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AKAXRFEEZEDHS AEMRDEZEICLDIRRICDVNTODER

20004F, bB > MRFEBET, @RI
WHZE THI 5 1 % Andre Schmid 2%, JEiE THEX
N KHAFEICET 2 BRI L TR
WX EFERELUL, TTIRIEL LRTOFRX T H

2, R DfERICRIE Lz,

Schmid (2000: 951) Ti. K H A% [E D hf K i
FEEMETDERICE ALALGLSIHEANSE
RLIEABIOWEREHINTWS, #HIZZIT
[BARICEY 2 EERIIL o< D EUNHE
Rinfgiz HAEREITRARAAT I oz
(English-language studies of Japan have been slow to

interweave the colonial experience into the history of

modemJapan)J ERRBMN, SHTH ZOHH
IFZHBTHAD
LY = AN ﬁj"‘ik*ﬁﬁi{ﬂfy‘%ﬁ% e RRAR

Fb, AT [BERNBHZ2EBT0IC
U, EFERHLOREEZBFT HEMICH - =
(have tended to emphasize a form of nation-centered
history at the expense of those forces transcendent to
the nation) | &, fEIIHER DOV B, K OFEE
FEOLM, RAAMELRZIRT 5720, HE
HiAFEIC AT B ERFOERINT 70— F % 4
L TWSEBIZRATH A DM,

—JiC. BHAOREEWAFEINLALMEZIN
&3 UiE S, Matsuzato (2010: 5) NN /ZD
[(HFEID) ER 22T 2 HEMFEN. H 2&93%
DOBEEMA 47722722 & (insufficient exposure

of Japanese historiography in the booming study of

* U 2 7 v FREREGEEAE

LAY -RZYF"

11 est encore plus facile de juger de 1’esprit d’'un homme
par ses questions que par ses réponses.
(Pierre-Marc-Gaston de Lévis)

empire| 727z,

& Z AT, Ann Stoler & Frederick Cooper (1997)
DR ERE TR LT A T« 7 bRT
NRETEBWESD, DED, HADOMRHMIZ
XYM OMERIT, MEOHRMBERE DL
BNDIENZ LT, BBAAESELBRNDITT
320, 1 FU X7 T > ADRRMAE & Oxt
EnZEDRhTH EIfTONTER, 72&AE
Matsusaka (2007: 228)IZLA F D L D IZid RT3,

[HA DO RMBRE R, B & DE 2 EIE
EERBWETHILEENMLT, 75 ADHME
LRk RE, REOSHFHIBEOHBRDOH N
7Z CHE N W7z (Japanese colonial policy-makers
vacillated between the French idea of integration
and assimilation and the British mode of separate
rule through modified or reinvented indigenous
arrangements) |

ZIzx U, Tessa Morris-Suzuki (2008) 1d Kk @

SWIHFAL TWB, [7F 2R, EEZELT
HARZAREEICEMRRE S AT LEREEL
Tz, TOTYATLITBWT, REODHIHED
W &AL OREE ISR E & HITEL
oo FHE, HARIZ 7 I X EEEDLERN ST
KR &Lt & 3B 72> 7= (France, Britain
and Japan all had highly complex imperial systems
in which the strength of metropolitan control and the
degree of assimilationism varied both between regions
and over time, and Japan in fact borrowed and adapted
eclectically from both French and British precedents] .

LIV, BARZOS7HEERUIE ST
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[A[E (metropole) | & #ifl Bt & D b BE A B B A3
75 <. WHIEEEE (contiguous empire) TdH >
Tzo oo AARAEEEA—-ARYT =N\
A —E D RROBIRHEREZ >z, £ I T,
Morris-Suzuki (1998: 162)13 0> 7 ¥ E & D L 2
FETHDERR Uz, THUTDWTIX Oguma
Eiji (2002: 330)7%, HAEOERSHENT P
T ERIIDONT, O THER R YHEOHER
HIBUOR & DBEBIEZER L Tno,

Eh MR TN E NS FRIT, BRI
EOTREEIREZLETH D, RS, iz
53 —O0yNANSTBE, HATREZEZER
W0y NFEEOREE SRS 2 Eid, RRER
DHHFEALICE OMEIZMN S 72, HIRICBWTHSY
CIF RS - YW EREFIHATRETH
M, ZOLEBFFREHIZF AN TV
NWEDTH D, MFZIIRERZD, KHAN
E % O fE RIFFE & R DERICIE, [ %
RRMMEECTH O, BISNTHD] D FBAN
E<ABND, ZTD®, FEHETEMZELD
HAOHERM EEmIT, #F. BEAN®IZR> T
LE->Tn%,

ZORZEDS EFLSHPIT 2 &, UHEHERD
%, HAFIETIZE £ S E20 8 TUHEHRE!
TIH5N, TNITHT ERZ D > ZEIZ/RN
EWS BN E<EMI NS, ZILDTEDEBD
MNH LI7RWNWAY, Harumi Befu (2001: 57) 23449
X951, HEFIBGIZED AT LT, H<nsk
R E 2 OREEREM Bl Ee RE > T&E L,
N, FTHARZT O TIERY,. HADEK
BENTD LTEE & 5100462 Lafic, »w<
DO A—0y NOFHENIE S DX 2 Bl
F OHEME & PE A 2 B L T 7z (Lieven 2003:
228), —fRIT. WOITERAFEE R, KDL 7=
EREIRTHENZ D,

ENMEEELETEHE REEEEZBITIKR
HAMEZ [EZ2# (latecomer)] (Duus 1995:
434), £ 72 1% [# i # (mimetic)] (Eskildsen
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2002; Matsusaka 2007: 224) E 4T 5 D0, 25
LIRS 2 D TR WDh, £OH
L, O—=<HEOEK, X TOMEILRITH
L5 [mimetic)] Z>7ZETENSTHD, £D
b Ly ) — A ENT19224F, (55 =55 E (Third
Reich)] 1$1933FITHEAEL TWS, DD, KH
AFEID DI SIGESHB L AFRIBETE
WD, 5 ThBHR5IE. Césaire (2000: 36)
MEELEXLDIC, ERT—HENDo LD [
¥ (mimetic) ] TIEARWZA S %, HiT, /I
REZEZ (2009: ) IE Ry, 417Uy, O 7 &
*ﬁkﬁi%(ﬁ%ﬁliﬁljf%%&%ﬁﬁ
7zo

EIAT, FEEHETEMNLEREDH I
BFD HADBIRIREFHIZZFEMETD I ENT
9 MR E O 2 LA B o 72 Ll
NENTWS, filZE2FIUL. Pyle (2007: 227) 13
BB MO HAREERIT, BRI ZATALICED

THIRHEINABEEICTENZ D D257z (Japanese
imperialism in the Meiji period was notable for the
degree to which it was prompted by the international
system) ] EBIELTWa, LAL. Kumar (2010:
1200 SN L2 & D12, o ftRhoBa
RIIF S ESERMREENH D, FEEEL SO
TLEBZDEIS TR, HEMFEDORDDIC
FEREZZHEL, JIOEZERI LD TEOD
ThH 5,

D0, KAAWEZRER U HHz2 48O
BAREMD L 51 (pushes and pulls) | Tat
HT2ZEE, FMECATNDEDTIRRNESD
Mo DED, HAFEO LY — M2/ EIT R
L9 20 THIUT, LHHED 5 RFEREICE
2 F TOMBMIRIIZ, FHINLZXE TN
TEIESTLEDS, I35, W ADOFEER
%%, 7= & Zd Lieven (2003: 6413, KDL DI
WRTWVS,

bbb, KHAREIIESOHM, DX07
T MO FERFEREBWHYT Z ST U, 72
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N, FTNRHTOADEETH D, EIFTHE R
KR, 7 AU DEREOMITTEHOMER, 75
SACF T AFUABRTY DT ITBNTHE
Rtz RS 5 Z LI FERNTAARER R T
Ho7,

AT, wNENIRAARFED S > &HRY):
R EE Z 5N TWdl, 194441213 B A
o, HiffEHAD L L TRFLD DT D Z &
T, LHERBRRBTTRETIERRLWNEND ZENDH >
7= Z & %, Koshiro (2004: 428) 13K IC5@FA L T
%, HEEESA NI ORISR ITH > 720
2o, ZOXIRBEZEBDILRZ#HLI -
A5,

Colas (2007: 28) MER L e K DT, [ZhkIztk
MaEXZhd 272D, FLTHLIRENS I X E
REHICERESIALIZVWTNOBUERD, &
WTWHFEEMERZ EANTES (any single polity
that successfully expands from a metropolitan centre
across various territories in order to dominate diverse
populations can usefully be called an empire) ] ® T
H%, ZOXIIEZNL, KARFEOHHA
13, ALHENPEE SN 1869FITRD BN LN
D TIE7nWin, 7245 Conrad (2014: 4) % Tierney
(2010: 1) 72 EDOWCKDIFFEE L, HANBEBZR
&L 7218954 ICHEDIAE D 2 H %,

2% HAZ, BI18SEN LMD T 7 AT
Xt U CHEBRA R & FAR 7R RBEE 2R L T/, Lap
LIS D#2IC [fE] &M T s, Znlh
ANCITFE TR LBl b0L 5%, D
E 0. Schmid (2000: 956) ANk N2 & ST, [HA
M E EFRIE, BIA O %3 O WOR LS AT E N
TERSNEZDE, K5 ARRLA>ZER
b, o, BHEEHNDBEEZDTLDOT
& % (Japanese colonialism is seen as possible only
after the Western-style reforms of the Meiji project
have been completed at home and then are ready to
empower the move abroad) |,

Ikt L. Eskildsen (2002: 403) 3. H A&

EFEFEET [EHEXHICHANSIED T 5Nk
MR TIRW, DLA, BHANEEXXHIZS &
DI SNHMEOHKERIL 72O THS (did
not result from Japan’s engaging Western civilization;
rather, it constituted part of the process of Japan’s
engagingit) | EWOFHHZEIT> TS, FLUKD
72 E5RIE. Hanazaki (2001: 130)iIC& > ThHRrINn
TWna,
TARXEMFEOMELEREHTH I LIE, HAE
FIE L Z S0 2 L HBIRT A = v 7 41
W DT TRE] Th-o 55D i 2
=g L., Rl T, 2 JicEomELRT
Az ZEHZZR L, ERL. Rz @b
L 7= (An understanding of Ainu and Okinawan
history means acknowledging that the majority
ethnic group occupying central Japan invaded
those other regions of the archipelago which were
once 'alien countries', turned them into colonies,
conquered and controlled the independent ethnic
groups who lived there and forced them to
assimilate.) .

IITHRRENTWBE EBDTHNIE, HA
IFWDRBERICESTOMEW I EmiTiFE &
hETRW', 75 ZADHE, RLOMERMT )L
Tz U T MI62FEITMRILE N D EITRIKER
& 785 7= &K 51T (Cooper 2005: 22, 156). HA®HH
27T 2T A AGMAEKIDTIG2FEITFE TN T
MO RBEERERS D TRNZS DM,

Z® . Morris-Suzuki (2008) 12K D &L S IZH54i
LT3, THAWGEOA L, HAAEADW
e, HAENNOBRIEFOIRAZEIZE
S LEDTIERY, FE ZNIETdH-> LHM
BENDILEED VL, ZORAEIEZSHT
HERL (SETERT—XT) KUSNS (The
creation of the Japanese Empire did not simply result
in an outflow of Japanese administrators and settlers to
the colonies and an inflow of colonial migrant workers

into Japan. Instead, it produced much more complex
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cross-currents whose consequences (in some cases) are
still being felt today) |, & WA NI, Hl RHLE;
ROBPEZ S £ ERGNCADTISND, 20D
555 L HHEEEZTOITHARIRIEAS S
(Cwiertka 2006: 138-155), =D Z &IFHT 7 LA
ATIEHEVHSNTIRNTH A D,

FEHFAE TR ERIT. FAORD Tk
T2r51E) HANITZ Z 2 AARAFUAA
EIEW, AR L 7o RE R E &5 R OK &
RBFELTWS, 5254, TTHAAEESNEILKR
D—FE o DI 7EN, AU TRENA>2END
ZEEFORLSBNTLE>TVWEDTH D, £
DR, (¥4 DEME (war legacies) ] (Seraphim
2006: 5, 2y DR 0T [#FE D EFE (imperial
legacies) ] EWVWHRBEMHALZIEZ5NENWDT
W72 NTZS D

PLEOFRERITED S OWBUREFICAN TN S
MbLNRW, AL A2 - hovFE—id [=
WMEFFETIRINIY—TH 5, GEMTHOD
Ti37z<, BDOL<5bDTH3] EE>Th5,
MREDED (=] &2 HEafE] TESEX
W EES,
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1 Jun Uchida (2011)%>Tessa Morris-SuzukiZx & 3% D
Bt D L7sn,

2 FRI-—0y NOEARZML HHL. koD
KONz, [ ADNENTEHARS TN &I,
EhI—&id UFEZOBHDOR, AICKHT 2SR,
FEANZDODHDOANDOMETHRRN, THUTHAIZ
HIBARTHY, AAQHELSIEFETHD, 2L
THEMAI—Oy NOERMEZZFOFEZMAL
EWSHEETH D, TOFEIIENETT N>
UT7DT7ITANRA RO [F—=U—], 7T7Uh
O [BAl THLTESIESRFEFINTEZDHDT
& %, (--- what he cannot forget Hitler is not the crime
in itself, the crime against man, it is not the humiliation
of man as such, it is the crime against the white man, the
humiliation of the white man, and the fact that he applied
to Europe colonialist procedures which until then had
been reserved exclusively for the Arabs of Algeria, the
“coolies” of India, and the “niggers” of Africa) | (Césaire
2000: 36, emphases in original)

3 Suny (2001: 25)O LA F O FHICER L 720, [5F
L, BBLZHBDONORRNERHKBEZB I,
—7. EREZROMARIZ. IRTOEREZ, Ei
EDRizES LEnESRuMADLAKRVW, D
B EH M LIIFRFICH D, HEOD EITHELL
BhrncEOomRE, WEORREER #5
OBIF&LE> ZBBRDO S &125H % (While empire
is inequitable rule over something different, nation-
state rule is, at least in theory if not always in practice,
the same for all members of the nation. Citizens of the
nation, equal under the law, have a different relationship

with their state than do the subjects of empire) , |
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