INTRODUCTION

The seveneenth annual Midwest Conference on Asian Al-
fairs—held at Western Michigan University in Kalamazoo, fdll
in the hundredth year since the boy-emperor Mutsuhito, in 2
Kyoto ceremony, chose the reign name Meiji, marking the onset
of a period of rapid change in Japanese society. It was thus ap-
propriate io usc this centennial, a Gme for celchrations, commem.
orative publication, and historical controversy in Japan, as the
focus of the 1988 Conference program. Mot all the papers pre-
seoted deak with Japan and the Meiji era, but the best of those
that did have been gathered together in this volume,

We were very fortunate in having as our keynote speaker at
these covers—one of the leading specialists in Japanese history,
Profesor Marius Jansen of Princeton University. Professor Jan-
sen paints in broad strokes, but with the sure hand of a master
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period. In his comments on the pamern of change, now usually
referved t as modernization, be focuses on the nature of
ship and on the context in which these leaders worked.

Professor Jansen reminds us that despite the
arderliness of Japan's rapid transformation, there was much con-
fusion. Confusion extended from feudal rulers to peasants when
they were confronted with new institutions, new roles w play,
and new patterns of power. Mmmhmuﬂh&h
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af the new. Professor Jansen points out that these opponents of
change more often became popular beroes than did the major
leaders of the Resioration, Thus prominent assassing often gained
widespread sympathy and even respect.

Professor Sidney Brown of the Department of History of
Oklahoma State University describes in some detail in his contri-
bution one of the most impontant assassinations in the Meiji era,
and the public reaction to it. The assassins were in the tradition
of the dhishi, self-styled “men of high purpose,™ who were usually
exsamurai. Loyalty, duty, courage, and daring were their watch-
their artack against the shogunate in its last days, afeer the Mesji
Restoration their commitment was to the old order. In both eras
they acted in the name of the emperor.

Professor Jansen has pointed out some of the continuities in
Japanese life from Meiji to the present. In that spirit it might be
appropriate to suggest a link all the way from the feudal swords-
men who cut down the home minister in 1878 o the student
revolutionists of today. The link with contemporary rightists is
more obvious, but despite their very different goals, even the
neo-Marxist-anarchist in Tokyo today seems to share something
of the shichi style. Courage in action, devotion to an “ideclogi-
cally™ defined duty, and loyalty o fellow conspirators are at least
2s important as the ultimate objective, often only dimly viewed,

Professor Barbara Teters, of the Department of Political Sci-
ence of lowa State University, has contributed a chapter which
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describes a different type of assassin, in no sense a popular hero,
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us that such acts of violence against key figures have more than
once been wsed by Japanese who wanted to change the direction
of their nation's foreign policy. (There was, thercfore, a very
gound basie for the decision to cancel President Elsenhower’s trip
to Japan in 1960.)

Professor Teters' paper concentrates more, however, on the
impact of this incident on Japanese judicial practice than on the
motivation or fate of the asassin, ‘Thanks to the forceful per-
sonality and firm convictions of the chicf justice of the supreme
court, the catalyst of an asasmin's daring did not erode,
sctually strengthened, a judicial system which, at Icautm
higher reaches, was struggling for independence from
intervention. In this piece on the Otsu Jiken, Professor Teters &
maore impressed with the order than with the disorder in thi
stage of Japanese modernization,

The two subsequent pieces in this volume concern the impact
of Meciji Japan abroad. Much has been written about Japanese
expansionism in the Meiji era. That is cortainly one of the less
happy aspects of this remarkable period, an aspect which recsives
more attention from Japanese than from American scholars. But
here, in pioneering research in original sources, Professor Frank
Wong, Department of History, Antioch College, and Professor
E. Thadens Flood of the Department of History of the Univer-
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sity of Santa Clara have described aspects of the spill-over of
Meiji Japan into Asia.

Professor Wong's chapter discusses the significance of the
Meiji constination far Ch'ing reformers in Peking. Despite the
cloge study the Chinese made of the Japanese poli
in itself for a people accustomed o being Japan's cultural ered-
itor, not debtor—Meiji-style reforms were not effected in China
in time to save the throne, [n fact, the anempt © do s in The
Hundred Diays was overturned by the back ward-looking empress
dowager. It is doubtful, however, whether the empire would
have sarvived even if the Japanese model had been Eaithiully fol-
lowed. Professor Jansen's stress, in his essay, on the Eavorable
context in expliining the “successes™ of the Meiji period seems to
point up the “failures”™ in the case of China.

I the midst of speculation roday sbout whether the Japancse
pattern of mwodernization is applicable o Asia's many “late-
starters,” it is well 1o remember that even in the late pineteenth
century, when it was most relevant, it was not emulated. Pro-
fessor Woog poiots out that despite considerable knowledge
of Japanese expericnce, Chinese officials interpreted what they
learned in terms of their own stake in the regime. Thuos the re-
forms fnally instituted in the twilight of the Ch'ing dynasty were
something less than sweeping,

Thailand, like China, had an ancient monarchy recling from
the blows of Western impact. She did not have the degree of
contact with Japan that China did, however. She did not share a



cultural tradition, nor was che threatened by Japan's remarkable
military ascendancy. Furthermore, by learning directly from the
Wﬂ,ﬂr'l'huundul{mngghﬂhadbqgundnmﬂmm-
tion process even before the accomplishments of the Meiji era
became known to them. It is not surprising, therefore, that Pro-
fessor Flood, despite extensive research in Thai archives, has
foond no evidence that Bangkok reformers saw Japan as their
model,

This is not because the Thai were ignorant of Japanese de-
velopments. Like the Chinese, they sent a ennstitutional study
miszion te Tokyo. They also became aware of the enterprising
Meiji spirit through the escapades of ex-samurai adventurers,
This Professor Flood calls Thailand's “shishi interlude”™ In an
excess of zeal and a dearth of planning or common sense, the
shirki failed miscrably in their efforts to establish [apanese agri-
cultural colonies in Thailand. Despite some fnancial backing in
both Japan and Bangkok, persistent failure dried up even this
support. Though preaching Pan-Asianism and ant-Westernism,
the adventurers did not srike a sympathetic chord in the Thai
elite, who remained very open to Western influences.

Returning to the shishi—where we began in Professor
Brown's researnch—we are reminded that they influenced not only
the style of later domestic politics but that of foreign policy as
well. There are striking parallels, for instance, in the attitudes of
the nineteenth-century shiohi in Thailand and of the more ideal-
istic proponents of the Grearer East Asia Co-prosperity Sphere;
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£.g+ Colonel Suzuki, who led the Burma Independence Army in
1941. This is, of course, no hoary plot, but simply 2 common
thread in outlook and behavior of one type of Japaness,

This collection of studies on Meiji Japan was originally
undertaken in connection with the aforementioned centenndal.
As Professor Jansen paints out, the centennial irself, as well as
the meaning of the Meiji Restoration, has been a subject of grear
controversy in Japan® Present-day ideclogical commitments
cause scholars to raise the basic issie whether Japan's history is
triumph or shame, something to be honored or scorned. The
counterestablishment suspects the government of using the Meiji
centenary to glorify the past in order wo build suppont for con-
servative policies,

American scholars would certainly prefer to simply note that
1968 iz one hundred years after 1868 and to stay clear of this
srgoment. Buot the American viewpoint has itself become a sub-
ject of dehate. In fact, many more than the Marxist scholars in
Japan criticize American historians for painting too bright a pic-
ture of Japan's modemization. Too lictde attention, it is said, is
paid o the dark side, the violence, the human costs of Japan's

= PFar & fuller dicumion oo Joha W, Hall, "Reflections on o Censeastal,™
lowraal of ddan Semdies, XHVIE: 4 (Awpwa 1968), 71129,
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lectuals often appear to be congenital pessimists, reluctant o give
fair weight to the good alongside the bad.

And yet there may be some validity in the Japanese scholars'
critique. Even if there is, however, it can hardly be applied to
this volume. While none of us would deny the remarkable
achievements of the Meiji era, of which Professor Jansen takes
note, the studies here remind the reader of the pemistence of
certain feudal values and thus of the unevenness of progres.
Some American scholars—ecspecially those who are not Japan
specialists—may be so impressed with Japan's ability to maintin
internal order during spectacular ecomomic growth that they
would subtly suggest to today's modernizers in Asia that Japan s
worthy of emulation. ‘The last two papers of this volume have
described two cases in which the “Japancss model” was not fol-
lowed. Yer China and Thailand were the only other indepen-
dent monarchies in Asia at the torn of the century, those polities
in which the Meiji reforms would seem to have been most
applicable.

This volume makes no pretense at grand theory or at dra-
matic new digcovery. Nor can any work of diverse authorship
hope to be entirely consistent in its interpretations. But if Amer-
ican scholars have ever been guilty of over-selling Medji accom-
plishments, the crror is not repeated bere.

Dayid Wurfel
University of Windsor
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