of comparison history within region

among Korea, China, and Japan is necessary and from the aspect

of educational system of Korean history study, academic coopera-

tion between the history of East Asia including Korean history and

the history of the West is very urgent and necessary. 

As a student who studies political ideology, it may be one

method to raise issues of national history of East Asia through the

review of the viewpoint of understanding the problem of democ-

racy in Chinese modern history and the trend of existing studies

on its negative influence. In recent western political ideology, the

issues of freedom and communities have become main subjects,

even in the history study, together with the old issues of liberalism

and socialism, its previous republicanism has become a new sub-

ject of the study. According to the extremely high development of

capitalism and appearance of broad public society, the limits of

liberalism and socialism that has divided the world until recently

has appeared now and as a new search for overcoming this limit,

I believe, the history of republicanism that has a proper harmony

between these two now attracts new attention. However, in west-

ern history, republicanism was the tradition created in urban

nations during the end of the middle age and the early recent

ages and had played as an important trend of thought in the

process of development of British citizens society and citizen rev-

olutions in the seventeenth and eighteenth century. After that, it is
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judged that republicanism had played a role as balancing party

between individual and community in advanced western nations

among the divergence between individualism and socialism

according to the development of industrial capitalism. 

However, in each nation of East Asia that had established mod-

ern nations without tradition of citizen s society and republican-

ism, weak public fields and public discussion space were formed

through traditional ruling classes, that is, gentlemen in China,

noblemen and intermediary in Joseon, and Samurai in Japan and

after all, modern history was formed between bureaucrats or revo-

lutionary intellectuals and the public. Under this social situation,

the concepts introduced from the western society such as race,

democracy, freedom, republic, society, public [ordinary people]

were completely distorted and errors of translation were deployed

in the creation of a new historical reality. Therefore, phenomena

of nationalism without people, democracy without freedom, pub-

lic nationalism mobilized under the name of democracy had

appeared. Accordingly, in order for detailed understanding about

various social conflicts or conflicts between nations in recent East

Asia, it may be meaningful to review the processes of generation

of concepts during the transplant and development of modern

civilization and the contents of culture translation by tracing back

to the early period of the modern ages at the end of the nine-

teenth century without being confused by ordinary words or word
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usage of the political ideology. 

As an element of worsening the nationalism of East Asian nations,

there is the tradition of imperialism for 2,000 years. Since the

ancient, Jin and Han period, in East Asia, China Empire was

formed and centering on Confucianism that had become national

religion during Han dynasty, Sinocentrism that distinguished

China[Sinocentral] and enemy [barbarian] was formed and the

world order of the top and the bottom centering on Confucian

Chinese Empire was established as orthodox tradition of

Confucianism with the difference in classes. The order of tribute

to the Emperor and coronation grant that was systemized concept

of Sinocentrism in courtesy was accepted among neighboring

countries who needed foreign relationship or trade with China

and this old international relationship was understood as an

international order in East Asian region. Based on this, the theory

of East Asia has become popular centering on the Japanese acade-

my of history. In cases without special change of political situa-

tion, it is true that this tribute order was maintained as an interna-

tional order of tradition period peacefully but it is required to pay

attention to the facts that the concept of Sinocentrism and differ-

entiated viewpoint of the world contained within had played a
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very negative role when the concepts are combined with the

fierce competition between nations in the modern period of impe-

rialism. Imperialism had become a legend and each nation of East

Asia all pursued the establishment of an imperialism system as far

as power and force permitted them and it is recognized that the

tradition of this concept of imperialism and Sinocentrism had

played significant role in the development of imperialism of recent

nationalistic Japan. 

It is so well known that in the attacks of Japanese imperialism

on Korea, China, and East Asia before the World War II originated

from the theory of Japan-centered civilization based on the imita-

tion of western orientalism, that is, the so-called concept of going

beyond Asia and entering into the West. And further, this principle

of Asianism that can be a modern edition of Japanese centralism

had expanded to the concept of Greater Asia Commonwealth

Region during the World War II. A small country of Joseon that

was at the crisis of becoming colonized at the time of insisting a

true independence between the collapsing Qing dynasty of China

and its replacing modern Japanese Empire once exhibited the

small funny episode of upgrading its status by declaring itself as

Korean Empire but it may be understandable that the king of a

self-governing independent nation had no alternative but to

become an emperor in order to insist its self-governing indepen-

dence in the modern international law order of an insisting politi-
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cal sovereignty between nations under the international order of

East Asia full of empires. After World War II, under the waves of

liberalization of Asian colony and anti-colony together with the

collapse of Japanese empire, a now ostensible empire has disap-

peared and under the factual cold war system, the USA and Russia

who assumed the hegemony of the world power were actual

empires. As East Asian nations had experienced cruel imperialism

war and colonialism, they will try to avoid becoming ostensible

empire.

However, in East Asia, as the USA of the Pacific region inter-

venes and the next powerful world forces are concentrated in this

region and the international competitions for controlling hegemo-

ny of this region are most fierce in the world. Not only with a

power balance between super powers including competition

between China and Japan but also because of the vast size of

China that we can not force the inclusion into the boundary of

East Asia intentionally, many people think that it is impossible to

establish a regional community like the European Union (EU) for

some time. And also there remains negative impacts left by the

Asianism of Japanese imperialism in the past. If regional commu-

nity is controlled by hegemony of a certain powerful country,

such a closed block of community will lose its true meaning as a

community. But it is also true that we simply depend on peace of

regional order based on unstable balance of power between peo-
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ples nations in East Asia where rather belated nationalism enjoys

its prime time among the world trend of globalization and rein-

forcement of regional unity. It is necessary to find a new coopera-

tion system. In particular, for advanced small and medium sized

countries like Korea that is situated between strong countries,

such a stable regional cooperation system is more required. 

In traditional tribute to emperor and coronation grant order

and imperialism order, the proponent theory of protective nation-

alism of Korean nationalism with typical experiences a small

country must endure is rather defensive in comparison with

neighboring countries is justified because of the sense of crisis for

the hardships and difficulties of the order of surrounding East

Asian region. And for true pursuit of cooperation system of East

Asia, it is necessary to have sincere academic insight to clear off

the differentiation between nations based on the past Sinocentrism

and imperialistic tradition of 2,000 years. And the acceptance of

the presumption that there is a fundamental difference between

the premodern tribute to emperor and coronation grant order dur-

ing the period of no existence of concept of modern national sov-

ereignty and the order of international law between modern sov-

ereign countries will become a starting point to understand objec-

tively the tradition Sinocentrism and modern international order.

Therefore, equalizing the subject and servant relationship between

China and surrounding countries based on traditional Confucian
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ideology and the concept of modern member relations of nations

is political interpretation related to nationalistic hegemony compe-

tition of modern peoples nations. The Enterprising viewpoint of

supporting nation and people with the will and ability of indepen-

dence will be proper interpretation of history corresponding to the

todays democratization and globalizing period. 

Western orientalism and its revised edition of Japanese theory

of civilization are criticized as imperialistic recognition of the

world that coerced colonialism to underdeveloped countries. Such

as recognition of the world was related to the universalism of

modern Western civilization. In that sense, it is similar to Chinese

Sinocentrism that had scored the rank of nations of the world

based on the universal standard of Confucian culture. While

nationalism that had provided mystified power to modern

people s nations was justified by special cultural relativism of

backward Germany. In the past, as a backward imperialistic coun-

try, Japan had insisted absolute equality to advanced western

countries by emphasizing the special characteristics of Japanese

culture but Japan had differentiated and attacked underdeveloped

countries of East Asia with the standard of universal modern civi-

lization. This contradictory double standard was acceptable to tra-

ditional Sinocentrism to a certain degree. For example, Chinese

Sinocentrism had insisted Confucianism as its universal morals

principle but the systemized courtesy order of Confucian morals
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was basically differentiating order. As the perception of the nation-

alism of peoples nations of East Asia becomes stronger, such a

historical inheritance will become more negative. 

The current disputes of history among East Asian countries are

related to special conditions of unbalance between nations during

the process of the establishment of modern nations since the later

nineteenth century and the confusion and the distortion of tradi-

tional elements in the processes of imperialistic invasion, trans-

plant and local assimilation of modern Western civilization. 

I have tried to review various issues such as legends of racial

and cultural nationalism that have absolutized modern people s

nations, creation of greater Chinese race and the issue of national

consolidation, exclusive and closed application of anti-imperialis-

tic interpretation of history, Impact of a long national tradition of

East Asia and public mobilization strategy and lost of democratic

ideology during the process of establishment of modern people s

nations, development of diversified method of history study

going beyond nationalistic history of nations in the era of global-

ization and democratization, search for a new alliance of East

Asia by overcoming the inheritance of Sinocentrism and imperial-

ism in East Asia, and the danger of universalism of civilization
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and cultural relativism. I have examined todays issue of history

and historical approach to solve the issues through the change of

East Asia history according to the challenge of modern western

civilization. 



Takahashi Tetsuya

Yasukuni Shrine and Historical Controversies



Overcoming Historical Conflicts and Moving Toward Mutual Prosperity in

Northeast Asia
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In July 20 2006, the Nikkei Newspaper reported an exclusive arti-

cle using most of its front page on the then Grand Steward

Tomohiko Tomita s memo (hereinafter referred as Tomita memo )

of unofficial remarks made by Emperor Showa in 1988 including

his opinion on Yasukuni Shrine, according to which, he expressed

an extremely unpleasant feeling on what s called class-A war

criminals being enshrined in Yasukuni Shrine and thereafter

stopped worshipping there for that reason. Emperor Showa paid

homage to Yasukuni Shirne even after Japan s defeat in the war of

Yasukuni Shrine and Historical
Controversies
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1945, let alone before the war, but never visited there again, mak-

ing the 8th visit after defeat in war in 1975 recorded as the last

one. If the Tomita memo were right, his sudden cessation to pray-

ing before the shrine is due to enshrinement of 14 A-class war

criminals who were executed in 1977. After losing the war, 25

Japanese war heads was found guilty in the Tokyo Tribunal

(International Military Tribunal for the Far East) for crimes against

peace (planning and waging invasions), as its result, 7 people

including Premier Hedeki Tojo were executed by hanging and

another 7 faced death in prison. Those 14 people were considered

by the Ministry of Welfare dead on duty corresponding to the nor-

mal war dead after the occupational period by the Allied Nations

was over, and they were placed in Yasukuni Shrine as those who

died while serving Japan or Martyrs of Showa . Yasukuni

Shrine was renamed 10 years after its predecessor Tokyo

Shokonsha had been founded in 1869 (one year before the Meiji

Restoration). The foundation was modelled on honoring Emperor

Meiji s holy martyrs, who were sacrificed during the Boshin War

fighting on the side of the royal forces( ), for contributing to

the establishment a new empire(Meiji government). Afterward, as

the only shrine belonging to the army, Yasukuni enshrines an esti-

mated 2.46 million war dead victimized from all the external

wars the ex-Japanese army was involved in from the Taiwan

Expedition(1874), which was Japan s first military dispatch overseas
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in the modern era, the First Sino-Japanese War(1894), the Russo-

Japanese War(1904), World War I(1914), Manchurian Incident(1931),

the Second Sino-Japanese War(1937) to the defeat in the Pacific

War(1941). Under the Empire of Greater Japan, the emperor

served as chief of state and at the same time, a man of god reli-

giously and commander-in-chief militarily. The Japanese including

those under its colony were regarded as subjects of the emperor,

and while in national crisis, devoting their lives to the emperor

and the state was considered a real civic virtue. Servicemen killed

in action were treated as the best role model having fulfilled such

civic virtue for the emperor s war (holy war), enshrined in

Yasukuni as heroes for defending the land, and worshipped even

by the emperor, not to speak of state ministers and heads of army

and navy forces. Such a system enhanced the morale of Japanese

military forces and at the same time, its people could be fully

mobilized emotionally toward the war. After the defeat in the war,

as Yasukuni Shrine became the equivalent symbol of Japan s mil-

itarism, war shrine or invasion shrine, some attempts were

made to neutralize it. In December 1945, the US-led Occupation

Authorities (GHQ) proclaimed that Yasukuni Shrine, along with

other shrines, be seceded from state control, and as Japan s

national constitution 1946 also instituted the separation of religion

and state as its principle, it has remained so far as private religious

entity like other Christian churches or Buddhist temples. On July
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20 when the Tomita memo was publicized, controversies over

Yaskuni matter were keener than ever among Japan, Korea and

China. That s because Prime Minister Junichiro Koizumi was about

to pray, in high probability, before the shrine for the sixth time on

August 15(surrender day for Japan, liberation from Japanese colonial

rule for Korea, and anniversary of victory in the war against Japan for

China). Prime Minister Koizumi kept worshipping in Yasukuni

Shrine on a yearly basis after he had taken office in 2001, having

been there already five times as of now. Over that course of time,

worshipping in Yasukuni Shrine has become one of the most

sticking issues in diplomacy between Japan-Korea and Japan-

China. In 1985 when Prime Minister Yasuhiro Nakasone officially

showed his respect in Yasukuni Shrine, the Chinese government

formally protested against this. China consistently criticizes Japan s

prime ministers for worshipping in Yasukuni because it arouses

suspicions over the Japanese government s awareness and

responsibility for its invasions and it also severly hurts Asians who

were victimized from Japan s attacks. In this regard, the Korean

government is also in the same line. And Nakasone took China s

accusation seriously and stopped worshipping from the next year.

By contrast, Koizumi even refuted criticisms from China and

Korea as intervention in its internal affairs, rather taking that

opportunity to create an image of leader accomplishing Japan s

objectives instead of yielding to external pressure and maintain
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his approval rating. As a result, Chinese and Korean leaders

refused to hold summits with Koizumi so their political relation-

ships with Japan were exacerbated to the worst. As long as it is

considered a diplomatic issue between Japan-Korea and Japan-

China, debates over Yasukuni can t avoid its focus on enshrine-

ment of class-A war criminals in Yasukuni Shrine. And politics and

the media both approach the issue almost this way. After

Nakasone, those politicians who attache importance to protests

from China and Korea and try to avoid them preferably think of

possibilities to exclude class-A war criminals from Yasukuni

Shrine, and the same is true with the Japanese media which think

it important to maintain friendly relations with the neighbouring

countries. The report on the Tomita memo in the Nikkei

Newspaper appeared amid this context. Supporters for the prime

minister s worshipping in Yasukuni Shrine tried hard to neutralize

the evidential power of this memo, but to no avail. Opponents of

Koizumi s paying homage like Nikkei Newspaper and Asahi

Newspaper took advantage of the Tomita memo to strengthen

their argument. They argued: Considering that even Emperor

Showa avoided visiting Yasukuni Shrine since class-A war crimi-

nals responsible for invasions are enshrined, Prime Minister

Koizumi must stop praying there . Korea s major media also, it

was very apparent, introduced positively Tomita memo with the

intention of stopping the prime minister from worshipping further.
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After all, Prime Minister Koizumi visited Yasukuni Shrine on

August 15. Both Korean and Chinese governments vehemently

protested exactly as expected, but later the Japanese government

was transferred to Abe from Koizumi and now the debate is in a

lull. However, with heated controversies over Tomita memo, I can

point out several problems with historical understanding on

Yasukuni Shrine. Next, I would like to analyze denial of history

in the Yasukuni issue as below: 

First, it is clear that Yasukuni enshrines class-A war criminals and

Japanese prime ministers worship there, which translates into

Japan s denial of responsibility for its invasions. 

But no post-war prime minister who ever showed his respect

in Yasukuni Shrine has publicly denied Japan s responsibilities for

the invasions. Koizumi confirmed Prime Minister Murayama s

remarks in 1995 showing sincere apologies for and painful

reflections on attacking and colonizing the neighbouring coun-

tries, thus making the people under the colony severely suffer,

with an incorrect state policy not so long ago in the past being

in line with the Japanese government s stance and cleary indicat-

ed he has no intention of denying responsibilities for the inva-

sions. 
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However, Yasukuni Shrine officially claims that the previous

great battles were for self-existence and self-defense, and also for

freeing Asia from the colonial rule of western countries. In this

sense, regardless of whether the class is A, B or C, it is a dishon-

or to call them war criminals and is just an unjust label unilat-

erally forced by triumphant countries in the tribunal. Indeed,

Yasukuni Shrine is not an usual place for worshipping but a place

to honor and deify the war dead. And for those killed in battle

to be admired, the wars must not be invasions. 

It is not weird at all that the act of prime minister visiting

Yasukuni Shrine where class-A war criminals are enshrined causes

distrust to of the Japanese government s sense of responsibility for

the wars. 

But if historical controversies over Yasukuni Shrine are simply

treated as enshrinement of class-A war criminals, then that is a

degrade of the seriousness of the issue and especially from the

inside perspective of Japan, there arise many problems. If it is

really a matter of enshrinement of class-A war criminals, then

problems would be cleared simply by excluding them from

Yasukuni Shrine. True, the Chinese and Korean governments, with

political relationships with Japan in mind, tried to resolve this

issue easily by restricting it only to class-A criminals. That stance

can be understandable as a way to resolve diplomatic matters.

However, if the understanding of Japan s politicians and media on
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the Yasukuni issue is really at this level, in other words, if they

think it really won t be a problem that its emperor and prime min-

ister can do the worshipping simply by excluding class-A war

criminals, then inside that awareness, either consciously or uncon-

sciously, lies the concept of denial of history.

Second, the denial of history arises from dependency on the

concept of class-A war criminals. Class-A war criminals is a con-

cept of judging responsibility in the Tokyo Tribunal for initiating

wars such as the Second Sino-Japanese War starting with the

Manchurian Incident and the Pacific War. Since it begins with the

preparation phase of the Manchurian Incident, responsibilities for

wars taking place from January 1928 through August 1945 were

subject to judgement. To put it differently, the Tokyo Tribunal and

the concept of class-A war criminals are not applied to Japan s

war history with Asia before the Manchurian Incident. In 1928,

Japan was already a colonial empire having many nations includ-

ing Josun and Taiwan under its rule. However, among the Allies

that judged Japan in the Tokyo Tribunal, the US, the UK, the

Netherlands and France were not qualified for or had any inten-

tion of holding Japan accountable for its colonial rule because

they were also colonial powers. Yasukuni Shrine includes those

killed in the battles over the course of Japan attacking its neigh-

bours since the Taiwan Expedition and establishing its colonial

rule. 
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The colonial rule of Taiwan was established by pushing down

Chinese-Taiwanese in armed uprisings with military force, fol-

lowed by oppressing protests from Taiwanese aboriginals also by

force. The rule of Korea started with militarily suppressing resis-

tances from Korean people embodied as fighters for justice since

Gangwha Island Incident in 1876. But the Japanese war dead over

this course as well as those killed in the military operations to

oppress liberation activities are all enshrined as noble souls hav-

ing made contributions to expansion of the empire or the rule

of the emperor. Yasukuni Shrine is totally equal to the modern

colonialism of Japan, and Japan keeps denying its colonial rule by

worshipping the war dead enshrined along with class-A war crimi-

nals. 

One thing to keep in mind is that the second type of denial, in

other words, denying invasions into Asia before the Second Sino-

Japanese War or denial of colonialism lies deeply in the heart of

those who recognize war responsibilities by class-A war criminals

such as the progressive intelligent, Asahi Newspaper as well as

what s called the rightest revisionists. Historical views-like Meiji

achieved the great work of establishing Japan s status on an equal

footing with the western powers but Showa weakened its

power, or the Japanese army was thriving until First Sino-Japanese

War and Russo-Japanese War but collapsed after the Second Sino-

Japanese War-were partly affected by Shiba Ryotaro who emerged
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as popular writer throughout the nation through NHK or Asahi

Newspaper, thus spread out even among the Japanese liberalists,

but deep down there lies a flavor of denial of colonialism, which

in turn diminishes the seriousness of Yasukuni issue simply to

class-A war criminals. 

Focusing just on class-A war criminals also belittle responsibili-

ties for invasions after the Manchurian Incident. This is the third

denial of history in the Yasukuni matter. This idea is very appar-

ent in publicizing the Tomita memo mentioned earlier and contro-

versies surrounding it. The more it is highlighted that Emperor

Showa stopped worshipping in Yasukuni Shrine simply from a

sense of unpleasantness as class-A war criminals are enshrined

together and it gets more and more positive evaluations, the

deeper is the impression which all this should be held account-

able only to class-A war criminals, not the emperor.

This is also in line with the background of judgement in the

Tokyo Tribunal that Emperor Showa was exempt from his respon-

sibility because of political intentions of the US. It was simply the

decision unilaterally made by the US that Showa, the chief execu-

tive (sovereign) and the commander-in-chief (generalissimo) among

others, was immune from prosecution for all the invasions that

were subject to judgement in the Tokyo Tribunal, and even after

the war, he could stay as emperor as a unifying symbol for Japan

and its people (Article 1 of the Constitution), for the US intended,
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amid the Cold War between East and West, to make the use of the

emperor in defending Japan against Communists. The emperor s

responsibility for the invasions, concealed and denied as such, are

repudiated again from highlighting the issue of class-A war crimi-

nals. 

Denying responsibility for the wars after the Manchurian

Incident is not simply limited to the emperor, but to each and

every stratum of Japanese people ranging from leaders aside from

class-A war criminals, mass media and the intelligent, the cultured,

religionists to educators. But if things are to be cleared only by

excluding class-A war criminals, then there would be no more

way to blame any other military personnel and Yasukuni Shrine

itself. 

So far, I have pointed out three types of denial of history in

controversies over Yasukuni Shrine. The first denial is shown by

Yasukuni Shrine and rightest revisionists that deny any war

responsibilities after the Second Sino-Japanese War. The second

denial is that, even though they think Japan should be held

accountable for the wars, they divert the responsibilities only to

class-A criminals, denying any other personnel, especially the

emperor, should be blamed. The third denial is spread even



136

among liberalists and the conscientious intelligent who talk

about Japan s invasion only after the Second Sino-Japanese War

and deny its responsibility for colonialism before the invasion into

China. These three are denials of judging the wars waged by the

former Japanese Army and the war dead enshrined in Yasukuni

Shrine for their participation in the wars, in other words, denial of

its invasions. 

Here, let us note the fact that Yasukuni enshrines those killed

in battles who were judged favorably. Then we get to know that

Yasukuni Shrine is a device to deny history as a fact, just from the

start, by not only denying aggressiveness of the wars and respon-

sibilities for the invasions, but also forging the war criminals as

honorable war dead.

Yasukuni Shrine fabricates the fact of how the soldiers were

killed. To put it differently, it sanctifies the war dead by transform-

ing those killed in cruelty and blood into those sacrificed hon-

ourably and heroically from the wars. In this sense, history

manipulation is categorized in three forms. 

The first and most apparent manipulation is the fallen sol-

diers from the colonies such as Josun and Taiwan. In fact, a total

of 50,000 war dead mobilized from the colonies for Japan s inva-

sions-20,000 Koreans, 20,000 Taiwanese, etc-are currently buried

in Yasukuni Shrine. Japan conducted the Japanization education

to the people under its colony to infuse that they are owned by
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the emperor, asking the Koreans and Taiwanese to devote their

lives and pledge their allegiance to Japan and the emperor. In

fact, however, the motive of those mobilized to the Japanese

Army, either forcefully or voluntarily, was to be free from discrimi-

nation against heterogeneous people, not really internalizing in

themselves the Yasukuni belief. 

After liberation from the Japanese colonial rule, it was 1978

when the first request to drop the enshrinement of Taiwanese sol-

diers in Yasukuni Shrine was raised by the war bereaved from

Taiwan. Later the same request was also made by the Korean

bereaved, but still under legal proceedings. Their argument is that

it cannot be tolerable to place their deceased family members

together with attackers, who reduced their country to a colony, in

Yasukuni Shrine, the symbol of Japan s militarism. But these

requests are consistently rejected by Yasukuni Shrine. The reason:

They were Japanese at the time of death. So it doesn t make any

sense they are not Japanese after death. As Japanese servicemen,

they were killed in action mindful that they were going to be

enshrined in Yasukuni on death, so they cannot be excluded from

Yasukuni just at the request of the bereaved. Because they partic-

ipated in Japan s wars as Japanese servicemen, exactly like the

other Japanese nationals, in a cooperative manner, it is reasonable

they are in Yasukuni Shrine(Remarks by a Guuji in 1978). What s

shown here is simply manipulation of forceful conscription
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orders into voluntary participation in the war and honorable

death.

The second is civilian war dead from the battle of Okinawa

War. Okinawa was originally located between Japan and China

and formed an independent Ryukyu Kingdom, but it was reduced

to Okinawa Prefecture in 1879 when the Meiji government col-

lapsed the kingdom by military force. Along with Hokkaido

where aboriginals Ainu resided, it was the first victim of the mod-

ern Japanese colonialism and sometimes called as the internal

colony to be differentiated from Josun and Taiwan. A strong nat-

uralization policy was enforced there under the Japanese rule, but

in the late phase of the Pacific War, the Japanese Army mobilized

non-combatant civilians in its fight against the US Army under the

name of soldiers and civilians being in a body. That tragic

Okinawa War resulted in 100,000 civilians dead. Not only that,

quite a few people massacred by the Japanese 

Army were deemed as ally, for example, some misappre-

hended as spies were killed by Japanese soldiers, or some were

forced to commit collective suicide to avoid the possibilities sur-

render or to become war prisoners. 

A lot of civilians killed as such are enshrined in Yasukuni as

well. Why are civilians there in Yasukuni that enshrines soldiers

and civilians employed by the military? In 1958, the Bereaved

Relief Act stated that those who joined the wars at the request of
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military are subject to pension plan for the war bereaved so

the administration recommended the bereaved of civilians sacri-

ficed from the battle of Okinawa should apply for this. Thus,

Yasukuni enshrines civilians who were requested to join the war

by the military as quasi-combatant civilians. As a result,

Okinawa residents, the actual victims of the Japanese war were

enshrined as collaborators. Even babies and kids who were

forced into collective suicide became the honorable war

dead in Yasukuni as those who sacrificed themselves for the

nation . Here lies the manipulation of history trying to hide the

tragic story of the battle of Okinawa, especially the military

responsibility for mass-killing civilians.

The last is denial of incident as death from war in the process

of admiring the war dead of Japanese soldiers or combatant civil-

ians generally as honorable warriors , and sanctifying their death

as sublime and heroic. Here does the concept include Yasukuni

Shrine as a facility to admire the war dead or Yaskuni itself. 

Among an estimated 2.46 million war dead enshrined in

Yasukuni Shrine, over 2 million were killed from the Pacific War.

But around 60% of them are not exactly war dead but starved to

death in a broad sense. Amid the Pacific War, the Japanese Army

was aware of the difficulties in food supply when it sent a massive

number of military forces to South Pacific including New Guinea.

Most of them died because of food shortages rather than fighting
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against the Allies while roaming around tropical jungles, eventual-

ly their bodies being decomposed until there remained only skele-

tons. Such a miserable appearance couldn t be seen after they

were enshrined in Yasukuni, and they have become the honor-

able war dead indicating they died a heroic death for the noble

cause of protecting their nation. This tragedy is not simply caused

by their starvation to death. The combat story itself is miserable.

Nevertheless, Yasukuni Shrine wiped out everything from dread-

fulness, bloodiness of decaying bodies, and sublimated a death

from the war by stressing the out itself as holy grounds of the

god.

What s especially crucial is an appeal to the bereaved.

Neglecting sadness and grief of the bereaved could possibly lead

to distrust, criticism and anger toward statesman. So a magnificent

rite was temporarily held to perform a religious service for the war

dead in Yasukuni Shrine and the emperor paid respect there. That

event was where an emotional alchemy worked, turning the

grief of the bereaved in a 180 degree. An article reported in maga-

zine Friends of Housewives(shufu no tomo) (January 1944 edition)

featured a story about Tsutsui Matsu( ) residing in Kochi

Prefecture who lost 3 out of 4 sons enlisted to the army and

enshrined in Yasukuni. She said: I was so sad and distraught

when I got informed that my eldest and second sons were killed

in action, but when I was invited as one of the bereaved to the



141

magnificent temporary rite in Yasukuni Shrinefrom as two of my

sons were enshrined there and witnessed myself the emperor

paying homage, I felt like I was electrocuted. Thinking in a way

that my sons were dead gloriously for the nation and that s why

even the emperor is showing his respect, all my sadness went

away and afterward felt really happy and proud about that. As

such, the emperor s worshipping in Yasukuni Shrine played a

decisive role in making the bereaved admit honorable death from

war and the public in general take wars in a positive sense. No

matter how distant the fact is, death from war, either soldiers or

combatant civilians, are fabricated in this process as a holy deed,

sacrificing themselves for the noble cause of the nation. 

Let s go back to the Tomita memo. The article was exploited to

criticize Prime Minister Koizumi for visiting Yasukuni Shrine.

However, it is expected to have an adverse effect over the mid-to-

long term. What s most critical to Yasukuni Shrine and statesmen

taking advantage of it is restoration of worshipping by the emper-

or. Now the argument is getting more momentum that the current

abnormal status in which Emperor Showa stopped worshipping

should be normalized and worshipping in Yasukuni Shrine by

prime minister but also by emperor should be taken as normal. 
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In particular, what mustn t be neglected is that this summer

some powerful politicians including Foreign Minister Aso Taro

began arguing that Yasukuni Shrine should be put under state

control again with the intention of restoring emperor s worship-

ping. 

The idea of nationalizing Yasukuni Shrine which became a reli-

gious entity after defeat in the war and was separated from the

state control was actually raised by the Liberal Democratic Party

from 1969 to 1974 in the annual bill for nationalizing Yasukuni

Shrine submitted to the Parliament. However, it wasn t realized

because of an encounter with strong criticism that it might revive

militarism. But 30 years later, some powerful politicians of the

Liberal Democratic Party again began arguing that nationalizing

Yasukuni Shrine is the only way to exclude class-A war criminals

based on the nation s arbitrary judgement and normalize prime

minister s, especially the emperor s worshipping there with under-

standing sought from Korea and Japan.

Last fall, the Liberal Democratic Party announced a new draft

constitution, pushing ahead with amending Article 9 of the

Constitution to specify the self-defense army and release ban on

the use of armed force for reasons such as defending itself or

maintaining the world peace. Declaring his intention to initiate

the constitutional amendment as such while in office, Prime

Minister Abe showed a strong movement for Japan to be able to
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exert its military power by instituting collective self-defense right

or permanent law for overseas deployment of self-defense

force. In fact, around the time when the ground self-defense

force was about to be deployed to Iraq, the possibility of placing

those sacrificed during the war against Iraq in Yasukuni Shrine, if

any, was reviewed inside the self-defense force. If any military

force is dead from overseas deployment and Yasukuni Shrine is

again put under the state control, then the war dead will definitely

be enshrined in Yasukuni and worshipped by prime minister or

emperor and expressly respected as honorable warrior sacrificed

for the nation.

The Japanese government, established in the 19th century by

the Meiji Restoration, founded Yasukuni Shrine as a device to pre-

serve the Japanese army and repeatedly waged wars. This system

was disorganized from the defeat in the 1945 war, but 60 years

later in the 21st century, the Japanese government appears to

nationalize Yasukuni Shrine again to maintain and support a new

Japanese military force. Can Yasukuni Shrine which keeps

denying history be resurrected again as a device for provoking

new wars? 
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There have been heated disputes over historical issues in recent

years in East Asia, especially between China and Japan, as well as

Korea and Japan. These historical issues have had an impact on

international relations in East Asia. Such disputes became obsta-

cles in the development of China-Japan relations and Korea-Japan

relations. The matters of whether the historical issues of neigh-

boring nations can be resolved and whether different nations

can establish a common understanding towards history for a

brighter future have become a main point of interest for many

in East Asia. After his appointment, the new Prime Minister of

Japan Abe Shinzo recently visited China and Korea. The leaders of

Future-oriented Perspective for
Northeast Asia
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the three nations stressed the importance of conducting joint

research on historical issues. This can be considered as part of the

efforts made to bring the deadlock in international relations in East

Asia to an end.   

As you already know, after Japan surrendered, anti-fascist nations

that participated in anti-Japan operations during World War II

made a righteous judgment on the war crimes committed by

Japan. In relation to Article 11 of the San Francisco Peace Treaty

with Japan in 1951, the Japanese government publicly announced

that it would accept the judgments of the International Military

Tribunal for the Far East and of other Allied War Crimes Courts

both within and outside Japan. On August 15, 1995, the former

Prime Minister Tomiichi Murayama made a statement on the occa-

sion of the 50th anniversary of the war s end, which included the

following:   

During a certain period in the not too distant past, Japan, fol-

lowing a mistaken national policy, advanced along the road to

war, only to ensnare the Japanese people in a fateful crisis, and,

through its colonial rule and aggression, caused tremendous
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damage and suffering to the people of many countries, particu-

larly to those of Asian nations. In the hope that no such mis-

take be made in the future, I regard, in a spirit of humility,

these irrefutable facts of history, and express here once again

my feelings of deep remorse and state my heartfelt apology.

Allow me also to express my feelings of profound mourning

for all victims, both at home and abroad, of that history.

Building from our deep remorse on this occasion of the 50th

anniversary of the end of the war, Japan must eliminate self-

righteous nationalism, and promote international cooperation

as a responsible member of the international community.  

This statement by the former Prime Minister Murayama was

regarded as a clear demonstration of the Japanese government s

stance towards its wartime history. Recently, Japanese Prime

Minister Abe explicitly said that Japan should inherit the spirit of

the Murayama statement.

If Japan s actions had been in line with the above-mentioned

statement, the international society in East Asia would not have

sharply contrasting understandings towards history, and develop-

ments in international relations would have been made compara-

tively peacefully. However, post-war developments in the East

Asian society did not progress smoothly.

With the advent of the Cold War after the end of World War II,

there was a growing atmosphere in Japan to deny its historical
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responsibilities regarding its colonial rule and aggression. First of

all, there were claims that backed the Greater East Asia War.

According to such claims, the Pacific War that commenced in

December 1941 was the beginning of the 100-year East Asian

war waged by Japan to free itself from the pressures of Europe

and America. These claims deny Japanese invasions into China

that started in 1931 as well as when Japan annexed the Korean

peninsula in 1905. This implies the revival of the concept of the

Greater East Asia War advocated by militarists during the war. 

Only 40 years after the end of the war, some politicians in

Japan, which had become an economic power, were attempting

to establish ambitious political objectives based on a short-sighted

understanding towards history. They regarded Japan s post-war

apologies and self-criticisms on its colonial rule and aggression as

unjustifiable, and called for a political reflection on the 40 years

after the end of the war. This is how the sharp conflict over histo-

ry arose in East Asia.

In 1995 fifty years after the end of the war a long-term

recession in Japan triggered an atmosphere of anxiety in Japanese

society. Some Japanese parliamentary members published a book

called Summarizing the Greater East Asia War, and stressed that

the Greater East Asia War was a war waged by Japan to liberate

Asia from suppression by Europe and the U.S. They also criti-

cized that mainstream historical studies after the end of the war
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described modern Japanese history based on masochistic views

on history, and made claims that Japan should deny that the

Greater East Asia War resulted in suffering and families for Asian

people. They also stated that the Rape of Nanjing was fabricated

and that women chose to become comfort women for commer-

cial purposes, thus fully denying any theories on wartime respon-

sibilities held by the Japanese army. During the course of this

year, the level of Japan s denial of history developed from deny-

ing the righteousness of Tokyo rulings to overthrowing rulings on

war crimes.     

In harmony with the activities of the politicians mentioned

above, some intellectuals organized the Research association on

liberalistic views on history, sharply criticized post-war history

education in Japan as masochistic views on history, anti-Japan

views on history, and gloomy views on history, and demanded

for the compilation of books on a splendid history. The splen-

did history referred to here is the new history textbook authored

by the Japanese Society for History Textbook Reform, and pub-

lished by Fusosha. 

After the end of the Cold War, nationalism in the East Asian

region has been gaining strength. In addition, elements ensuring

stability in regional order have been disappearing amidst conflicts

among powerful nations, and have not been strengthened ever

since: In fact, these elements have rather become weak. Against
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this backdrop, disputes over historical issues have come to reflect

a dangerous political trend in Japan. This trend is none other than

Japan s move towards militarism. The Japanese prime minister vis-

iting the Yasukuni Shrine to honor the Japan s war dead can bring

about only negative effects on the already unstable international

society in East Asia.   

When talking about the subject of constructing a regional commu-

nity, the public often compares Asia and Europe, and particularly

takes the example of the European Union. There are, of course,

many regional differences between Asia and Europe, and many

factors that are incomparable. In terms of the issue of establishing

a common understanding on history, however, European nations

that have waged war against each other, such as Germany and

France, as well as Germany and Poland, have made positive

achievements based on joint research. What kind of lesson can

Asian citizens learn from these achievements?

Will citizens of different countries be able to reach a common

understanding on history? This is a challenging task or proposi-

tion. Before attending a Nanjing forum related to sharing historical
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understandings, I attended a lecture by Oe Kenzaburo, a Japanese

Nobel Laureate in literature, given in Beijing. His lecture was

titled, Starting from despairing hope. The despair he is refer-

ring to is current politics in Japan, and implies that there can be

no illusions or dreams about some Japanese politicians. By

hope, he is referring to expectations on social advancements in

East Asia as well as his trust in post-war principles of peace in

Japan. It is widely known that Oe Kenzaburo upholds the princi-

ples of peace and anti-war, but what he wanted to stress during

his lecture was the fact that there is a need to inherit the principles

of peace and anti-war that were respected by intellectuals who led

Japanese society after the end of the war. These intellectuals

include Maruyama Masao, Nanbara Shigeru, and Ienaga Saburo.

The appeals made by these intellectuals consisted of post-war

Japan learning from the lessons of the war; how Japan should

interact with Asia; how Japan should maintain peace with China

and Korea; and how Japanese citizens can become respected citi-

zens again. The active leadership of these intellectuals resulted in

considerable advancements in international relations in East Asia

after the war, as well as peace in Asia.     

From the perspective of the public, we can find a positive side

to the current situation. The percentage of adoption of the new

history textbook by Fusosha is less than 1%. This indicates that the

basic stance of approving aggressive war is not being approved
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by most Japanese; and that most Japanese citizens hope for peace

and are against wars. This can function as a foundation for citizens

of East Asian nations to establish a common understanding on the

history of war.    

There are, of course, some remaining issues that need to be

overcome to reach this point. Most Japanese people are against

wars based on the perspective that the Japanese are victims of

war. This is because the war did indeed bring hardships to the

Japanese people also. However, the stance of Japanese opposing

war as war victims is not acceptable by citizens across Asia.

Because anti-war is not just a catch phrase that any party can

raise. Most people in East Asia recognize Japanese during the war

period as wrongdoers rather than victims. When they talk about

war, most Japanese people first think of the atomic bomb attack

on Hiroshima and Nagasaki, in addition to the Tokyo air raid. This

is because modern and comtemporary history education in Japan

did not teach Japanese that they are the wrongdoers and should

burden corresponding responsibilities. As an outcome, there is a

clear difference between us and Japan in terms of understanding

the war.   

Some people may raise the following question: It has been 60

years since the end of the war. Why has the historical issue not

been solved yet, and why does it pose as a huge barrier to

peace? One of the causes can be attributed to the alarming rise
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of right-wing and conservative movements. However, we need to

focus on the issues related to the disappearance of the public s

sentimental perspectives on the war.  

It indeed has been 60 years, since world war II, experienced

the war is steadily decreasing. Moreover, their war experience is

having a lesser impact on their descendants. According to statis-

tics, people born after the war account for more than 70% of the

total population. People in the age group between 40 and 60

probably attained emotional knowledge on the war through the

mouths of people in their former generation. Teenagers who are

around 20, however, hardly ever acquire emotional knowledge on

the war from their parents. As such, they lack understanding on

the war and have abstract ideas towards it. To many youths, the

war is a thing of the past. Using the words of this generation,

war only happens in virtual space, such as in computer games.

This kind of perspective on war can lead people on the wrong

path. In particular, it can easily lead them into a direction towards

self-righteous nationalism. This kind of phenomenon is appearing

in all nations throughout East Asia. This also has a negative effect

on peace and development objectives. We have no choice but to

focus on this issue.

However, the compilation of the new history textbook that

intentionally denies any responsibility over the aggressive war and

the abovementioned situation are different. In terms of the new
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history textbook of Fusosha, what is required is criticism based on

theories as well as the theory of knowledge. In terms of citizens of

different nations reaching a common understanding on history,

what is required is understanding and communication based on

discussions. This kind of communication and understanding can

reduce the influence of Fusosha s history textbook to a minimum.   

Common views on history are established based on a common

understanding toward important issues, while a common under-

standing towards history originates from the sharing of historical

facts. In this sense, the sharing of historical facts forms the basis

for a common understanding on history and common views on

history.

If we take into consideration general differences in the cultural

backgrounds and social environment among the nations, what are

simple facts to the citizens of one nation can sound like a story

from the Arabian Nights to the citizens of another nation. If his-

torical facts cannot be shared, a nation s understanding on history

that has been reached based on its own historical facts cannot be

the same as another nation s historical understanding. Due to this

reason, different nations cannot but have different views towards

history. In detail, in understanding war issues, even if the citizens

of an aggressor nation as well as those of an invaded nation both

hope for peace and are against war from the stance of victims of

war, the gap in their understanding towards history can still be
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big. If this difference is used by right-wing or conservative politi-

cians for special intentions, the issue of historical understanding

can develop into issues among nations. 

In relation to the issue of historical understanding in East Asia,

some scholars in the three nations of China, Japan, and Korea are

conducting research on the cause of the growth of nationalism in

the East Asian region, as well as issues surrounding history educa-

tion and textbooks. One scholar raised issues with East Asian

countries creating textbooks based on theories that aim at rational-

izing the construction of a nation-state. The scholar claimed that

this kind of history education is probably leading to the spread of

nationalism, and will be a barrier to people in East Asia develop-

ing a common understanding towards history. He even believes

that this is one of the reasons why it has become difficult to put a

stop to the vicious cycle of strong nationalist feelings among

nations. In order to address this issue, this scholar calls for the

need to compile a common history textbook in East Asia.   

I do not take the stance of strongly objecting to nations setting

a direction to create textbooks that stress the need for the con-

struction of a nation-state. In addition, in the current international
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environment, I believe that history textbooks which center around

each nation are based on objective facts, and have rational condi-

tions. However, in order to enable the young generation to have

greater ambitions and broader visions, it is extremely essential to

provide youths with a history textbook that ensures a better

future.  

Back in 2002, we reached a consensus with scholars in Japan

and in Korea on the need to jointly compile a history textbook for

the future. After three years of strenuous efforts, a history textbook

was published simultaneously in the three nations last year, and in

May this year, a revised version was jointly published again. After

its publication, the book received unprecedented attention and

reception by society. Its first and second editions were published

in the three nations of China, Japan, and Korea, and its order vol-

ume increased everyday. In terms of the number of copies pub-

lished in China, the book maintained the number one position

among published books for several months. Demand could not

be fully met even though the book was being continuously print-

ed.   

However, we also heard criticism regarding this book. These

criticisms originated from different nations as well as social classes.

The most radical criticism was, of course, a common understand-

ing towards history cannot be established among different nations.

We need to especially approach subjects, like war, based on value
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judgement. This kind of criticism was mostly made by conserva-

tive political and academic sectors in Japan. The same opinions

were voiced in China as well. There were criticisms that targeted

specific issues or that were related to comparatively sensitive

issues in the international society of East Asia. Examples include

the Korean War and the Chinese Cultural Revolution: Our history

textbook did not give detailed descriptions of, and in some cases,

did not even mention these subjects. 

The history textbook that was jointly compiled by scholars of

the three nations target wrong understandings that have had an

impact on relations among Asian nations in modern times 

especially an understanding towards war, the most fundamental

matter that has an impact on international relations. This book has

shortcomings in other subjects. However, scholars of the three

nations were able to achieve a common historical understanding

on the most fundamental issue. This can become a model for

establishing a common understanding on history for the future, as

well as for carrying out proactive measures that promote peace in

Asia. Moreover, this can have great implications and an interna-

tional impact on constructing a peaceful Asia through the facilita-

tion of the sharing of historical facts in addition to the establish-

ment of a common understanding on history for a better future.

One matter that has been pointed out by some critical voices is

in fact true: In many subjects regarding historical developments in
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East Asia in modern times, the scholars of the three nations have

considerably different understandings. The following are my

thoughts on critical differences in historical understandings that I

have experienced during the four years of compiling a common

history textbook.

First of all, the three nations each gave different descriptions

on their basic understanding of modern history in East Asia. There

was a considerable difference in the mainstream views among the

nations. 

In terms of how we should analyze the process of China

steadily turning into an semi-colonial and semi-feudalistic society

with the advent of capitalist and imperialistic superpowers, there

was the issue of whether to perform research on China s modern

history based on the use of the modernization method or the

revolutionary history method. In the initial phase of discus-

sions, the replacement theory, which involved replacing the

revolutionary history method with the modernization

method, was quite popular for some time. However, the

replacement theory had to soon make way for the formula the-

ory, which states that a formula includes other formulas ; and

the co-existence theory, which claims that two types of

formulas coexist. In terms of conducting detailed analysis and

defining boundaries, the two theories mentioned above still have

several shortcomings.
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But the situation was different with Japan. The status of Marxist

historical science, which gained strength after the end of the war,

was negatively impacted after the end of the Cold War, which in

turn led to the facilitation of social history and local history

research. But some people place Marxist historical science in a

position opposite to the academic trend that places importance on

actual proof and historical document research, and thereby stress-

es the characteristic of Marxist historical science as being anti-tra-

ditional. They claim that modern history studies in Japan should

strongly maintain positivism and be based on analytical science ;

and that there is a need to conduct analysis based on diversified

analytic views and to enhance preciseness in positivism by adopt-

ing a comprehensive research approach that covers various stud-

ies related to society, including policy studies, based on various

methods. Japanese scholars who have such a way of thinking

used the same kind of logic to interpret, in their own ways, the

discussion over formulas by the modern history studies sector in

China, and made claims that the revolutionary history method is

old-fashioned and unscientific, and that the modernization

method is scientific.       

In addition, when analyzing the initial modernization process

of China and Japan, the Japanese academic sector paid attention

to generally common elements between the two nations. The

Chinese movement to learn (modern technology) from the West
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almost coincides with, in terms of its timing, the period of

Japanese modernization, namely the period before the Meiji era.

The two occurrences coincide in time, and also in other elements

as well: the background (a sense of crisis) as well as the objective

(a wealthy country and a powerful army). It is clear that such

common factors exist. But the Chinese academic sector placed

more focus on the differences between the two nations in the

sense of crisis and the objective of becoming a wealthy country

and having a powerful army. This is because such differences are

related to the evaluation of the Sino-Japanese War and the Russo-

Japanese War.   

In terms of the relationship between pre-modern Joseon and

China, as well as Joseon and Japan, the views of Korean scholars

were different from those of Chinese and Japanese scholars. From

the perspective of Korea, Korean scholars determined that the

subject of Sino-Joseon relations that were impacted by China-cen-

tered philosophies and the subject of Japan-Joseon relations under

Japanese colonization in modern times were matters that should

basically be discussed in connection. Chinese scholars, however,

thought that there was a fundamental difference between the two

subjects.  

Overall, East Asia was commonly under pressure during the

initial stages of modernization, due to infiltrations by Western

superpowers. Each nation responded differently, and the results of
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such actions were also extremely different. Detailed discussions

should be carried out on how to analyze the historical process of

the opening of nations in East Asia, from the perspective of East

Asia, rather than each nation in the region. 

The international society of the 21st century is pursuing peace

and developments. We call for the need to resolve international

disputes through dialogue. Dialogue needs to be used as an

approach to resolve issues surrounding historical understanding,

which are impacting international relations. In recent years, the

world has been influenced by globalization. Nations across the

globe are placed in a situation where they have no choice but to

become an integral part of an international society. The trend of

globalization is raising the need for not only governments, but for

all citizens to have international mindsets and views. People living

in today s world of globalization need to have great ambitions,

and understand themselves as well as the international society.

The reason for our criticisms on the new history textbook of

Fusosha lies with the fact that the book blocks the trend of global-

ization and propagates the arguement that only Japan is great,

from the perspective of self-righteous nationalism. We need to pay

caution to the fact that, as a trend of thought, self-righteous

nationalism does not exist in Japan alone, but is having an impact

on some other nations in East Asia. Self-righteous nationalism is

becoming a barrier that is threatening peace in Asia by accelerat-
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ing the worsening of emotions among citizens of different nations

that was triggered by the issue of historical understanding. A key

to resolving this issue is to promote the establishment of a com-

mon understanding on history by addressing the doubts of the

civil society and boosting trust. In this respect, each nation s gov-

ernment, media, and academic sector hold responsibilities that

cannot be ignored. International relations in Asia is currently at a

critical turning point. When opportunities are fully realized and

challenges are taken, there will be new hope for peace and devel-

opments in Asia.



近年来，在东亚国际社会，特别是中日、韩日之间，围绕历史问题产

生了比较激烈的争论，历史问题的分歧在某种程度上影响了东亚的国

际关系，对中日关系与韩日关系的正常发展产生了消极影响。能否解

决邻国间的历史问题，能否在不同国家间建立面向未来的历史认识，

成为东亚地区许多人关心的问题。不久前，日本新首相安倍晋三在上

任后相继访问了中国与韩国，三国领导人都强调了就历史问题开展共

同研究的意义，这是打开东亚国际关系僵局的努力的一部分。

东亚地区建立面向未来的历史认识的
重要意义

191
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I. �东亚历史问题的争议产生及越来越激化的原因

众所周知，日本投降后，第二次世界大战中参加对日作战的反法

西斯阵营的国家对日本的战争犯罪进行了正义的审判。日本政府通过

1951年缔结的《旧金山和约》第11条表示接受远东国际审判法庭及盟国

在日本国内和外国的法庭上对战争犯罪的审判。1995年8月15日，村

山富市首相就战后50周年发表谈话，指出：

“我国在不久前的一个时期，由于错误的政策而走上了战争道路，

使国民陷入生死存亡的危机，由于殖民地统治和侵略，给许多的国

家，特别是亚洲各国的人民以巨大的损害与痛苦。为了不再发生历史

的错误。我们应谦虚地接受历史教训，从内心表示痛切的反省，向在

这一历史过程中牺牲的国内外的人民表达我们的哀悼。在迎来战败50

周年的今天，我国要站在深刻反省的立场，反对狭隘的民族主义，使

日本成为负责任的国际社会的一员而进行国际协调。”

村山首相的谈话被认为是日本政府对战争历史的明确的表达，而

最近安倍首相也表示了遵守村山首相谈话精神的态度。

如果按照上述历史发展的脉络，东亚国际社就不会发生突出的历

史认识的分歧，国际关系的发展也会比较平稳。但是，战后东亚社会

的发展并不是一帆风顺的。

战后不久，由于冷战局面的出现，日本国内否认侵略战争和殖民

统治的历史责任的思想就开始活跃，首先是肯定“大东亚战争”主张的

抬头。这一主张从强调1941年12月起的战争是日本摆脱欧美的压迫而

经历的持续的“东亚百年战争”开始，继而否认1931年开始的对中国的
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侵略，否认1905年开始对朝鲜的强行合并。于是，战争期间军国主义

分子大力鼓吹的“大东亚战争”的概念复活了。

而到了战后40周年的时候，作为经济大国的日本，一部分政治家

开始追求成为政治大国的目标。但是他们把这一本来具有远大政治目

标的理想建筑在近视的历史认识上，他们认为战后对日本的侵略与

殖民统治的反省与批判是错误的，要求对战后40年的进行“政治总决

算”。这样一来，历史认识问题在东亚就突出出来。

到1995年，即战后50周年的时候，长时间的经济停滞又酝酿了日

本社会上的焦躁情绪，一部分日本国会议员主持编写《大东亚战争的

总括》，强调那场战争是日本把亚洲从欧美的统治下“解放”出来的解

放战争，指责战后日本的主流历史学基于“自虐”史观叙述日本近代

史，更要否认战争给亚洲各国人民带来的痛苦与灾难，所以就提出了

所谓的“南京大屠杀虚构论”，声称“从军慰安妇”是商业性质以及全

面否认战争中日本军队责任的种种言论，这些年则更发展到否认东京

审判的正义性质，为战争罪犯翻案的程度。与上述政治家的活动相

配合，知识界中的一部分人成立了“自由主义史观研究会”，批评战

后日本的历史教育，批评所谓的“自虐史观”、“反日史观”和“黑暗史

观”，而要求编写“光明的历史”。而“光明的历史”，就是“新历史教

科书编纂会”编写，由扶桑社出版的“新历史教科书”。

冷战后，东亚地区的民族主义高涨，地区秩序的稳定因素在大国

对立格局消失之后不仅没有增加，反而更加脆弱。在此背景下的历史

问题的争论反映了日本社会的危险的政治倾向，即走向战争道路的倾

向。而在这样的历史背景下，作为政治家的首相参拜靖国神社只能给
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动荡的东亚的国际社会带来消极的影响。

II. �不同国家的人们之间能否建立起关于战争的
共同的历史认识？

在谈到区域共同体建设的时候，人们常常将亚洲与欧洲进行比

较，特别是举出欧盟的例子。当然，两个地区的差异不仅有许多，而

且有一些不可比的因素。但是，在历史认识问题上，欧洲的德国与法

国，德国与波兰这些曾经在历史上发生过长期激烈战争的国家之间进

行了共同研究，并取得了积极的成果。这一成果能够给亚洲的人们提

供什么样的借鉴呢？

不同国家的人们之间能否建立起关于战争的共同的历史认识？这

是一个具有挑战意义的命题或者说是课题。在来南京参加这一论坛之

前，我在北京刚刚听了日本获得诺贝尔文学奖的著名作家大江健三郎

的讲演，他以“始于绝望的希望”作为自己的讲演题目。所谓绝望，是

他对当前日本的政治，对一部分日本政治家已经不抱任何幻想，而希

望，是他对东亚社会发展的期待和对日本战后和平思想的信心。大江

先生的反战和平思想是人们熟知的，而他还想告诉人们的是：现在的

日本很需要继承战后活跃在日本社会的一批有觉悟的知识分子的反战

和平思想，这就包括丸山真男、南原繁、家永三郎等人。这些人呼吁

战后的日本思考战争的教训，思考如何重新面对亚洲，如何与中国与

韩国保持和平，如何重新做日本国民的问题。而这些人的积极行动导

致了战后东亚国际关系的积极发展及亚洲和平局面的建立。
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从民众的层面，我们也会发现一些积极的现象。对日本教科书的采

用情况进行调查后看到：扶桑社的《新历史教科书》虽然苦心经营，但

是至今也只有不到1%的采用率。这说明肯定侵略战争的基本立场并没

有得到多数日本人的承认，多数的日本人民还是希望和平，反对战争

的。这是东亚各国人民能够建立关于战争历史的共同认识的基础。

当然，问题还是存在的。对于多数日本人来说，他们是站在“日本

人是战争被害者”的立场反对战争的，因为战争也确实给日本人民带

来了苦难。但是，仅仅站在这样的立场上反战还不能得到亚洲各国人

民的理解，因为“反战”并不是一个具有普世意义的行动口号。对于多

数东亚地区的国民来说，战争期间的日本对亚洲来说是加害者，而日

本人的“加害者”意识恰恰是比较浅薄的。多数日本人一提到战争，

首先想到的是广岛长崎的原子弹爆炸，是东京的空袭等等。因为本来

就十分薄弱的日本近现代史历史教育并没有告诉日本人自身的加害责

任，这就产生了与我们在战争历史认识上的主要的差异。

人们也许提出这样的问题：战争已经结束60年了，为什么历史认

识问题至今没有能够解决，甚至成为和平的巨大障碍？当然，右翼与

保守势力的猖獗是重要的因素，但是我们还必须关注民众层面对战争

历史的感性认识逐渐风化的问题。

战争已经结束60年，直接经历过战争的人到现在越来越少了，他

们的战争体验对后代人的影响力也越来越小。据统计，现在的人口

中，战后出生的占70%以上。40――60岁的人，可能从上一辈人的口

中得到关于战争的部分感性知识，而20岁左右的青少年，甚至从父母

的口中，也难以得到关于战争的感性的认识。所以，对于多数人来
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说，关于战争的历史认识有空洞化与抽象化的趋势。对于许多年轻人

来说，战争是久远的过去，而对于自己这一代人来说，战争就象游戏

一样，只有在电脑的虚拟的空间中可以看到。这种空洞化与抽象化的

认识，容易被引导到错误的道路上，特别是引向狭隘的民族主义的方

向。这种现象在东亚各国中都有表现，这也是对和平与发展目标的负

面的影响，不能不引起我们的极大注意。

但是，必须看到，这种情况与上述故意否认侵略战争责任的编写

《新历史教科书》的情况不同。如果说对扶桑社的历史教科书，我们需

要的是从理论上与认识上的批判的话，那么，对于人民之间的不同的

历史认识，我们需要的是在讨论基础上的沟通与理解。这种沟通与理

解，可以最大限度地减小扶桑社历史教科书的影响力。

共同的历史观是建立在对重大问题的共同认识基础上的，而共同

的历史认识则源于历史事实的共有。从这个意义上，历史事实的共有

是建立共同的历史认识乃至共同历史观的基础。

从一般的文化背景与社会环境的差异的角度来看，对本国民众来

说是显而易见的事实，对另一国的民众来说，可能就如“天方夜谭”一

般。如果历史事实没有实现共有，各自分别根据自己掌握的历史事实

建立的历史认识就不可能相同，因此也有可能建立不同的历史观。具

体在对战争问题的认识上，侵略国与被侵略的国家的国民都基于战争

被害的立场，虽然同样反对战争，希望和平，但是在历史认识问题上

的差异仍然会相当大。这种差异如果被别有用心的右翼势力或保守的

政治家利用，就会从历史认识问题扩展到国家关系的问题。
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III. �共同编写面向未来的历史

针对东亚历史认识方面的问题，近年来中、日、韩三国都有学者

对民族主义在东亚地区高涨的原因，历史教育与历史教科书的问题进

行了研究。有的学者东亚地区各国把本国历史教科书定位于使国民国

家的建设正当化的理论基础提出了异议，认为这种历史教育可能会导

致民族主义的高涨而有碍于东亚人民共同的历史认识的发展，甚至认

为这是国家之间民族感情的恶性循环难以割断的一个原因。为了解决

这一问题，这些学者主张编纂东亚共同的历史教科书。

我对于各国强调本国国民国家建设的教科书的定位并不持坚决的

反对态度，而且认为在目前的国际环境下，以本国为中心的历史教科

书的存在是客观事实，而且有其合理的条件。但是，为了使年青一代

具有更加宽阔的胸怀和远大的目光，向他们提供面向未来的历史读本

是很必要的。

2002年，我们与日本和韩国的学者曾经就共同编写面向未来的历

史读本的共识。经过三年的努力，面向未来的历史读本去年在三国同

时出版，今年5月又共同出版了修订本。这本书出版后，受到了前所

未有的社会的关注与欢迎，在中、日、韩三国一版再版，订数与日俱

增；在中国的发行量曾数月保持着图书发行第一的位置，连续加印仍

不能满足社会的需求。

但是，我们也听到了关于这本书的批评，这些批评来自不同的国

家，也来自不同的社会层面。当然，极端的批评意见认为在不同的国

家之间是不可能建立共同的历史认识的，特别是在像战争的性质等必
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须进行价值判断的问题上。日本保守的政治界与学界关于这样的批

评比较多，同样的意见在中国也听到过。而也有的批评针对某些具体

的问题，针对在东亚国际社会比较敏感的问题，比如朝鲜战争问题，

比如中国的文化大革命问题等，认为我们的那本书对这些问题语焉不

详，甚至没有接触。

三国学者共同编写的历史书首先是针对在近代以来亚洲国家关系

上面的种种错误的认识，特别是针对主要影响国家关系的最基本的关

于战争性质的认识问题上。在其他的问题上，这本书尽管还有许多不

成熟的地方，但三国的学者能够在最基本的问题上达成共同的认识，

毕竟是在建立面向未来的共同历史认识上作出了榜样，毕竟是促进亚

洲和平的积极行动，对促进历史事实的共有和促进面向未来的共同历

史认识的建立，从而建设亚洲的和平具有积极的意义和国际影响。

当然，正如有些人提出批评的，三国的学者在近代以来东亚历史

发展的许多问题上，确实还有相当多的不同认识。我想在这里回顾一

下编写共同历史书的将近4年的过程遇到的重大的历史认识的分歧。

首先，关于东亚近代历史的基本认识，三国本来各自就有不同的

描述，至于在各国占主流的意见之间，其差异就更大。

中国在如何分析伴随资本主义与帝国主义列强的到来一步步沦为

半殖民地半封建社会的过程和向近代社会发展的过程的关系上，存在

着我们平时说的用“革命史范式”还是用“现代化范式”研究中国近代历

史的问题。“范式”争论的初期，以“现代化范式”取代“革命史范式”

的“取代”说曾一度很活跃，但是逐渐让位于一种“范式”包纳另一种

“范式”的“包纳”说和主张两种“范式”并存的“共存”说。当然，在如
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何具体地分析与界定方面，后两说还有许多未完成的任务。

而日本的情况则不同。冷战结束以来，战后活跃的马克思主义史学

的地位受到冲击，表现在“社会史”与“地方史”研究的活跃。但是也有

人把马克思主义史学与重视实证与史料研究的学术倾向对立起来，强调

马克思主义史学的“反传统”，意识形态特征，而认为日本近代史学应

当在坚持实证主义与分析的“科学性”的同时，采取各种方法引进包含

政策学科在内的社会诸学科的综合性研究，在提高实证精度的同时以多

元化的分析视角进行分析。持这种认识的日本学者还按照这种思维方式

对中国近代史学界关于“范式”的讨论进行了另外的解读，即认为“革命

史范式”是属于旧的、非科学的，而“现代化范式”才是科学的认识。

另外，日本的学术界在分析中日两国初期的近代化进程的时候，

一般是比较注意其共性的一面。认为：中国的洋务运动在时间上与明

治前期的日本的近代化差不多是重合的。二者不仅在时间上一致，而

且在对外危机感这一背景及富国强兵的目的方面也是一致的。这种共

性确实存在，但是，中国的学术界可能更注意两国对外危机感的差异

和富国强兵目的的不同。因为这种差异关系到对中日甲午战争和日俄

战争的评价。

韩国的学者在如何看待前近代朝鲜与中国和朝鲜与日本的关系上

与中国和日本的学者也有不同。因为他们从韩国的立场上，将处于

“华夷秩序”中的中朝关系与近代以来在日本的殖民统治下的日朝关系

基本上是相提并论的，而中国学者则认为两者的差异更突出一些。

总的来看，东亚在近代开始的初期，确实面临西方列强的进入的

共同的压力，但是又有不同的反应，反抗的结果也很不相同。如何从



 【
                                                                】

세
기 

동
북
아
의 

공
동
번
영
을 

위
한 

역
사
문
제
의 

극
복

21

东亚的视角而不是本国的视角分析东亚地区的开国的历史过程，需要

进行具体的讨论。

21世纪的国际社会是在追求和平与发展的，对国际争端，我们主

张通过对话解决。对影响国家关系的历史认识问题，解决的途径也是

这样。这些年来，世界面临全球化的影响，每个国家都不可避免地越

来越深地进入国际社会。全球化不仅要求政府，而且要求国民都要有

国际化的眼光，应当具有更广阔的胸怀，不仅了解自己，而且要了解

国际社会。我们批评日本扶桑社的《新历史教科书》，那本书就是站在

狭隘的民族主义的立场上抵制全球化趋势而宣扬只有日本优秀。应当

注意到，狭隘的民族主义作为一种在新的时代抬头的思潮，不仅在日

本有市场，在东亚的一些国家也有影响。狭隘的民族主义加剧不同国

家民众之间由于历史认识问题而导致的感情恶化，是对亚洲和平的危

险障碍。解决这一问题关键就是在民间层面的进一步增信释疑，促进

建立共同的历史认识。在这方面，各国政府、媒体和学术界都承担着

不可推卸的责任。当前的亚洲国际关系处在一个重要的转折关口，如

能最大限度地实现和扩大机遇、化解挑战，亚洲的和平与发展就有望

柳暗花明。
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International or intercultural textbook revision grounded in scien-

tific comparative textbook analysis was based on the knowledge

that school textbooks do not convey only facts, but also spread

ideologies, mirror the cultural framework of a given society, and

follow political and scientific trends. Textbooks are supposed to

transmit a corpus of officially proved knowledge from one genera-

tion to another. Exactly because of this end, they are more

amenable to ideological distortion than pure research is. This

applies in particular to textbooks of history, human geography

Reconciliation through International
Textbook Revision
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and civics. Whatever subject we consider, school textbooks reflect

a corpus of knowledge (and skills and attitudes) which has under-

gone a process of scholarly scrutiny, pedagogical selection, eco-

nomic checking and political approval. Through the textbook the

free floating unlimited range of academic wisdom has been trans-

formed into a digestible, correct set of facts and interpretations

for a particular use: to be taught to and learned by the younger

generation. 

Thus, history is not merely knowledge about the past. For, by

conveying this knowledge from one generation to the next, the

past takes on a meaning for the present. It is exactly the meaning

for the present we attach to past events that brings about the cur-

rent controversies. If we want to reconcile opposing views on a

shared history, we must be able to isolate the meaning or the

interpretation from the facts. The facts are not debatable, as they

represent the pure past. The interpretation of the facts, the net-

work of relations we construct in describing historical develop-

ment and causes turns the naked past into a meaningful history

that constitutes collective memory. The facts are an undeniable

and necessary element of the stories the historians tell. There is no

viable interpretation beyond and against the facts. Therefore, iden-

tifying the state of research about the facts is still a basic require-

ment for a project which then goes on to examine how current

interpretations are related to the facts as well as to present experi-



218

ences and future expectations. 

When textbook revision became a politically acknowledged

and scholarly performed international activity after the First World

War it followed a concept which I like to call the consensus model. 

The idea was that a comparison of different or even conflicting

depictions would lead to a compromise in opinions. Therefore,

recommendations approved by the partners stressed the points

they have in common rather than the differences still in existence.

The educational aim of this model is quite clear: to show that there

are a number of topics which are viewed in a more or less similar

way and which provide a firm basis for solving problems which

might still be unsettled. Textbook comparison in its classic form as

revitalised after the Second World War aims at a form of unity, the

determination of common points of reference, a mutually accept-

able terminology, perhaps even at a central stock of the same con-

tents and mutually compatible interpretations. 

At the beginning of the 1970s, at a time when Europe was still

divided, the German-Polish textbook recommendations showed

that it was even possible to break through and break down firmly
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established and traditional concepts underlying various important

and controversial issues and hence even to transcend the political

antagonism between East and West. They proved that textbook

research could influence politics to a certain extent and could give

new contours to the cultural exchange between former enemy

countries. Of course, restrictions are imposed by the political envi-

ronment but these are not all-pervasive. 

The German-Polish textbook conferences that have taken

place once a year since the early 1970s until the present serve as a

model for the successful application of the consensus approach.

The conferences in the seventies resulted in a comprehensive

overview of German-Polish relations from the Middle Ages to the

present which was agreed upon by both sides. The German-

Polish Textbook Recommendations are better described as an aca-

demic piece of work rather than a pedagogical text. Only after a

firm scientific ground has been laid, the pedagogical conse-

quences could be drawn leading to the production of a number of

teaching units, and most recently of a joint resource book. A num-

ber of characteristics can be filtered out which contributed to the

success of the German-Polish project. The following factors seem

to be crucial for applying this model to other cases:

- During the first decade of its work, the German-Polish text-

book commission was above all a meeting between scholars
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from both countries, who opened up the educational field

through the harmonious expert interpretation of controversial

questions regarding their common history. The educational-

political debate only began after the textbook recommenda-

tions had been published. Until then, the commission had

worked practically unnoticed by the general public for a

number of years. Therefore they could discuss their results

internally and, in doing so, draw on a long tradition of

German research on Eastern Europe and Poland as well as

Polish research on Germany.

- The question of guilt in terms of the crimes and injustice

which stood between the two countries was mainly resolved,

at least with regard to more recent history. On the German

side there was no question that the National Socialist system

and in particular the occupying regime in Poland had consti-

tuted an injustice and had been marked by crimes committed

against humanity. 

- Even though highly controversial questions such as the recog-

nition of borders and thus the anticipation of a settlement

through peace agreement had led to vehement parliamentary

and scientific dispute in both countries and endangered the

acceptance of the recommendations for several years, there

was never a risk that the political controversy would turn into

open violence. The political climate in both countries allowed

the commission to lay the foundations for a change in politics

and to take up a clear position in the political debate without

being threatened. 

- Representatives from both countries met in a common under-
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standing of reconciliation policy. The idea of reconciliation or

equalization is anchored in political philosophy as well as the

Christianity binding both countries. Reconciliation presumes

freedom from violence on both sides.

However, the curricular structures, the educational styles and aims

differ still a lot between Poland and Germany. In particular, Polish

textbooks and curricula in history and geography attach more

weight to Poland, whereas German and French textbook authors

and curricula experts put the history and geography of their own

nation more and more in a European and global context. After a

30 years long process of German-French academic-pedagogical

textbook conferences, the heads of both states put forward the

proposal to develop a joint, regular German-French history text-

book for secondary schools. A commission set up by the two gov-

ernments, but composed mainly of scholars and educators with

only a few political representatives accepted a proposal for the

book submitted jointly by a German and a French publishing

house. Although the process was initiated by politicians, it has

been carried our by the academic and pedagogic experts. And it

should not be overlooked that the idea of producing such a book

was firstly developed by a forum of the German-French Youth

Exchange and then forwarded to the politicians. The students

themselves made the first step to overcome national borders in
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education; German and French politicians who come together in

regular meetings since decades backed their suggestion and hand-

ed it over to the experts for implementation. Thus, the German-

French textbook has been developed under favourable conditions

in many regards: a long tradition of research in each other's histo-

ry, an established scheme of youth exchange, and the political will

to support the project. One can sum up that the three main factors

of the didactical reference system (the didactical triangle ) were

positive to the project.

Two weeks ago, the German Minister for Foreign Affairs suggest-

ed that a German-Polish history textbooks be also written. One

may wonder if the time is really ripe for such an undertaking. If

we look at the didactical triangle in this regard, we may detect

similarities as well as differences as compared to the German-

French case. There is much less experience in youth exchange; in

spite of the German-Polish rapprochement since the 80s, the cur-

rent political debate is still marked by controversies over how to

commemorate the recent past. From a scientific point of view, a

joint German-Polish history book could easily be developed; the

pedagogical and political context, however, may still not be sup-

portive enough to such a project. Furthermore; the idea of a bi-
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national textbook cannot be replicated infinitely. Instead of pro-

ducing a number of border-crossing national textbooks, one

should rather foster the plan of writing a European textbook

which no longer focuses on basically national narratives that must

be harmonised or combined. It would deploy a totally new kind

of narrative, be it European or global, focussing on the history of a

civilization or even mankind respectively.

All these aforementioned projects have been conducted strictly

reciprocally meaning that the textbooks of both sides (or in multi-

lateral projects, all sides involved) have been analysed and dis-

cussed. Textbooks talks are not a monologue, but represent a dia-

or multi-logue in which each side is ready to disclose critical

issues in one s own history. In particular, the histories of the

European nations and states are so intertwined that never only

one side is to be blamed. Even if you deal with times of occupa-

tion and oppression, guilt is not only on the occupier s side; col-

laboration takes place wherever people are forced to live in fear

and insecurity. You have to be open about your own shortcom-

ings and failures, if you claim from your opponent to recognize

his acts of injustice or crime. Thus, each project starts with the

assurance of mutual recognition and openness without which

trustful deliberations cannot take place. In the European context,

century old scientific, social and political relations have helped to

create a common basis of understanding and bargaining on which
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people could base peace-building measures even after repeated

and most cruel state committed crimes or terrible wars, like after

the 30 year war in Early Modern Time or, recently, after the Nazi

or Soviet dictatorship. 

II

After the dissolution of the communist system and the opening up

of the borders, the topics and methods of international textbook

revision underwent remarkable changes that can be characterised

as follows:   

- from bilateral, quasi official commissions set up by education-

al authorities to expert groups who are linked to NGOs and

agencies of a civil society

- from controversies over the past to a debate of current, open

and often still violent conflicts

- from conflicts between states to conflicts between groups

within a state or society (or from war to civil war). 

The breakdown of socialism created new fractures like in the for-

mer Yugoslavia; the end of the divided world with its sometimes

neutralizing competition between the two former superpowers let
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hidden or calmed down conflicts turn into open violence (Israel-

Palestine). Open borders and free trade together with unequal dis-

tribution of wealth triggered out new migration flows that ques-

tion more and more the concept of a mono-ethnic nation state.

Our projects deal often no longer with two or more different nar-

ratives of various nation states, but have to reconcile controversial

points of view and contested interpretations within one society

that is divided along ethnic, religious or social lines. The multicul-

tural features of many societies of today require a new model of

representation that acknowledges difference rather than tries to

overcome them. New projects aim at a multiperspectival approach

which cannot overcome different interpretations, but may lay the

foundation for a better understanding of the conflict and for mutu-

al recognition. For example, after the abolishment of the

Apartheid system in South Africa, time was not ripe to outline a

new, all inclusive South African history. The elements of the soci-

ety who have been neglected and discriminated during Apartheid

wanted to have their history in their own interpretation included

into the textbook and to cancel everything that resembled the

image of the old white history. A common interpretation was

not in reach, and so the government even took the decision to

cancel obligatory history classes in secondary education for some

years. 

In view of the divergent, contradictory interpretations in text-
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books and the media, a project dealing with the presentation of

the Israeli-Palestinian relationship in classroom gave up the idea to

develop material that could be presented in the same way in

classes of both sides. On the one hand, the group recognised the

fact, that each side has its own narrative which is strongly linked

to a set of national feelings, religious beliefs, cultural traditions,

and firmly anchored in a long history. It doesn t even make even

sense to bring these two narratives together. On the other hand,

each side tries to understand the other s narrative, to discuss both

narratives and to take both versions into scientific examination. To

critically question the other s interpretation involves to be critical

to oneself. Furthermore, the group no longer sticks to the concept

of the one and only truth. Truth turns out to be a communication

process, and an essential part of this process is not the research

group itself, but the teachers and students who work with the

material. Thus, the material consists of two national narratives

and blank space in between where teachers and students can

write down their own interpretation and comments.

In projects like in Israel/Palestine or South Africa, no longer do

quasi state official textboook commissions seek for a solution, but

civil society agencies take the initiative to bring together different
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strata and angles of a society in conflict. International experts and

organisations may help to establish a fruitful dialogue. They can

No longer open (violent) conflict,

political rapprochement under way

Official commissions (under

umbrella of UNESCO etc./ministries

of education involved)

Established scientific tradition/

research on both sides 

Scientific meetings for several years

on resolving controversial issues  

No political interference during the

phase of intense academic, joint

work

One-side acceptance of having com-

mitted injustice and crimes against

humanity (Nazi occupation regime

in Poland/division of Poland in 18th

century)

Reconciliation and a common

understanding of peace building

measures anchored in political phi-

losophy (Humanism/Christianity) 

Acknowledged mutual relations

since the Middle Ages, even if inter-

preted in different ways

Open (violent) conflict not settled

politically

Expert groups /NGOs, backing

/silent approval by authorities?

No common scientific ground 

Academic tradition less developed

on one side, unequal distribution of

resources

Current issues, politics cannot be

taken out 

Both sides claim mutual acts of

injustice and infringement of human

rights by the other

No common cultural tradition

Less interaction, dominance of one

side (majority-minority issue) 
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support the groups with funding and expertise in mediation as

well as in applying new methods of history teaching. 

III

Whether the parties involved in textbook consultations are able to

address the conflict in a way that does not deepen existing differ-

ences but contributes to a better mutual understanding, depends

on a variety of factors like

- Guilt/crimes are not recognized

- Open or still fresh violence

- Exclusive territorial-cultural claims

- Irreconcilable, adversary social/political roles

- Closed /illusionary, all over positive self-image, contrasting

the negative image of the other.

If a war between states ends with a total defeat of one side, and if

the responsibility for violence and war crimes is undisputed, the

idea of revenge is less likely to emerge and reconciliation is often

a precondition for recovery. Germany s total moral and political

defeat after the Second World War became a driving force for the

move to reconciliation and marks a striking difference to the

stab-in-the-back-propaganda after the First World War. 
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Where the outcome of a conflict is less clear or the causes are

less obvious and the attribution of guilt to one or the other side

is ambivalent, a concise reconciliation policy is more difficult to

implement. 

The institute acts as a neutral mediator between the conflicting

sides. Particular procedures of mediation have to be worked out

and agreed upon before the work can begin. The Institute s role is

to remind the partners on their joint commitments or redefine

them. They first have to define the common ground as well as still

existing differences that may be excluded from the deliberations at

least for a certain period of time. If the group, for example, refutes

any violent solution of the conflict, a current outbreak of violence

may nevertheless divide the group and hamper its work, as some

members may no longer be able to keep a distance from the real,

political area. As the group members do not regard themselves as

representatives of a state or a nation, but work as members of a

progressive intellectual elite who s approach is often not even

supported by their own governments, the Institute may also take

over a mediating role towards the governments. The reputation of
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the mediator may help convince the educational authorities to at

least tolerate a project. 

It is impossible, in the long-run, to teach insights which are

contrary to the political reality. Students would not be able to link

their everyday experience to what the textbook tells them. Peace

education would be, at best, an abstract principle or, in the worst

case which nevertheless happened in Palestine after Oslo, a dan-

gerous illusion. Education, however, can also give politics new

aims. It can lay the foundations for attitudes and opinions which

are essential for policies promoting peace and global understand-

ing when the conflict is not yet settled. 



262

During the period starting from the end of 2004 to September,

2006, rising disputes from different historical understandings and

territorial claims between Korea and Japan have pushed Koreas

Roh Moo-Hyun and Japan s Koizumi Junichiro administrations

into a diplomatic war. Tensions between the two administrations

mounted higher than any previous governments so that even with

the launch of Abe shinzo s new cabinet, negative legacies from

the outgoing Koizumi administration still linger today. With the

recent summit held between the heads of the two countries last

Discord over History between 
(South) Korea and Japan and Means for 
Its Resolution



October, expectations ran high that it would help easing tension

over history disputes. Yet attentions were distracted by the emer-

gence of security guarantees and the issue of proliferation of

weapons of mass destruction in Northeast Asia followed by North

Korea s sudden nuclear test. Fortunately, private exchanges in

economic and cultural fields remain robust, despite aggravating

conflicts between the two governments. Yet if the conflicts at gov-

ernment levels are protracted, it will negatively spill over to pri-

vate exchanges. 

Korea and Japan should move away from diplomatic disputes

and clear the way for a mutually-beneficial cooperative alliance as

soon as possible. To this end, an array of complicated issues will

need to be addressed including gaps in historical understandings

(such as different views on the history of modern Korea-Japan

relations, controversial textbooks that critics say whitewash

Japanese military atrocities and repeated visits by Japanese Prime

Minister to Yasukuni shrine where war criminals are buried), bitter

legacies from the colonial past (such as Korean descendents living

in Sakhalin, victims of atomic bomb explosion, forced laborers

and draftees, sexual enslavement, return of dead bodies and cul-

tural artifacts and the lack of voting rights and political inclusion

for Korean-Japanese) and territorial disputes (such as Japanese

claims over Korea s Dokdo islet). As historical friction between the

two nations have already moved beyond education and academic

263
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fields to political and diplomatic areas, momentum and ways to

overcome these conflicts should also be sought in the political and

diplomatic arena.  

As a scholar studying and teaching the history of Korea-Japan

relations, I may not be in the right position to discuss political and

diplomatic solutions, yet relying on my experiences of analyzing

and presenting history conflicts for several years, I may be able to

walk you through the causes of the conflicts and suggest some

ways to resolve them.

In dealing with history conflicts between Korea and Japan, it

may be ideal to handle their three major aspects simultaneously,

which are gaps in historical understanding, legacies of the colonial

era and territorial disputes. For many Koreans, these three aspects

are closely intertwined. Yet in order to narrow down the scope of

research, this paper will focus only on gaps in historical under-

1) Previously, I had the courage to suggest pragmatic solutions on how to

overcome historical conflicts, despite the grim situation where all the

discussions on historical disputes between Korea and Japan came to a

total standstill. For these solutions, refer to Historical disputes between

Japan and Korea and the ways to overcome from the viewpoint of a

historian- concerning the issues of disagreements over historical facts

and territorial claim and Dokdo islet, Yasukuni and the future of

Korea-Japan relations (published by Modern Japan Studies, Jun 30,

2006). I extracted the relevant parts from these records and amended

them for this paper.  
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standing. I believe other presenters will extensively cover the

other two aspects. In addition, while focusing on historical dis-

agreements, I will only touch upon the issues related to the

Korean and the Japanese governments, because the Northeast

Asian History Foundation who put together this conference

together, is a public institution that devises and implements gov-

ernment-level policies and strategies. In addition, in suggesting

how to overcome current history conflicts, I will try to come up

with as many pragmatic and applicable solutions as possible, not

fancy-sounding, empty rhetoric. Recently, many Korean research

institutes invite scholars at home and abroad to look for academic

solutions to historical disputes. However, taking a different

approach from them, my focus in this paper is on suggesting

pragmatic and functional answers. If there is with no silver lining

in sight, we have to create any means to break the current

2) Reference: Truth and Reconciliation in East Asia published by the

Academy of Korean Studies, 2006 International Forum on Civilization

and Peace held between Nov 6-8, 2006, Universality and Particularity

in History Liquidation published by the Presidential Committee on the

Inspection of Collaborations for Japanese Imperialism on Nov 16, 2006,

International Symposium on Sharing the Understanding of Northeast

Asia History , Sharing the Experience of Historical Discourse and

Finding a Model for Northeast Asia Cooperation published by Asian

Peace and Historical Education Alliance, Nov 25, 2006
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impasse. 

This paper will first outline what has pushed Korea and Japan

to friction historically and what kind of attitudes Korea and Japan

have taken during the past decade in dealing with historical con-

flicts. Then in for conclusion, the paper will suggest pragmatic

solutions on how to overcome these historical conflicts. 

I hope the paper will serve as a catalyst to deepen the under-

standing of historical disputes and find effective solutions to

address them. It would be rewarding if you find from this paper

some secrets to overcome current disputes aggravated into a

diplomatic war.

The relations between Korea and Japan underwent wild changes

over the past few years. Only in five years, a host of twists and

turns took place including the co-hosting of the World Cup,

Japan-DPRK Pyongyang Declaration and the following resumption

of normalization talks, North Korea s abduction of Japanese, North

Korea s missile launch and nuclear test, Seoul and Tokyo s troop

dispatch to the Iraq War, a change of regimes both in Korea and

Japan, Japan s enactment of the Emergency Act and a series of
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summits between Korea, Japan and the US. All of these events

have significantly affected both Koreans and Japanese in their

views on history. Going through these numerous ups and downs,

the two countries repeatedly claimed that their official stances

remain firm and they would continue to abide by the spirit of

Korea-Japan Joint Partnership Declaration, a great breakthrough

made between former President Kim Dae-Jung and Prime

Minister, Obuchi Keizo in Oct 1998. The gist of the joint declara-

tion was that Japan expressed heartfelt remorse and apology for

its colonization of Korea and Korea sincerely accepted and took

Japan s apology seriously. 

However in reality, historical friction erupted so frequently that

the two governments even stopped summit diplomacy, meaning

shuttle summits held between the heads of the two governments

twice a year. After the last summit July 2005, it was suspended till

September 2006. What cast a sudden chill on the rising reconcilia-

tory mood between the two nations were Koizumi s visit to

Yasukuni shrine 6 times in a row, and a recent vote by a Japanese

prefecture to stake a territorial claim to Dokdo (Feb 2005) which

incurred vehement opposition and strong criticism from the

Korean government. 

Through his speech commemorating March 1st Independence

Movement under Japanese imperial rule and through a special dis-

course, President Roh Moo-hyun strongly denounced Japan in that
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all of these misfortunate events were the result of Japan s misper-

ception of its history and if necessary to address such mispercep-

tions, he is ready to be engaged in a diplomatic war. Such

remarks were a complete turnaround from his earlier stance

where the president himself made it clear he would not mix histo-

ry issues with diplomacy. 

Though alarmed by radical changes in President Roh s atti-

tudes, Japan responded as if not understanding his reaction.

Especially with regards to Roh s special discourse that said Japan s

claim over the controversial islet came from its misunderstanding

of the past history, Japan appeared difficult to accept. Worse,

some in the Japanese governments argued that the Korean gov-

ernment attacked Japan in an attempt to stir up nationalism and

regain its popularity and others claimed the criticism was in line

with the activities conducted by the Truth Commission on Forced

Mobilization under the Japanese Imperialism in Korea. So far, the

Japanese government showed no intention to seriously review or

accept what the Roh administration said. It either repeated its

vague rhetoric that Japan still upholds the principles of the 1998

Korea-Japan Partnership Declaration or strongly opposed Korea s

3) See the press release including Special Discourse on Korea-Japan

Relations Delivered by President published by Secretary to the President

for Public Information on Apr 25, 2006. 
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claim.

Then, why did the two nations stick to such uncompromising atti-

tudes when it comes to historical issues? First of all, a mechanism

that previously kept historical disputes in control has been

destroyed. Originally, the Korean and the Japanese governments

held fundamentally different views on the issues of compensation

and apologies for Japan s invasion and colonization of Korea. This

irreconcilable gap was clearly manifested during the process of

signing the 1965 Treaty on Basic Relations between Korea and

Japan. However, as the two nations shared the same systems and

values such as the pursuit of peace, freedom and human rights

through economic development and democracy, they started to

narrow down their differences culminating in the watershed dec-

laration of Korea-Japan partnership between former President Kim

and Prime Minister Obuchi. 

However, even after the partnership declaration, a series of

events took place that turned relations sour, including Japanese

politicians repeatedly making outrageous remarks that advocated

4) See the news report on Apr 26 from Dokmae and Korea-Japan Daily.
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Japan s colonial past, approval of the revised edition of history

textbooks, continued shrine visits and Japan s claim over the con-

troversial Dokdo island. Such events grew suspicion and mistrust

within the Korean government towards Japan s historical under-

standing. Various diplomatic attempts followed to address the fric-

tion, which failed to enhance mutual understanding but only

deepened distrust and conflicts.

In retrospect, the year 2005 marked a significant milestone in

the history of Korea and Japan, as it commemorated 110 years

since the Japanese assassination of the Korea s last empress, 100

years since the signing of the 1905 Protectorate Treaty, 60 years

after the liberation of Korea and Japan s defeat of the Asia-Pacific

War and 40 years since the signing of Treaty on Basic Relations. In

that meaningful year, many Koreans who still carry the scars of

Japan s military aggression hoped that the Korean and the

Japanese governments would shed a new light on their sad histo-

ries and clear the way for greater cooperation. However, heedless

of such public sentiments, the two governments focused only on

celebrating the 40th anniversary of the signing of Basic Relations

Treaty and designated 2005 as the year of friendship between

Korea and Japan. They didn t go any further than holding several

formal events. Of course, such perfunctory events garnered cold

response from academia and media. This lackluster response

became one of the reasons that turned the Roh administration to
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its emphasis on history issues in dealing with Korea-Japan rela-

tions. 

Meanwhile, with the commemoration of the 60th anniversary

of the end of World War II, the Koizumi administration wanted to

let bygones be bygones and be free from the burden of its past

wrongdoings. Therefore, the administration often made nationalis-

tic remarks in public that provoked public sentiment and tried to

separate history issues from diplomatic discussions with Korea,

which further stimulated nationalism among the ordinary Japanese

who wanted to take pride in their national history and future

potential. Marking the historic year of 2005, the focus of the

Japanese mass media and academia was on defining the meaning

and responsibility of the Pacific War, while mentioning little about

Japan s colonization of Korea. There was even criticism raised by

many Japanese politicians and media that Korea put Japan in an

awkward position by bringing up outdated historical issues. They

expressed strong animosity against Korea. Koizumi visited

Yasukuni shrine in an attempt to use such public moods to

strengthen his political position and to demonstrate his will to

reconstruct historical perceptions of the Japanese. 

In sum, recent flares-up over historical issues were the results

of these mismatched efforts. In particular, those in power in the

two nations have little commitment to mustering their wisdom

together to address historical conflicts and heal long-standing
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pains of the past. Rather, they only tried to strengthen their power

by appealing to rising nationalism, which built up tension

between the two nations so quickly in such a short period of time. 

Understanding how the two nations view the history of their bilat-

eral relations can provide hints at how Korea and Japan perceive

their histories. The two governments expressed the following

views over the last decade. 

In Aug 15, 1995, then Prime Minister Murayama Tomiichi deliv-

ered special remarks, marking the 50th anniversary of the end of

World War II. In his speech, he said our nation in the not too dis-

tant past, committed wrongdoings and waged a war that put our

people in serious danger and caused enormous pain and suffer-

ings to innocent people in many nations, especially in Asia

through invasion and colonization. In order not to repeat such

mistakes in the future, I acknowledge and accept in a spirit of

humility this fact of history and expressed deep remorse and

heartfelt apology. I also send my sincere condolences to all the

victims of the history.
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Though his remarks didn t specifically mention Korea, it clearly

acknowledged Japan s past invasion and colonization of its neigh-

bors and express sincere remorse and apologies, a remarkable

step forward from its past ambiguous statement. Various factors

came into play behind his remarks, first on Japan s side, the emer-

gence of Social Democratic Party as the ruling party and more

open mindset towards the history, and on Korea s side, the emer-

gence of the democratic government and the rise of its interna-

tional status. Since its announcement, Murayama s remarks have

been a fundamental guideline that shapes the basic historical per-

ception of the Japanese government.

Another landmark came with the Joint Declaration of 1998,

titled A New Korea-Japan Partnership towards the 21st Century.

The declaration was announced between then Korean President

Kim Dae-jung and Japanese Prime Minister, Obuchi Keizo. In the

joint declaration, Obuchi said, we humbly accept that our nation

has inflicted enormous pain and sufferings on the Korean people

during the colonization period and express sincere remorse and

apology. In response, President Kim said we sincerely accept

5) From the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan. I received relevant docu-

ments directly from the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan to reflect in

this paper correctly the view of the Japanese government, hereinafter

referred to as from the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan.
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and take Obuchi s remarks seriously. It is the call of history that

Korea and Japan should join hands together to form future-orient-

ed relations based on reconciliation and friendly cooperation and

overcome bitter legacies of the past.

While still in line with Murayama s speech, Obuchi s remarks

marked significant progress, since he specifically acknowledged

Japan as an aggressor and Korea as a victim of the colonization

with enormous pain and sufferings. President Kim took his

remarks seriously. Since then, the joint declaration has become a

basic framework that defines historical views of the two nations.

Therefore, former Prime Minister, Koizumi Junichiro, who trig-

gered serious conflicts with his shrine visits and the new Abe

Shinzo, who appears to be even more a right-wing figure than his

predecessor, admitted that they will continue to follow carry the

6) This is the first time that the heads of the Korean and the Japanese gov-

ernments put their historical understandings in an official diplomatic doc-

ument. Opinions may vary on their tones and meaning, yet the state-

ments no doubt show the two countries have gotten closer in their his-

torical perceptions. For better understanding, refer to the Report on the

Result of President Kim Dae-jung s Visit to Japan between Oct 7~10,

1998 (including joint declaration and speeches) published by the

Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade of Korea. Also for overseas reports,

refer to the overseas press release report regarding President Kim, Dae-

jung s visit to Japan between Oct 7-10, 1998 published by the Korean

Overseas Information Service. 
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spirit of the joint declaration.

In sum, it is safe to conclude that the basic position of the

Japanese government for its history was that of repentance and

apology for the colonization of Korea. This is a significant leap

forward from the 1965 Treaty that barely mentioned the two

nations past history. However, taking into consideration that

many high-powered government figures and the ruling party

repeatedly retract or contradict their apologies, it is too early to

say such views have taken firm root in the Japanese society. In

fact, the Japanese government officially claimed that the 1910

Annexation Treaty, which laid a foundation for colonization, was

agreed in a legal manner. Because of such dubious actions, the

Korean government has called on Japan to show its remorse with

actions rather than words. 

Another flashpoint that sparked serious confrontation was the

controversy over the 2001 and 2005 revised edition of a Japanese

middle school textbook approved by the Japanese Ministry of

7) From the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan.

8) From the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan.
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Education and adopted by several schools. Urging appropriate

action, the Korean government strongly condemned the Japanese

Ministry for giving a nod to the textbook that explicitly distorted

and altered historical details. The Korean government said it can-

not but suspect the Japanese government s perception of its past

history.

In early April 2004, in response to vehement opposition in

Korea and China against the approval of the textbook, Japan tried

to justify its position through Chief Cabinet Secretary and

Education Minister by saying that not all textbooks in Japan con-

vey an identical historical understanding as the Japanese govern-

ment. Japanese law guarantees the freedom of academic pursuit

and thoughts and the current approval system does not allow the

government to be directly involved in the publication of text-

books. It emphasized that the basic position of the Japanese gov-

ernment remains intact from the Korea-Japan Partnership

Declaration and Murayama s speech.

9) Refer to What are the concerns regarding Japanese history text book?

authored by Lee Wonsun and Chung Jaejeong and published by

Dongbang Media in Feb 2002.

10) From the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan. On Apr 3, 2001 Chief

Cabinet Secretary, Fukuda commented that our approval system for

history textbook is based on the principles of allowing the publication

of diverse textbooks that promote creative thoughts and beliefs of
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The Korean government didn t buy any such claim. In May

2001, it asked for the revision of 33 items identified to seriously

distort historical facts. Civil organizations in Korea denounced

authors and editors. The approval system does not impose certain his-

torical views or understandings. Being granted with approval does not

mean that the government acknowledges that the historical understand-

ing conveyed by the textbook is identical to the views of the govern-

ment.... as indicated by special discourse delivered by Prime Minister

on Aug 15, 1995, in commemoration with the 50th anniversary of the

end of World War II, historical perception of the Japanese government

remains unchanged and we humbly accept the fact that our nation, in

the not too distant past, inflicted enormous pains and sufferings on

people through colonization and invasion, particularly those in Asia and

we sincerely express our heartfelt remorse and apology. Such views

have continued through various administrations including the current

cabinet.

Comment from the Ministry of Education, Machimura Nobutaka also

said in principle, if the textbook approval system judges historical

understanding of authors, it will run counter to the law that stipulates

the freedom of thoughts. The approval system can point out problems

based on objective academic results and data and according to neutral

standards, but should not impose any views on historical facts. Our

approval this time was based on the same principle. The history text-

book has been approved with the observance of all standards including

the clause on neighboring countries that says the approval should be

granted in reflection with international understanding and cooperation

over the views on the modern and contemporary history related to

Asian neighbors.



278

Japan s whitewashing of its past history and actively pursued vari-

ous movements to deter the adoption of the textbook. In July

2001, the Japanese government rejected Korea s request for

amending the textbook and asked the Korean government to

understand Japan s textbook approval system and the law. It also

proposed to address the textbook issue by launching the Korea-

Japan Joint History Research Plan. In the following summit, the

two countries agreed to establish the Korea-Japan Joint History

Research Committee. The committee held dozens of conferences

between May 2002 and May 2005 and published as many as

around 40 papers before being closed. Despite its significant acad-

emic achievement in the history of Korea-Japan relations, the

committee couldn t live up to its original purpose of addressing

the textbook controversy, as the issue was excluded from its

research scope from the very beginning due to Japan s

opposition.

The 2005 edition again triggered similar flares-up. Though the

Korean government didn t come up with specific items to be

revised like in 2001, there was strong opposition from civic

11) For the parts related to Korea-Japan Joint History Research Committee,

refer to 1st~6th issues of Korea-Japan Joint History Research Report

published by Korea-Japan Joint History Research Committee in July

2005. 
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groups. The heads of the two nations again tried to reach a com-

promise by launching the 2nd-term Korea-Japan Joint History

Research Committee under the goal of expanding historical stud-

ies and discussing the revision of textbook. Learning from the

lessons of the previous committee, the 2nd-term committee

planned to establish a sub-committee dedicated solely to the histo-

ry textbook issue. Yet the plan has not been realized due to

delayed approval from Japan. If Korea and Japan fail to find a

mutually acceptable approach in dealing with the textbook issue

in the foreseeable future, the controversy will become a regular

routine emerging every time the Japanese government assesses

textbooks. 

It was after Koizumi taking the helm of Japan that the shrine visits

emerged as a major bone of contention between Korea and

Japan. On August 15, 1985, then Prime Minister Nakasone visited

Yasukuni shrine to commemorate the 40th anniversary of the end

12) From the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade of Korea. In order to

reflect the views of the Korean government in an accurate manner, I

received data directly from the Ministry, hereinafter referred to as From

the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade of Korea



280

of World War II only to be met with a serious outcry from neigh-

bors and stopped visiting from the following year on.

Unlike him, Koizumi visited Yasukuni shrine as many as six

times during his term. Though taking different stances in each

visit, he always said that he humbly accepted Japan s regrettable

history and expressed sincere apology and condolence to all the

victims of the war. He also said the visit was an opportunity to

reflect upon the sacrifice of war victims who are behind today s

peace and prosperity and renew the country s resolve never to go

to war again. He may have thought if he made it clear that the

13) Regarding the cancellation of visits to Yasukuni shrine, Kotoda, Chief

Cabinet Secretary (Aug 14, 1986) delivered a discourse, titled regarding

the official visit to Yasukuni shrine by Prime Minister, Nakasone and

other cabinet members, which mentions that the purpose of

Nakasone s visit was to pay respect to war dead who sacrificed them-

selves for our nation and our people, regardless of their political beliefs,

and to renew our resolve towards peace for Japan and the world

14) From the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Trade. See to the remarks by

Prime Minister Koizumi regarding the visit to Yasukuni Shrine, dated

Aug 13, 2001 which says through the war, Japan caused enormous

sufferings on numerous people around the world including our own

people. In particular, to our Asian neighbors, we inflicted uncountable

pains and sufferings through colonization and invasion carried out by

misjudged policies, which still remain as scars in the minds of them.... It

is my strong belief that our country should never repeat a war again.

Every year, before the souls of those who devoted themselves to war
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reason he visited the shrine is nothing but to renew his vow on

peace, people in Japan and neighboring countries would gener-

ously understand it. 

Of course, it was too naive a wish. His visits triggered serious

infuriation not only in China but in Korea where the government

pledged not too long ago that it would not mix historical disagree-

ments with diplomatic issues. Following Koizumi s shrine visit on

Jan 1, 2004, the spokesperson of the Korean Ministry of Foreign

Affairs announced a statement that expressed deep regret over

the visit to Yasukuni shrine that honor war-time criminals who

destroyed world peace through colonization and invasion and

inflicted enormous sufferings and pains on the Koreans. He said

the Korean government had serious anger and concerns that the

head of the Japanese government repeatedly paid tribute to war

criminals and seriously hurt the Koreans, already plagued by bitter

memories of their colonial era. He urged that if Koizumi wants to

develop a friendly alliance with neighboring countries and con-

and to the future of the nation in those misfortune times, I am remind-

ed that peace and prosperity that Japan enjoys today is made possible

thanks to solemn sacrifice of our ancestors and renew my resolve for

peace. With a belief that if I made my intention clear, our people and

neighboring countries will surely grant me with generous understand-

ing, I have expressed my wish to visit Yasukuni shrine on Aug 15th

since becoming Prime Minister.
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tribute to global peace and prosperity, he should respect voices

and sentiments of neighboring countries while looking squarely at

the dark side of its history. The statement shows that the

Korean government viewed the shrine visit as an attempt to gloss

over Japan s past occupation and atrocities, a regretful step back-

ward in its historical understanding. 

In fact, a brief look into the origin and characteristics of the

shrine proves that the concerns from neighbors including Korea

are far from unfounded fears. Yasukuni is not just a memorial to

ordinary soldiers. Before Japan s defeat in World War II, the shrine

served as a major venue for propagating a warped and politically-

motivated nationalism and the worship of the emperor by mobi-

lizing its people to war and urging them to sacrifice themselves for

the emperor. Since the defeat, the shrine has become an ordinary

temple, yet it still honors war dead including executed war crimi-

nals. Worse, even class A war criminals convicted at the Tokyo

War Crimes Tribunal are enshrined in Yasukuni along with over

20,000 Koreans forcefully drafted and killed during the war. Inside

the shrine, there is a war memorial museum filled with exhibits

that glorify and beautify Japan s aggression. Therefore no matter

15) From the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade of Korea. 

16) Yasukuni shrine honors around 2.5 million people who are thought of

as being sacrificed for an emperor from the period of the Meiji
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what beautiful rhetoric Prime Minster Koizumi employed to justify

his paying of respect at Yasukuni shrine, neighboring countries

cannot wipe out our concerns that ultra-nationalism is rearing its

ugly head in Japan. 

IV

Over the past decades, Korea and Japan have been repeatedly

Restoration down to World War 2 including Japanese navy died during

the conflict off Kwanghwa Island in Korea (1875), Japanese soldiers

died during fights against Korean independence activists, Koiso

Kuniaki, a governor-general of korea who pushed many Korean young

people to war fields and 14 war criminals convicted as class A war

criminals at the Tokyo War Crimes Tribunal. It also enshrines around

20,000 Koreans who were forcefully drafted by the Japanese imperialist

army and killed. Yasukuni shrine is not an ordinary temple both to the

Koreans and the Japanese, since an emperor pays tribute to war dead

for their courage and calls them gods of national protection. Therefore,

paying respect in Yasukuni shrine will naturally be associated with

agreeing and sympathizing with Japan s past military aggression and

domination of Korea as well as its atrocities towards Asia and the world.
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engaged in conflicts and disputes due to their gaps in historical

understandings. It has become a routine that the Japanese govern-

ment makes reckless remarks, visits Yasukuni shrine and approves

history textbooks that distort its colonial atrocities and the Korean

government in response announces strong statement of protest or

calls in Japanese diplomats in Korea to express its regret. Then the

Japanese government tries to justify itself and repeats its remorse

and regret for its past aggressions. Even an exciting event

becomes boring, if repeated several times, let alone such unpleas-

ant rows constantly taking place over decades. Despite significant

expansion of cultural and human exchanges between the two

nations, this long-standing historical conflict has caused the

Koreans to harbor strong resentment against Japan and the

Japanese to look down upon Korea. 

Then how can the two nations tackle this historical conflict?

If either of the governments fully accepts the perception of the

other, it will completely sweep out any possibility for disputes,

thereby being a perfect solution. Yet it is too remote a chance

to be realized. Koreans as a victim will never sympathize with

Japan s view of history and Japan as a perpetrator will not

accept Korea s historical understanding. 

Some people compare Korea-Japan relations with that of

France and Germany and suggest adopting the European way of

reconciliation. However, the relations between Korea and Japan
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are totally different from the history of France and Germany in

terms of the process of annexation and liberation as well as the

surrounding environments of Germany s defeat. It would be

desirable if Japan, the perpetrator, follows in the footstep of

Germany and humbly accept the others view, not arguing over

every detail of different historical interpretation, yet it is impossible

under the current Japanese society, which in turn leads us to con-

clude that historical conflicts between Korea and Japan cannot be

fundamentally eliminated. 

Then, the two governments should at least seek alternatives to

keep historical conflicts in control and prevent negative spillover.

Fortunately, there have been some encouraging events since the

1990s that convinced the two governments of the possibility of

narrowing down their historical disagreements. A major example

was the Korea-Japan Partnership Declaration. However, the

Japanese government repeatedly made outrageous activities that

caused doubts over the sincerity of its statements. The Korean

government, while experiencing a series of reckless remarks, the

shrine visits and the history textbook controversy, started to view

Japan s repeated statements as insincere and returned to uncom-

17) Yi Wondeok, 2002, Jeonhu choeri ui Il-Dok bigyo seoseol, Sahoegwahak

yeongu, Gungmin daehakgyo. 
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promising, rigid attitudes. If the Japanese government showed a

more sincere and flexible responses at that time, the situation

might not have been as seriously aggravated as today.  

In this context, the Korean and the Japanese governments

should first restore trust by taking a thorough stock of how they

have come to serious history disputes. This stock-taking can be

done by reaffirming the two countries commitment to upholding

the spirit of the Korea-Japan Partnership Declaration. However, a

better way would be to hold a solemn event where the two

nations, learning lessons from the past conflicts and confronta-

tions, come up with a new framework for historical understanding

and declare it together.

If that it is too difficult, the two nations should at least create a

mechanism to keep high-profile politicians from making outra-

geous remarks concerning history. You may argue the govern-

ment cannot control an individual from expressing his own

thoughts and beliefs. Yet, key public officials have due responsi-

bility for abiding by the promises made between the nations, let

alone if Korea and Japan reach a consensus on such delicate

issues as historical understanding. If public officials from the two

governments tread carefully and restrain themselves in order not

to violate any agreed promises and to avoid misunderstanding, it

will become a strong proof that the two sides are committed to

taking historical issues seriously. It will be wise if the two nations
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come up with a guideline that regulate public officials speech

and behavior related to historical issues and demonstrate their

commitment to abiding by the guideline. Then with the change of

regimes, public officials will speak and behave within the limit of

guideline, thereby maintaining consistency in their historical

understandings and avoiding conflicts sparked by maverick

behaviors. 

In case when historical disputes erupt despite all of these

efforts, the two governments should devise a code of conduct to

quickly defuse and alleviate the tension. Even if the two nations

take heed to every speech and behavior, the emergence of con-

flicts is always an open possibility. In facing such challenges, the

governments cannot simply sit and watch, saying it s beyond their

control. Before the conflicts are exacerbated too seriously, the

governments should project ways to resolve them to prevent neg-

ative consequences, such as rising animosity against each other.

The two governments may jointly create internal regulations to

cope with historical conflicts. The regulations should not be made

in a way that create a quick fix but based on thorough consensus

between the two peoples. As Korea and Japan have long been

engaged in historical disputes, they have also accumulated rich

knowledge about how to tackle them. 

So far, the Korean government showed inconsistent and impro-

vised responses to the Japanese government. A president says he
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will not tolerate any Japanese slip-up, while another says he will

not mix historical disputes with diplomatic issues. Such radical

turnaround in the top position of the government will naturally

cause the Japanese government to question the real intention of

Korea and try to bypass the situation, not taking sincere approach-

es. It also leads Japan to downplay the Korean government s

efforts as an attempt to pressure upon Japan or detract public

attention. In order to dismiss such misunderstanding, the Korean

government should show consistent attitudes in dealing with his-

torical disagreements. 

In addition, the Korean government should not give any fanci-

ful illusion to the public that a long-standing historical friction can

be wiped out once and for all by a single behavior or a decision

from a key government figure. Disputes cannot take place only

with one side, as the saying goes it takes two to tango.

Furthermore, standards of interpreting and understanding histori-

cal facts can vary by individuals and nations. Therefore, in han-

dling historical issues, it is important to take consistent attitudes let

alone consistent views. While Korea should clearly and accurately

get its historical views across to Japan, it should not dismiss or

despise Japan s historical understanding. Korea should clearly

understand what factors have caused different understandings

between Korea and Japan and seek ways for Japan to accept

Korea s historical views. Of course, in doing so, Korea should use
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language and logic acceptable to Japan.

It may be impossible to wipe out all historical conflicts all at once,

even if a radical agreement is reached between Korea and Japan.

If a consensus is made, it will only be at government level, not in

private sectors. Since the two nations respect the freedom of acad-

emic pursuit and thoughts, they cannot control historical percep-

tions of individuals. Thus, in order to overcome historical disputes

in a broader sense, it may be wise for the two governments not to

be directly involved but support private sectors to carry out major

historical researches and education. 

In fact, the two governments have rendered support to Korea-

Japan Joint History Research Committee and Korea-Japan

Historian Convention. The Korea-Japan Joint Research Committee

launched in May 2002 and closed in May, 2005 under the agree-

ment of the two governments. Twelve members including one

chairman from each country joined the committee which consist-

18) Chung Jaejeong, 2006, Han-Il yeoksa daehwa ui kudo: Yeoksa gyog-

waseo wa yeoksa insik eul jungsim euro, Ilbon eun Hanguk ege

mueosinga, Doseochulpan Hanul.  
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ed of subcommittee 1 (3 representatives from each country cover-

ing 3 subjects of ancient history), subcommittee 2 (3 representa-

tives from each country covering 3 subjects of medieval and mod-

ern history) and subcommittee 3 (5 from each country dealing

with 13 subjects of modern and contemporary history). Members

visited back and forth between Korea and Japan for presentation

and discussion every second month. In total, 6 plenary sessions

and 45 breakout sessions were held. The committee also came up

with around 40 papers on 19 subjects. Though opinions may vary

regarding the quality of each paper, it made remarkable progress

in terms of quantity. There have been several topics in conducting

joint researches where the two countries could not hammer out

gaps and were engaged in fierce debate, yet it was a great step

forward where the two nations at least came to understand what

caused the gaps in what sectors. 

Recommended by Joint Committee for Facilitating Korea-

Japan History Research that had operated for 3 years from 1997,

the Korea-Japan Historian Convention was established in 2001.

The convention organized gatherings once a year to deepen

mutual understanding and expand the scope of exchange and

cooperation between historians of the two nations. A wide variety

of topics were dealt with through these meetings including trend

in history research in Korea and Japan since 1945, modernization

in the world history and the past and the present of nationalism.
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The convention recently published a paper that summed up all

the discussions it had, helping us greatly understand major topics

and issues of history research in the two countries.

Supported by governments both in Korea and Japan, joint

activities for historical research can create a significant impact, if

flexibly managed and actively utilized with outcome. However if

members of the committee are obsessed with nationalism and

make outrageous claims that run counter to historical facts or stick

to interpretation only advantageous to their own nation, they will

serve only to aggravate conflicts, which are partly manifested in

papers from Korea-Japan Joint History Research Committee. 

In Korea and Japan, the government still exerts significant

influence in shaping historical understanding of the public. For

example, a history textbook has a significant impact on how the

people of a nation views and interprets its history. In Korea, the

Ministry of Education is directly involved in the publication of

textbook and the Education Ministry in Japan conducts rigorous

approval process. Therefore, joint history researches supported by

the two governments will remain as an effective solution for a

while in resolving historical conflicts. The two countries agreed on

19) Han-Il yeoksaga hoeui jojigwiwonhoe, 2002, 1945 nyeon ihu Han-Il

yangguk eseoui yeoksa yeongu donghyang, Gukhak jaryowon. 
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the re-launch of the Korean-Japan Joint Research Committee in

June, 2005, since there were not many other options to choose.

The 2nd-term committee should have their activities adjusted to

contribute more to resolving historical conflicts. As the committee

built a subcommittee exclusively for the history textbook dispute,

more tangible outcomes are expected this time. Yet if the repre-

sentatives of the two nations are engaged only in fierce and

unconstructive disputes, it is in question whether the committee

will continue its existence, let alone achieving mutual goals. 

Another alternative would be to promote dialogue and discus-

sion in private sectors. In fact, in the face of aggravating historical

conflicts between Korea and Japan, there have been numerous

efforts at private sectors to tackle the disputes. Historians, teach-

ers and students in the two nations have formed various associa-

tions and conducted research and provided lectures. They even

jointly developed a common history textbook and used them in

classes.

20) Regarding recent trends in historical discourses between Korea and

Japan, See Chung Jaejeong, 2006, Han-Il ui yeoksa daehwa: hwahae

wa sangsaeng eul wihan oditsei, Ilbonhak Yeongu 19. 

21) Examples of common history textbooks currently in circulation, See Yi

Wonsun, Chung Jaejeong, and Seo Uisik, 2004, Hanguk gwa Ilbon eseo

hamkke ingneunyeollin Hanguksa : Gongdong ui yeoksa insik eul

hyanghayeo, Sol chulpansa ; Jeonguk gyowon nodong johap Daegu
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It takes a great deal of courage, efforts and perseverance for

the two nations, one-time enemies, to develop and publish a com-

mon history textbook together. Korea and Japan already had 3~4

kinds of common textbooks published. Of course, the level of

impact that the publication has would be different between Korea

and Japan. Yet, it will truly contribute to promoting mutual under-

standing and hammering out gaps in history perceptions of the

two nations. 

One of ways to overcome historical conflict is to constantly

expand exchanges and cooperation for mutual benefits. However,

our past experiences show increases in exchanges and coopera-

tion do not necessarily lead to enhanced understanding or bridg-

ing of gaps in perceptions. Sometimes, they open wider opportu-

nities for friction and exacerbate tension. That would be the case

jibu, 2005, Han-Il gongtong yeoksa gyojae Joseon tongsinsa: Toyotomi

Hideyoshi ui Joseon chimnyak eseo uho ui Joseon tongsinsa ro, Hangilsa

; Dong Asia yeoksa insik gwa pyeonghwa poreom, 2005, Mirae reul

yeoneun yeoksa, Hangyeore sinmunsa ; Han-Il yeoksa gyoyuk gyoryu

moim, 2006, Maju boneun Han-Ilsa, Sagyejeol.  
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of Korea and Japan today, where cultural and human exchanges

reach their climax with historical conflicts also at peak. 

However closer examination into the current situation reveals

that the conflicts at private sectors are much less serious than at

government level. There are many cases where private organiza-

tions acknowledge and agree on different historical views of the

other. This proves that various discussions and exchanges held on

the issue of history so far were not all together futile exercises. 

Over the past decade, Korea and Japan jointly pushed forward

with several projects to enhance exchanges and cooperation.

Former Prime Minister, Murayama established Plan on Exchanges

for Peace and Friendship to commemorate the 50th anniversary

of the end of World War II, where various projects were initiated

to support historical research and exchanges among young peo-

ple. As a part of the plan, Asia History Date Center was built to

promote exchanges in all levels of the society. In addition, Korea-

Japan Committee to Facilitate Joint History Research was built to

organize a Korea-Japan forum with historians, folklorists, anthro-

pologists and journalists from the two nations. The forum was

later developed into Korea-Japan Joint Historical Research

Committee and Korea-Japan Historian Convention.

22) Nihon gaimusho bunsho.
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Under the Action Plan for a New Korea-Japan Partnership in

the 21st Century agreed between former President Kim Dae-jung

and Obuchi Keizo, the two countries agreed to conduct the fol-

lowing activities to face up to their past and promote mutual

understanding and trust. These are expanding channels for bilater-

al discussion, conducting joint efforts for peace and security

around the world, intensifying economic ties, strengthening coop-

eration for global issues and improving cultural and human

exchanges. As part of the plan, Korea opened its door to

Japanese pop culture, which in turn caused the sweeping popu-

larity of Korean pop culture in Japanese society. Another sign of

impressive progress was co-hosting of the World Cup, which

bridged together the peoples of the two nations. 

President Roh Moo-hyun and former Prime Minister Koizumi

also initiated the project called Building a Foundation for Korea-

Japan Cooperation to Usher in an Era of Peaceful and Prosperous

Northeast Asia. It may be too early to assess its outcome, since

the project is still underway. 

As shown above, exchanges between Korea and Japan have

resulted in various positive benefits, yet these benefits have not

23) See footnote 6. 

24) Gukjeonghongbocheo, 2003, Roh Moo-hyun daetongnyeong bang Il

oegyo, 2003.6.6~9. 
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received due recognition. While it is important to express griev-

ances and complaints, it is also necessary to promote and publi-

cize successful outcomes and benefits of our efforts among the

public, since it is so reassuring to the public that we have a neigh-

bor to share our values and pursue co-prosperity. 

The two governments should build up mutual trust by joining

hands to implement more future-oriented projects. Then, even

with changes of regimes or with the emergence of maverick lead-

ers, a worst-case scenario will be avoided, a serious disruption of

Korea-Japan relations. Sharing confidence that they can gradually

and substantially overcome historical conflicts, the two govern-

ments should constantly pursue exchanges and cooperation for

mutual interests.

Korea and Japan have been and will continue to be the closest

neighbors to each other in terms of geography, history, race and

culture. Unlike individuals, countries cannot simply move their

location because of bad neighbors. If impossible to live apart, it

may be wise to respect and understand each other for peaceful

co-prosperity. The paper tried to help find such ways by bringing

up the subject of the status of history friction and the ways to

overcome. 
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Recently, Korea has witnessed rapid changes taking place

inside and outside the peninsula. As the last remnant of the Cold

War, it has always been engulfed by tension and conflict. Worse,

with the recent North Korean nuclear test, tension is mounting so

seriously that it now appears to be just about out of control.

Under such volatile conditions, Japan will be all the more valuable

a neighbor to Korea. Therefore, it is critical to come up with a cor-

rect diagnosis over historical conflicts between Korea and Japan

and appropriate strategies to tackle them to ensure better future of

the two nations. 

One-sided arbitrary demand will never help us overcome his-

torical conflicts. Korea cannot demand that Japan change its his-

torical perception, while sticking to its own opinions. Instead,

Korea should be more open and flexible in understanding Japan.

Korea should be aware that the two countries acknowledge each

other by mirroring how they are viewed by the other. In other

words, if Korea shows better understanding of Japan, Japan will

also understand Korea better and vice versa, which will lead me

to conclude this paper by suggesting how Korea should deal with

Japan. 

First of all, historians, history educators or those interested in

history in Korea should actively pursue discussion and dialogue

with Japan. So far, historical disagreements have always been per-

ceived as diplomatic and political issues, thereby mainly handled
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by the governments. Yet such attempts only aggravated misunder-

standing and deepened distrust between the two peoples. In prin-

ciple, gaps in historical understandings between Korea and Japan

should be tackled at private fields, by historians and teachers

involved in history education, not by public figures in political and

diplomatic arena. In this vein, it will be meaningful to facilitate a

Korea-Japan Joint History Research Committee, a private institu-

tion supported by the two governments, to deepen their research-

es on various conflicting issues and publicize the results so that

history textbook writers and educators in Korea and Japan can

refer to. 

Korea and Japan should always bear in mind that historical

conflicts can any time provoke nationalism and become an easy

scapegoat for political and diplomatic maneuverings. Private sec-

tors should also be aware of this point in discussing history issues.

In addition, the two nations should have a broader mindset that

acknowledges history can be interpreted differently by nations,

races and individuals. In understanding the history of Korea-Japan

relations, it is important for both Korea and Japan to have objec-

tive views and put themselves in each other s position. It may be

impossible to view our own history in a completely objective and

neutral manner, yet we should strive not to be confined in our

self-centered interpretation. The history of modern Korea-Japan

relations have been complicated and conflicted by numerous
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events. In order to understand it in a more flexible and broad

manner, we have to avert the danger of being obsessed with our

own bigotry by putting our views in more diverse bilateral and

multilateral angles. It will truly help us get to the bottom of Korea-

Japan relations. 

In addition, we have to value the history of peaceful

exchanges between Korea and Japan. In fact the relations

between the two countries go back to over 1500 years ago.

Though sometimes punctuated by invasion and resistance, such

period of conflict was very brief compared to long and venerable

history of peaceful exchanges. In order for Korea and Japan to

strengthen their partnership for larger alliance and cooperation,

we need to look more into the bright side of peaceful exchanges.

In doing so, we have to closely examine the history of peaceful

exchanges not only in a pre-modern era but also in modern and

contemporary times. In particular, we should pay close attention

to exchanges and cooperation in private sectors. With regards to

the issues like sexual slavery by the Japanese imperialist army, the

status of Korean-Japanese and the history textbook controversy,

private sectors have initiated various alliance movements.

Numerous sisterhood activities have been carried out among

schools, civil organizations and local autonomous bodies of the

two nations. Such efforts created a strong influence in public opin-

ions and galvanized the governments to take action, thereby con-
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tributing greatly to improving the situation and facilitating mutual

understanding. Highlighting these positive outcomes will instill

strong confidence in the next generation that private alliance can

develop Korea-Japan relations into closer cooperation and friend-

ship. 

In addition, while discussing Korea-Japan relations, we have to

include North Korea to have a complete picture. As the relations

between Korea and Japan are more heavily oriented towards

South Korea than North Korea, North Korea is easily overlooked

or neglected in discussing Korea-Japan relations. However, by

excluding North Korea, we cannot correctly examine contempo-

rary history of Korea and the true status of Korea-Japan relations.

Without considering North Korea, it will be difficult to form a his-

torical view for the entire Korean people in the South and the

North. Therefore it is necessary to pay due recognition and atten-

tion to the interactions between South and North Korea and North

Korea and Japan to define contemporary Korea-Japan relations.

Lastly, Korea should not view Japan only from an angle of

Korea-Japan relations. Korea is not the only country that Japan

deals with. Historically, Japan has been engaged in the interna-

tional arena more actively than Korea, which has enriched the tra-

dition and history of Japan so abundantly that they can never be

examined through the single lens of Korea-Japan relations. Korea

represents only a small part of Japanese history. Therefore, if
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Korea wants to broaden its understanding towards Japan, it

should broaden its horizons from a narrow, Korea-centered view

and embrace various aspects of Japanese history and culture as

they are, and Japan should act vice versa. If both nations maintain

such a flexible attitude, we will surely overcome historical con-

flicts, though not eliminating them completely.   
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Let us imagine what European history could have been if during

the first half of the second century B.C. Rome would have con-

cluded an authentic peace with Carthage - instead of a cold war,

which after the Second Punic War led to a Third one and to the

complete destruction of the North African city in 146 B.C. Rome

would have lived further as a nation among others. The city

would not have succumbed to imperial temptation. A coexistence

of free nations would have characterized not only the

Mediterranean area but also what is today the historical core of

Europe. 

As we all know, history went another way. Cato the Elder got

How France and Germany suppressed
their mutual hostility after WWII
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what he pleaded for at the end of every speech he gave in the

Roman Senate:  the complete destruction of Carthage. According

to the immemorial rules of war, the African city was destroyed, its

men slaughtered and its women and children sold as slaves. The

Roman soldiers symbolically spread salt on the ground of

Carthage, with the meaning of sterilizing it and preventing any

reconstruction of the town. 

It is not surprising that the great British scholar John Maynard

Keynes, when he criticized the Treaty of Versailles (1919) which

Germany had been compelled to sign at the end of World War

One, described it as a Carthaginian Peace. He reproached

Clemenceau, Lloyd George and Wilson, who had elaborated the

treaty, to have shown no mercy towards the Germans. Keynes

predicted a human catastrophe as a consequence of an unjust

peace. 

Historians tell us today that the Versailles treaty was not so bad

as it seemed at the time it was signed; but they must acknowledge

too, that more important than the real content of the treaty was the

way it was interpreted by the contemporaries. The Germans saw

Versailles as a synonym of humiliation and many Germans who

did not like Nazism much nevertheless supported Hitler s goal of

dismantling Versailles. The result was the Second World War

which ended as a moral catastrophe for Germany and left Europe

almost utterly destroyed. 
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After 1945, Europeans built peace on another basis. The most

significant evolution was Charles de Gaulle s. A Fighter in world

war I, the organiser of French resistance to German occupation

did what Cato the Elder had been unable to achieve: he went to

Germany in 1962 and told the Germans: You are a great

people.

But one person would not have been enough. We have to

think in more general terms. The French and the Germans experi-

enced after 1945 that another history was possible. They tried the

way of reconciliation in spite of terrible memories; in spite of

three wars and of millions of casualties when fighting each other. 

What made this miracle possible? 

Let us have a look, first, at the widespread explanation. 

France and Germany were able to overcome nationalism through

the creation of European institutions. This is a well known story

which: 

- began with the creation of a common coal and steel industry

(1950), 

- went on with the creation of the European Economic

Community in 1957, 

- the institutionalization of a global free market in 1986 

- and the introduction of a common European currency in the
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1990 s. 

This economic process was made possible by institutions: 

- the creation of a High Authority of Coal and Steel, 

- then of the European Commission, the embryo of a European

executive power. 

- In the 1970 s, it was decided the European Parliament would

be elected directly by the European citizens. And a kind of

Senate, similar to the German Bundesrat was created with the

European Council, the executive powers of the member-

states. 

- In the 1990 s a European Central Bank organized the launch-

ing of the euro. 

This is a long story with many successes and only a few failures

(as the rejected European Community of Defence in 1954 or the

European Constitution in 2005. And until recently, Europeans

accepted the common view: Europe s fathers (Jean Monnet,

Robert Schuman, Valery Giscard d Estaing, Jacques Delors on the

French side; Konrad Adenauer, Walter Hallstein, Helmut Schmidt,

Helmut Kohl on the German side) made institutions which helped

to build a united Europe. France and Germany overcame their

hatred through having their representatives working together in

Strasburg or in Brussels or through the institution of governmental
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meetings twice a year since 1963. 

Historians are more cautious when interpreting this process. 

They remember that many ideas which were implemented

after World War II had already been introduced during the 1920 s: 

- Firms of the Steel industry in France, Germany, Luxemburg

and Belgium had already been working together inside a

west-European steel pool from 1924 on. 

- After the Treaty of Locarno, France  and Germany experi-

enced a first institutional reconciliation when Aristide Briand

and Gustav Stresemann publicly rejected war between their

two countries as the way of solving disputes, when they

developed a common policy inside the League of Nations

and when they pleaded for United States of Europe.

But their legacy was unable to stop the rebirth of the forces of

hatred and militarism after: 

- the destabilization of the international economic order at the

end of the 1920 s

- the awakening of ideological passions in the 1930 s: commu-

nism appeared as an alternative to the crisis of capitalism or,

in Germany s case, radical nationalism, racism and militarism

were accepted as a solution to unemployment and the loss of

external markets. 
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The real revolution that came after World War II had precisely to

do with: 

- the ability to rebuild a European economic order that was

more stable than in the 1920 s in spite of the greater destruc-

tion of World War II

- the capacity of putting an end to ideological passions: nation-

alism and communism lost their influence and democracy

reasserted itself and even took firm roots in societies where it

had been very frail until then. 

But much more important was the desire in both French and

German societies to overcome the wounds of three wars.

Thousands of towns in France and Germany established a part-

nership with each other. Tens of thousands of school boys and

girls were encouraged to learn the other country s language and

to spend some time there. Veterans supported the reconciliation.

Victims of Nazism felt able to speak again with Germans. 

European statesmen were able to translate the aspirations of

their respective societies in symbolic attitudes. 

On May 9 1950, Robert Schuman, the French Prime Minister,

solemnly launched the European process by pleading for

concrete solutions of cooperation bases on factual solidarities.

A decade later, the French president Charles de Gaulle and the

West-German chancellor Konrad Adenauer met in Reims; one of
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the spiritual centres of Ancient France had been the cathedral

where French Kings had been anointed and crowned, a symbol

still revered after the French revolution, And seen in France as a

symbol of German barbarity that during World War I the

Germans had bombed the cathedral.  

In 1970, Willy Brandt fell spontaneously, and kneeled down

when visiting the monument commemorating the Rising of the

Jewish ghetto in Warsaw. 

In 1979, Simone Veil, who had escaped death in Auschwitz as

a teenager was elected President of the European Parliament. 

In 1984, the West-German chancellor Helmut Kohl took the

hand of the French president during a commemoration in Verdun

and the picture taken became a symbol for the deepness of

French-German reconciliation. 

Still more important is the fact that during the German reunifi-

cation, the societies were far ahead of their leaders in their accep-

tance of the event. While Francois Mitterrand revealed some anxi-

ety and unease about the birth of a Germany of 80 millions inhab-

itants, French society reacted very positively to the emergence of a

definitively stable German democracy. And while the German

political and economical elites may be tempted toward a co-lead-

ing role in the American-centred globalization, German society

regularly shows it sets peace at the highest of its scale of values

and refuses any social experiment which would mean over-
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throwing the rules of continental European capitalism.  

We can be sure that there will be no remake of the terrible

years 1929-1933, when the first wave of reconciliation between

France and Germany was swept away by massive unemployment

in Germany and the Nazis ability to convince the German people

a violent solution to the crisis was the best one.

Our societies would refuse any serious conflict, not to speak of

any war, against each other. They already refuse much more than

their governments to be involved in current conflicts, even if these

are engaged in the name of democracy. 

One should not underestimate the potential dangers of

Europe s current economic situation. There is also a revival of the

radical right. Nevertheless the old continent, which experienced

an almost thorough devastation in the first half of the 20th century

wants to banish war and will always prefer diplomacy to war in

solving international disputes. 

My conclusion will be then: 

there can be no efficient reconciliation without appropriate

institutions 

institutions are not enough. They must be anchored in deep

popular feeling. This is what happened between France and

Germany from 1950 on. 
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