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Editor’s Note

Toru YANO*

Japan’s presence in Southeast Asia has become a matter of wide concern today,
and in the academic world, too, keen attention is now being paid to the question of
Japan’s relations with Southeast Asia in the period after the Meiji Restoration. This
line of study had long remained taboo to scholars after the defeat of Japan in South-
east Asia in the Pacific War, but it has now become popular among the younger
generation of students.

This special issue, wholly dedicated to historical aspects of Japan’s presence in
Southeast Asia, is a collective effort by scholars to challenge the taboo and open new
frontiers in scholarship on Southeast Asia in Japan. It is a collection of six essays by
six different authors, on the subject of “Historical Patterns of the Commitment to
Southeast Asia of Modern Japan”.

Toru Yano’s article on trends of the “Nanshin® (Advance to the South) movement
in the Taisho period is a unique discussion on the subject which has so far been neg-
lected by scholars, who tend to believe that the “Nanshin” movement was not overtly
present in the Taisho period.

Makoto Hara’s lengthy article, his Master’s thesis submitted to Doshisha Uni-
versity, is a penetrating treatment of the life of a Japanese named Jo Miura, who
lived for many years in Indonesia and committed suicide immediately after the end
of World War II.

Toshiharu Yoshikawa’s discussion on the group of ‘““Pan-Asianist’” Japanese who
went to Siam in the mid-Meiji period touches upon a very interesting question ; namely,
whether or not the sphere of activities of those ‘“Pan-Asianists’ even reached Southeast
Asia expanding beyond China.

The three other papers provide good source material for studies related to the
Japan’s relations with Southeast Asia.

Kenji Tsuchiya introduces the diplomatic documents available in the archives of
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Tokyo, which deal with Japan’s diplomatic activities
in the pre-World War II period.

Kohki Ohta clarifies some aspects of Japanese military administration in South-
east Asia during World War II. |

Finally, Taro Ishii provides first-hand material on his life history, which reveals
how a Japanese merchant lived in Java for many years, from 1916.

The Editor hopes that these articles will help promote interest in this subject in
academic circles, both within and outside Japan.

* The Center for Southeast Asian Studies, Kyoto University
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