Marie-Luise Legeland, Barbara Manthey, Ralph Liiczeler,
Hans Dieter Olschleger, Giinther Distelrath (Hg.)

Von Bauern, Beamten
und Banditen .

Beitrige zur historischen Japanforschung

Bier'sche Verlagsanstalt




Bonner Japanforschungen - Band 27

Von Bauern, Beamten und Banditen: Beitrlige zur historischen
Japanforschung; Festschrift fiir Detlev Taranczewski zu seinem sechzigsten
Geburtstag von seinen Schiilern und Kollegen / Marie-Luise Legeland,
Barbara Manthey, Ralph Liitzeler, Hans Dieter Olschlegcr,
Giinther Distelrath (Hg.) — Bonn : Bier'sche Verlagsanstalt, 2007
(Bonner Japanforschungen; Bd, 27)

ISBN 978-3-936366-24-2
ISSN 0173-7902

© Bier'sche Verlagsanstalt, Bonn 2007
Alle Rechte vorbehalten
Druck: Hubert & Co, Géttingen
Printed in Germany
ISBN 978-3-936366-24-2

0
i
1
|




INHALTSVERZEICHNIS
VOTWOL L tttrri sttt rerasssre s st b ese s sesserr s e st ent et s sees et
PERSONLICHES
Tabula gratulatoria ..o veeeesiereeeeee e e R
Verzeichnis der Schriften Detlev Taranczewskis ..v.uuee.occerereersreeeesseresnns
BEITRAGE

Gene, Vilker und Tépfe: Zur ethnischen Deutung
archiologischer Befunde

MATIE SHINOTO coveoveceeceervressesessesiaisesae e e s tess s eess et e e st e eeeseees o

Ohren schneiden, Nasen scheren: Biuerliche Rechtsauffassungen
im Japan des dreizehnten Jahrhunderts

JHAIHD FROHLICH covvvestserercsesresseeeeeeesvesvsseeseeeeseassssseseseseessosssosesssesssesesas

Links oder rechts — oder oben und unten? Gedanken zum Streic
um die (Dis-)Kontinuitit einer romanischen Bevélkerung nérdlich
der Donau zwischen dem 3. und dem 13, Jahrhundere

LPeter Mario KREUTER .u.veeeveesseeceessr st eeessrsseraeeeesvees oo ons s sesesees

Wem die Stunde, pardon, die Glocke schligr:
Von den 108 Siinden und dem Sengaku-Tempel, in dem diese
gettlgt werden

Peter PantzER in Zusammenarbeit mit Nana MIVATA coovoveooeeooeeeoen

xi



Inbaltsverzeichnis

B EEL Fukoku kyshei — Fiskalische Konsolidierung und
militirische Stirkung im Vorfeld der Meiji-ishin von 1867/68:
Die Eille Choshii und Satsuma

Giinther DISTELRATH

“Zum Zusammenhang von Bevélkerungsentwicklung und
Industrialisierung am Beispiel Japan (1852-1920)
Ralph Lotzeier

Shigeno Yasuesugu: Ein Uberlebender kimpft um die
Vergangenheit der Nation
Margares Medr ...............

Hausaufgaben: Uber die Diskussion zu Kinderzimmern in Japan
seft der Meiji-Zeit
Maren Gopzix

‘The Manchurian Bandits in the Making of the Japanese Empire
Li NaranGoa

Tosaka Juns Kritik am biirgerlich-demokratischen Liberalismus und

nipponistischen Faschismus in Japan
Fabian Scrirer

General Genrich Samojlovié Ljuskov in Japan: Ein ausgewihlter Aspeke
der japanisch-sowjerischen Bezichungen 1938
Maik Hendrik SrrorTs

Theorie und Praxis des Heiligen Krieges: Taguchi Yoshigord und
die katholische Kirche im japanischen Faschismus
Hans Martin Krirer

»Yuume mo ichids® — Der Traum der japanischen Luftfahreindustrie
Sigrun C. Caspary

..143

Tnbalisverzeichnis

Kulturlandschaften als kulurelle Schutzgiiter in Japan — rechdliche
Grundlagen und Auswahlverfahren
Winfried Screng, Pamela Nigngesper und Marie KUBOTA couvveeereeeeeeeeeersrinns

Medialitit und Historizitit: Ein editfonswissenschafilicher Blick
auf Entstehung und Uberlieferung der Kana-Shobigenzs-Texte
BRODETE FIORRES....cvvvosstsivivierecnns e rorarscenensssesssssssissasssansssssesssssssssssssononsmeenon

Geschichee(n) der Ainu, oder Versuch iiber die Historiographie

von ,.Primitiven”, Kolonisatoren, Kolonisierten und Suchern

nach dem verlorenen Paradies

Haans Dieter OLSCHLEGER ....o.voveevvissvessnsesseseseesesestesssssssesesssssssssssomsssssssssoss

Zo e AULOTEN . c.vevitraeeeneeeeeceesrisieeeeeesenesssatesessenessesenetons S

xiil



v Maren Godaik

Kitaura, Yukiko Nagasawa und Ichirs Nishimura (Hg.): Sumai no jiten [Lexikon des
Wohnens]. Tokyd: Asakura Shoten, 8. 257-258.

Su1fMa, Yasushi und Akiko Waranass (2006): Arema no yoi ko ga sodatsu ie [Das Haus, das
intelligente Kinder hervorbringt]. [Tokyo): Nikkei BP Sha.

Suzuk, Shigebumi (1973): Oyako to sumai. Kokyd jitaku no keikakn ni kanshite [Eltern,
Kinder und die Wohnung, Zur Planung von Wohnungen des ffentlichen Wohnungs-
baus]. In: Ichird Katé (Hg.): Oya to ko [Eltern und Kinder]. Tokys: Tokyd Daigaku
Shuppankai (= Tokyd Daigaku kokai koza; 17), S. 285-320.

Suzukt, Shigebumi (2006): GojtetehiC hatkushs, Watakushi no kenchiku keikakugaku sengoshi
[51C Weibuch. Meine Architekrurplanungsgeschichte der Nachkriegszeit]. Tolcyd: Su-
mai no Toshokan Shuppankyoku (= Sumaigaku raikei; 101).

Takapa, Mitsuo (2002): Shashi korei shakai ni okeru kyojii kitkan no sathen [Die Neustrukturie-
rung des Wohnraums in einer Gesellschaft mir gealtercer Bevilkerung und niedriger Gebuur-
tenrate]. In: Moriaki Hirahara, Nobuhiko Twasaki und Mitsuo Takada (Heg.): Shashi korei jidai
no toshi jiatakugaln. Kazoku to sumaj no atarashii kankei [Seiidhtisches Wohnen in der Zei einer
pealeerten Bevilkerung und niedrigen Geburtenrate. Die neue Bezichung zwischen Familie
und Wohnung]. Kygto: Mineruva Shobé (= Mineruva fukushi raiburari; 51), 5. 270-292.

Tanaxa, Tsuneko (2004): Kazoku to sumai [Familie und Wohnurié}. In: Takako Yamase,
Akiko Nakajima, Hirofumi Iwashige, Kazuyo Ueno, Toshie Omori, Kaoru Kitaura,
Yukiko Nagasawa und Ichird Nishimura (Hg.): Sumai no jiten [Lexikon des Wohnens].
Tokyd: Asakura Shoten, S, 360-362.

Toyama, Tomonori (2004): Kodomobeya {Kinderzimmer]. In: Takako Yamase, Akiko Naka-
jima, Hirofumi Iwashige, Kazuye Ueno, Toshie Omori, Kaoru Kitaura, Yukiko Naga-
sawa und Ichird Nishimura (Hg.): Sumai ne jiten [Lexikon des Wohnens]. Tokyd: Asa-
kura Shoten, S. 362-363.

Tovama, Tomonori (2005): Sumai 10 kodomo [Kinder und Wohnung]. In: Mitsuo Wata-
nabe und Kenji Takasaka (Hg.): Shin jikyoguku. Seikatsu shiten kara no kyish [ Die neve
Wissenschaft vom Wohnungswesen. Neun Kapirtel aus dem Blickwinkel der Lebenshal-
tungl. Rev. Auflage. Tokyd: Mineruva Shobs, 5. 80-104. ‘

UcHipa, Seizd (2006): Sumai kara miru kindai Nihon ni okeru kazoku no hensen [Der
Wandel der Familie im modernen Japan aus dem Blickwinkel der Wohnung}. In: Kan.
Rekishi, Kankys, Bunmei 26 (Sommer 2006), 5. 190-201.

Usno, Chizuko (2002): Kazobu we ireru hako kazoku wo koery hako [Das die Familie einschlie-
fende Behilis und das iiber die Familie hinausgehende Behilmis]. Tolyd: Heibonsha.

WaraNARE, Takenobu (1983): Sumaikata no shiso. Watakushi no ba o ikani tsukury ka [Philo-
sophie des Wohnens. Wie den eigenen Raum gestalten?]. Toleyd: Chitd Shinsho.

Yowovama, Akito (2004): Abunai maderi [Gefihrliche Grundrisse]. Tokyd: Shinchdsha.

180

THE MANCHURIAN BANDITS IN THE MAKING
OF THE JAPANESE EMPIRE!

Li NARANGOA

Along with ginseng and soybeans, bandits were often described as one of the
specialties of Manchuria. During the early 20th century, banditry in Manchuria
not only captured the imagination of foreign travellers and news reporters, but
most importantly, they became an issue in international relations, Located in a
triangular position where the geopolitical interests of Russia, Japan and China
met, Manchuria became a contested place, and its well-known bandits became
the object of condemnation and competition between the three powers. The
contenders for political power in Manchuria — the Russians, the Japanese, the
Chinese Nationalists and also the Chinese Communist party — saw banditry in
the region as a good excuse for making a claim to bring peace and order to the
region. They accused each other of “banditizing” the region. The Chinese and
Japanese claimed that the Russians were using bandits to create restlessness in
the region, while the Russians argued that the Chinese were unable to control
the region and that the Japanese were sponsoring bandits in their own interest
in the region. The Japanese claimed that the Chinese civil wars seimulated the
growth of banditry in Manchuria, while the Chinese argued that the Japanese -
were responsible for weapons smuggling and supporting armed bandits which
brought unrest to the region. All claimed to suppress the bandits and 1o bring
peace to the region.

At the same time, however, these contending powers competed to win se-
lected bandits over to their own side for use in suppressing other bandits and
exterminating their political opponents. Bandits were a primary source of or-
ganizational and human mobilization for them. In the official histories of these
countries, however, the involvement of bandits in their combat, in their plots

! An earlier version of this paper was presented at the conference on *Crime, law and
order in the Japanese empire, 1895-1945, Netherlands Institute for War Docurmentation,
Amsterdam, 1415 September 2006, I would like to thank the organizers of the conference
and participancs for their comments.

181



:’._:’

Li Narangoa

against their enemies and in their maintenance of law and order in the region
give way to the more ideologically sound patriotism or nationalism, This chap-
ter is an artempt to shed light on the bandits’ involvement in the power struggle
between China, Russia and Japan in Manchuria, It focuses, nevertheless, on the
Japanese army’s association with the bandits in Manchuria during the period of
early 20th century when Japan expanded its power to the north-eastern parc of
the continent. Looking ar the bandits’ participation in Japans imperial endeavor
would help us understand what actually happened on the ground behind the
official diplomacy, military planning and combat. Japan's incerest in bandits in
Manchuria began ar the turn of the century along with its interest in the terri-
tory called Manchuria. Her intervention in Manchuria and its world of bandics
was conditioned by two contradictory actitudes: on the one hand, suppressing
the bandits offered Japan the opportunity to demonstrate that its rule was bet-
ter than all ochers in providing public security, while on the other, the Japanese
army found the bandits to be an atractive ally in consolidating their rule, and
this alliance undermined their interest in eliminating the bandits, along with
their political opponents.

Japan's double standard in Manchuria towards the region’s bandits arose
from its need to expand ies influence in local communitics and to mobilize
human resources for the armed struggles which it sponsored in the region. Ac
the same time, however, it also reflected the general contradictory conceptions
of bandits. On the one hand, they symbolize robbery, violence and cruelty,
and raise fear in people’s minds; in pre-modern and early modern rimes, ban-
dits were the most dangerous form of organized crime. On the other hand,
they also stood for the interests of society against the interests of the rulers. As
Horssawm (1959) has argued, bandits may be viewed as primitive revolution-
aries, attacking the rich and giving to the poor in the style of Robin Hood. The
term bandit conjures up a romantic masculine dream of helping the weak and
fighting against injustice. These two contradictory images were skilfully urilized
by the different political forces in the region, The bandits to be suppressed or
quelled were the “bad” bandits who staged robberies and killed and oppressed
people, while the bandits to be wooed to become “good” bandits on the “right”
side of the political struggle were those whose underlying instinces were said to
be protecting people and bringing peace and order to society.

"The concept of bandits had a very broad meaning, and many different terms
were used in Chinese as well as Japanese to describe them: Jetzei (bizoku in
Japanese), mfei (dozokn), davzei (¢0z0kre), mazei (bagoku), and honghuzi or huzi,
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These terms changed their meaning over the time and could_be used to cover
a wide range of criminals from people engaged in petty stealing, to organized
gangs who staged major raids, to one’s political enemies. The Japanese arr:ly, as
well as the Chinese Nationalists and Communists, often used the word “ban-
dits” to discredit their ideological opponents. The Nationalists used the term
“bandit” to describe the Communists — gongfei {(communist bandits), whfle
the Communists termed Jiang Jieshi {Chiang Kaishek), fiangfei (Jiang ba.ndu:)
{WaTarase 1981: 22-23), This paper focuses on two terms, namely mazei (b.a-
zoks) and feizei (hizoku). The term mazei (bazoks), meaning mounted b:.a.ndlt,
was supposedly a term created by the Japanese and was a very pop.ular if n(l)t
the only rerm used in Japan to refer to the bandits in Manchuria ufml the early
1930s, ‘This term was replaced by feizei (hizoku} after the foundarion of Man-
chukuo in 1932 to indiscriminately refer to all who caused s:acial disturba:.nce
or committed anti-Japanese acts in Manchuria. If the former (fezoku) carried
the connotation of common social banditry, the latter {4izoks) catried strong
overtones of political banditry (or political opposition}.

‘Tz RISE OF THE MANCHURIAN BANDITS

Manchurig’s repucation as the lair of banditry arose partly from thc.: fact that it
had been a place of exile for prisoners and outlaws during the Qing dynasty.
The Manchu court regularly sent prisoners, outlaws and slaves here from oth.er
parts of the empire for the purposes of exile. Some individuals prospered in
their exile, but others turned to banditry to sustain their existence. Manchuria
was closed to free sertlement until the second half of the 19th century, but pov-
erry-stricken illegal migrants filtered across the border nf-:verrhe.less, sometimes
managing to carve ouc a new existence on the Manchurian plain as f?n-ners tgr
ginseng collectors, but often failing to make a living, and hence joining the
bandits (WaTanaBe 1981: 37-38). The number 2nd influence of the Manchu-
rian bandits increased dramatically from the late 19th century onwards for four

Major reasons: '
First, the lifting of the ban on migration from China proper to Manchuria
led huge numbers of Han Chinese to secde in the region, This influx not only
increased the number of poverty-stricken Chinese in Manchuria bue also created
conflicts berween the locals and the migrant Chinese. The flow of migrants and
the resulring tension was further exacerbated by the spread of railways from the
turn of the 20th century, which made human movement and setclement much
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easier. Local and migtant communities formed their own militias to defend
themselves against other intruding communities and corrupt officials. In some
cases these militias formed the core of new bandit groups. These bandits chus
not only learned the skills of raiding and robbing, but also developed a sense
of resisting injustice. On the other hand, many of the bandits developed coop-
crative relationships with local power-holders, providing them with protection
from other bandit gangs and acting as enforcers for local elites in their dealings
with the masses of people, Others were renegades, isolared from society, who
killed and robbed cruelly and indiseriminately (WaTANABE 1964: 12-28).

Second, the central authority of the Manchu court was weakened in Man-
charia, From the late 19¢h century, there were three different separace and paral-
lel administrative systems for the Manchus, Mongols and Chinese in Manchu-
ria. ‘This administrative pluralism not only made the control of bandits more
difficult, but also provided an incentive for the spread of banditry through the
ethnic tension created over land and tax rights. The court’s weakness was pat-
ticularly acute in Manchuria because this region was also the targer of Russian
and Japanese imperial ambitions,

IThird, war and political turmoil increased the number of bandits. The land
batles of the Russo-Japanese War of 1904/05 were all fought in Manchuria and
they contributed to the administrative disarray in the region and a breakdown
of law and order — all of which beneficed the bandics, Korean gangs who had
fled from the Japanese political o ppression in their homeland and moved north-
wards actoss the Tumen river, formed bandit gangs in Manchuria to survive or
to resist their former oppressors.

Fourth, becoming a bandit was a sure and speedy career path to official-
dom. Pressured by external threats and internal problems and not able o rule
the bandits, the Manchu auchorities attempted to deal with the bandit problem
by appointing bandit leaders to official positions. Thus, joining bandit gangs
was a means of upward social mobility:

Then, after the inauguration of the Chinese Republic in 1912, banditry in
Manchuria underwent major transformation. Not only did the weakness of the
hew government offer new opportunities to bandic leaders to consolidate their
power, but the republican authorities also actively wooed the bandirs, partly
because of their military and organizational strength and partly because of their
apparent ability to mobilize public support. Some bandit gangs were absorbed
into the regular military while some former military units became bandits, and
new undisciplined bandic gangs also arose, As political divisions emerged within
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the nationalist movement, rival political groups turned to these gangs »fﬁr back-
ing in their own political struggles (BrLLiNGsLEy 1988: 218-223). he 1;Irmst
powerful of the bandit leaders, Zhang Zuelin, emerged as a w‘arlord in a}l;—
churia with an adminiscration that covered much ofl Manchu'ria, but even his
authority was challenged throughout the region by erE-Ll bam:ht gangs. Purlnlg
the 1920s there was a huge rise in the number of ‘bancht.soldlers (bingfei), sol-
diers who had deserted from bactles between vatrious Chinese warlords, sucl:i'as
the Fengtian and Zhili cliques. A Japanese reporter did a survey on th:s I:l\andlts
and reported that there were ac the time at least 5‘3 well-known bandi ;az 2c-:)rs
(gangs) comprising about 14,000 individual bandits (Am-\MA .1923: 517- : .
The republican policy of promoting Han Chinese migtation to Ma1'1c u;la
and Mongolia also led to an increase in the number of Mongol bandltslw o
aimed to protect their pastoral lands fro;n the Chinese scttlemients. These latter
its originated mostly from banner forces, ‘-
banciir:ss;z;gtl,nthc bandits);n Manchuria in the early 20th cent.u-ry included pe.tz
farmers who robbed travellers or setclers for survival aml:l mlllt.la groups whn:: l
originated from community self-defence organizations, 1n‘cludmg qual.m-'ofﬁc‘:la
banner defence forces, or deserting soldiers (bandit soldiers). The chs..tmct;on
between the various groups was ofien unclear and individuals often fhlfted !ae—
tween the different groups, though those groups which }-m.d come into bc?msgl
because of ethnic tension largely consisted of a single ethnicicy. Most organize
militia or armed bandic groups that had a community base als-o had st_nct rules
within and between their organizations and were in fact scrcn'al bandits as de-
fined by Hosspawm (1959). Many of the groups also exhibired a mercenary )
character, meaning they were often hired by rich people, communities or e;:]en
by official institutions. They therefore had little objection “'rhen the Chl.nesc a‘;
tionalists, as well as Communists, Russians and Japanese in Manchuria move :
to hire them. Whart the bandit leaders were concerned with was the Su-lzl:ial }c:
their gangs, and they would accepr the patronage of w}}ofnever provided ¢ lc
most resources. Their organizational and military-style training offered an cz(c; -
lent ready-made armed human resource for the Russians, the Japanese and the
Chinese alike.

Hiring anp WooING BaNDITS

Japarr's involvement with the bandits of Manchuria began at the turn of che 29th
century when Manchuria became the site of a political clash between Russian
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and Japanese interests, especially around the Russo-Japanese War of 1904/05.
Both the Russians as well as the Japanese were keen to utilize the local bandits
in Manchuria for their interests. The Japanese hired the bandits to engineer
plots behind the Russian front, WaTaNABE (1964) called this kind of bandit
boryaku bazoky (plot bandits). He also called those Japanese who were involved
in recruiting Manchurian bandits goys bazoku (government sponsored bandits).
Despite the Japanese army’s involvement in recruiting bandits in Manchuria, its
link with the bandits was never acknowledged,
The Japanese army apparently had imicated the Russians who were fiest to
utilize the bandits in Manchuria. The Russian forces had occupied Manchuria
after the Boxer Rebellion of 1900 and they remained long after they were sup-
posed to withdraw, on the grounds that their presence was needed to stabilize
the region. To consolidate their presence, the Russians developed a working
relationship with some bandit gangs, providing them with funds and military
training and using them to creare disorder.? The Japanese were very much aware
of this Russian strategy. Many reports were published in the Japanese press about
the relations between the Russians and the bandits. In late 1903, at the stare of
the Russo-Japanese War, for example, the Yominri Shinbun repdi'-ted that the
Russtans had gathered abour 200 bandits in Liaoyang and had trained them in
accordance with Russia’s milicary discipline (Yomiuri Shinbun, 29 Noy 1903
2). Other reports described how the Russians secretly guided these bandits on
their raids, instructing them to create incidents which could justify the Russian
military presence in Manchuria (Yominri Shinbun, 2 Dec 1903: 2). The bandits
around the Fengtian area were said to have become featless since the Russians
had asked for their assistance, and their numbers had increased to such an ex-
tent that the Liaoyang region appeared like an army base (Yomiuri Shinbun, 23
March 1904: 2; 27 March 1904: 2). ‘Though these Japanese news reports were
critical of the Russian recruitment of bandits, the Japanese army understood the
importance of the Russian idea of working with the bandits and had initiated
its own recruitment program. By 1905, the Japanese army had recruited several

# The main sources for this account of the Russian acrivities are arricles in Japanese
newspapers such as Yorminri Shinbun. It is possible that these stories were false and were in-
serted into the Japanese press in order to strengthen public support for a war against Russia,
In general, however, the techniques of “black propaganda” had not been welt developed by
this time, and the stories provide a level of derail which s

ggests thar the newspapers were
endeavoring to be accurate.
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battalions of bandits and distributed them in Ttrattiegica:)ly impaortant places be-

i ian front where they staged regular disturbances. N
hmd’It}l:e:e ::;izgof wooing the banitgs relied especiall).( on the so-called'm;riu
ronin (continental adventurers) and on Japanese intelligence agents. I{-afxg e
ronin was especially convenient, partly because many of thcsc- had be-‘en :;m(g: ﬁn
the continent and, unlike ordinary military men, were acquainted with he L-F
nese language and culture. The rénin moreover commonly harb.ored aljrfzzn od
creating a new world. These people had experienced the far—reachmg- po. lt; an
social changes in Japan from the late 19th century when a gencratl:); ohyzudr;g
people was able to create a new political system in Japan, and thusﬁd ey ha N it:
strong inclination to believe in their abiliry to succeed and felt confident in the

tacular careers. .
dreall\r:f[sazf:g:in were atcracted by what chey saw as the romarice of bagd:try as
expressed in the term bazoku, which was the Japanese term for horse-borne o;
mounted bandits. In the early 20th century, bazoks held an aura of n‘lystery an
masculinity in Japan. Waranase Ryiisaku (1981: 22~‘23) d:sFmgulshed these
mounted bandits from other types of bandits. According 1o hlm,. bazoku were
more like Robin Hood — social bandits who protecied the wea.k in the s'ocn;ty
and attacked the rich — while other kinds of bandits simply carried out r:ndsal(l)r
their own benefit. Bazobu did not raid their immediate area because they usu ly
originated from the village self-defence system and they thferefore had tz gain
the trust of the local people, while the other types of bandits would raid any-
where. These Robin Hood-type bandits inspired many young Japanese E? go t}tlo

Manchuria to fulfil their romantic dreams. There were many nl'eports clunn{gcl e

early 20th century of young men from the ]apan.esta countryside wh}t: wou : 20

to the larger towns to steal money to support their journey to Manc uria ;vb ere

they aspired to become a bazoku, or mounted band1‘t‘. The pop'ulant{,o hz}n};

ditry was also reflected in a song called bazoku no usa (“The bandit songG) w4:7c) .

became 2 hit from the second decade of the 20th century (Kutsuxt 1968: 47):

I am going and you, too, should come wich me.
I have grown tired of fiving in Japan so small.
"There lies China on the other side of the Sea.
I China four billion people are wairing all...

[...] I left my home with skin like jade.
Now it is full of scars from swords and spear.
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I smile to think of the things thar made
me a real man behind my beard.

In the morning wind I bear tmy sword,

from the Long White Mountain down [ stare;
the great North Manchurian plain lies so broad,
my humble house stands madestly there.

Ten odd years ago I left my home,

Now men in their thousands follow me;
a great mounted bandit I have become
under the blue Manchurian sky.

Today it is Kirin that lies before us.

Our horses quier in the morning hours,

wake nor the spirits of the trees, no dawn chorus,
Tomorrow Fengtian shall be ours,

:ppflrently this song had been sung in Japan in the early years of the 1910s
but it was b?nned by the government as a song which might hurt the relations
e;\veen China and Japan. Nevertheless, it became popular again in the 19205
and many youn le identi i i i
dcscribcd).r young people identified with the romantic dream which the song
This kind of romanticism was often combined with fanatic idealism and

a str ionali
ong Japanese nationalism. Thus, amongst the adventurers who joined the

bandits i i
n Manchuria were many members of ultranationalist groups such as

the gf’njrﬁsba. Romanticism and nationalism creared a number of real Japan
bandit leaders of different fuzoky organizations in Manchuria, Most oil'? thcse
were Manshi ronin, such as Henmi Iszhike (Jiang Lunbae), USLllkj Ekizo (T::j
Gui), Dare Junnosuke (Zhang Yuancong), or Kohinata Hakurd {Shan Xudong)
(WAT;:&NABE 1981: 22-23). They lived as bandits and all had Chineie name,
The size of their bandic gangs ranged from 200 to 3,000 individuals (Tsuzy ;
1972: 35). Being adventurers on the Continent or in Manchuria, the claichi
to know the local customs beter than any other Japanese and to l:;e W(Trkin ;
the friendship of Japan and China — if not for the good of the locals Bul:t?hor
oftc1.1 did not see the contradiction between their idealistic romantic -notio e)f(
helping the locals and their service to the Japanese military (Waranase 1981; ;9‘)’
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They acted like local bandits, but worked for the Japanese army. Their idealistic
romanticism was always driven by practical nationalism and Japanese imperial-
ism. They were the gayé bazoku (government sponsored bandits).

In developing theie policy towards the bandics in Manchuria, the Japanese
army divided the region into three zones at the time of the Russo-Japanese
War in 1904/05. The first zone, in the eastern part of Manchuria, belonged to
the Japanese First Army which was responsible for fighting Russia. The eastern
group’s activities included bringing bandits over to the Japanese army'’s side and
using them to conduct guerrilla operations behind the Russian lines against
both Russian regular troops and bandits allied with Russia. They were able to
ally wich Peng Linge, a famous bandit head in Manchuria, and established the
Liuhehui (Six Union Society) in Liaoyang to undertake anti-Russian activities
such as cutcing their telegraph lines. ‘This gang had about 800 members A
Japanese report gloated at this development: “Russia sought to urilize the ban-
dirs who now turn around and malke trouble for them. They are being bitten by
their own dogs” (Yominri Shinbun, 9 March 1904: 5).

‘This eastern group was created during 1904 and was known as the Man-
zhou Yijun (or Manshi Gigun in Japanese, “volunteer army of Manchuria®).
It was led by Major Hanada Nakanosuke, who seems to have recruited them
primarily by dealing with the local gentries who had used the bandits to uphold
their local interests. Amongst the Japanese leaders of the group were many who
were related to the genyisha. They were so successful chat they were even able to
win over one of the bandit gangs that had been under Russian instruction and
was led by Zhang Xilan (Tsuzukr 1991: 2627, 35). This eastern group also
included Mongol units. -

The second zone covered Inner Mongolia and was led by Major Ido Kawaratsu.
Unfortunately, liccle is known about its activities, but it probably aimed to win
support amongst the Mongol gangs.*

3 Rokugokai [Six Union Seciecyl, Yomiuri Shinbun, 19 March 1904 (morning edition}:
4, He and his group of about ene thousand men, who were based around the Liaoyang area
where they conducted regular raids, had become a problem for the government, pofice and
army (Yomiuri Shinbun, 20 Jan 1903, morning edition, p. 3).

& A so-called Special Activity Group (toknbetsu kadshan) was also set up in Peking in
secret and aimed at harrassing the Russian west wing from Inner Mongolia and hatching
plots along the Dongging railway line. It was {larer?] integrated into the so-called Manshii
chiigigun (Manchuria Loyal Righteous Army) ac which time it boasted 71 leaders and con-
sisted of five groups of 500 to 1,000 bandits (Waranase 1964: 34-35).
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The third zone covered the south-western part of Manchuria and was called
Dongya Yiyongjun (Téa Giyagun, “East Asian volunteer army”). This group
operated specially around Jinzhou and had che task of attacking or disrupting
the right flank of the Russian army. They were able to win over or hire two big
groups of bandits of several hundred men. The Japanese promised the bandits
a monthly salary according to their rank: six yuan for a common soldier, twelve
yuan for low-grade officers, twenty-five yuan for a major and so forth. To mobi-
lize their fighting spirit, the Japanese also introduced an award system according
to the bandits’ coneribution to the battle irself The bandits were trained in army
discipline, but when they had to participate in bartle in July 1904, the encoun-
ter resulted in their defear because they were not trained sufficienty for modern
battle and military discipline, The group was soon dissolved with the permission
of the Japanese army (Tsvzuk 1991: 41 » 60). Later, however, the name of this
group was assumed by another group of bandits under the leadership of Henmi
Isahiko (Jiang Lunba), who had Played 2 major role in the former group. He
was asked by Japanese army intelligence to recruit other bandit groups. The idea
of the Japanese army was that even if the bandits were not useful in real battle,
it was better to control them than to leave them to the Russiaris. The group
subsequently continued their activities by destroying railways and cutting off
supply lines.

After the Russo-Japanese War, most of the Japanese bandit leaders of the
bandit gangs remained in their groups. Some of them became acrive again af-
ter the fall of the Manchu Qing dynasty and supported the so-called Man-Mg
(Manchuria and Mongolia) independence movements in 1912 and 1916. Dur-
ing Japan's Siberian intervention, the Japanese army in both Manchuria and Si-
beria sought again to utilize bandits in both regions and the Japanese interest in
the bandits remained focused on their potential as political and military allies.

The Japanese invasion of Manchuria, however, brought these Japanese ban-
dit leaders another exciting opportunity to demonstrate both their ability and
their loyalty as Japanese imperial subjects. In the creation and maintenance of
Manchukuo, which was set up by the Japanese Kwantung Army in 1932, the

Japanese bandit leaders and their Manchurian bandirs were asked to participate.
When the Japanese Ksvantung Army invited Pu Yi to become the head of the
new state that they had been planning in Manchuria, Pu Yi initially did not
agree and remained in Tianjin, The Japanese army intelligence subsequently
orchestrated conspiracies and plots around Tianjin ro destabilize Pu Y7’ life, The
Chinese authorities were very alert to Pu Yi's movements, forcing the Japanese
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intelligence in Tianjin to find a way to distract the Chinese attentili)n lfnzlrrl; Pu; rX:C
A plan was soon devised: they asked Matsumoto Kamenesuke, who ha fc e
leader of one of the bandit groups which was based c.}ose to- Innc?r I\flongo tli nd
the Northern Chinese border, to carry out raids and 1.ncursmns in the no;; \ii s
of Tianjin in the winter of 1931 to divert the ateention of the l;cal. aqutV .odl:t lfe
and the police from the Japanese plan to smuggle PuYi to Manchuria, ::arricd
help of the Japanese army’s financial and weapons support, Ma[t:s;‘mo.t.o oned
our the raids as promised and Pu Yi wa; defily smuggled out of Tianjin a
i TANABE 1964: 119--121). '
Man\?él;;;a;dfichukuo was created in 1932, the ]apancse‘l:_vandit leadcr; gat;ed
a greater stature than ever before because they were meobilized tl(: wo? 11:m. i;s;
including anti-Manchukuo and anti-Japanese groups, to make t emdo Ehw he
new state. The Japanese bandit leaders and cheir gangs v.vork:ed un ;r. e o
structions of the Japanese army. Some of the gangs were incorporate 1nr§ the
official Manchukuo army system, but some did not want to be part o
system because they wanted instead to be parc of the Japanese Kwantm:ig. ;r:;);
and be recognized as Japanese officers. The ]a?anese army, howf'gver, 1'[lin
recognize them as official officers because they did not have any o cc‘l:-1 trai Thgls
Some of them thus bestowed on themselves titles such as Commandant. o
type of free-spirited behavior was left untouched s long as the Japanese :& e);
needed them and as long as it did not compete with or harm the Ermy.h ¥
the outbrealk of the Second Sino-Japanese War in 1937, hc.)we'?'er, when the oe_
Kwantung Army officers who engaged with the Manchurlan mva;;on l:wv(e:z:i ;a
placed by new ones, and more and more new armies were sent t(; - 2(())1;_ o N
the so-called goyd bazoku lost their momentum (WaranNABE 1986: .

BanDITs AS A PoLrmical Barcamnine Caip

The prevalence of banditry in Manchuria was one of. th.e main pr;textlsggrles:%r;
ed by the Japanese army for its invasion of Manchun.a in Septem.derb : ;ecu‘
Japanese claimed that the Chinese authorities ha'd Fa‘zled to provide flc o
rity and order in Manchutia and implied that this fa.llL.er took a\l\)ra)r. ec:r ri ent
to rule the region. The Japanese Delegation’s report v»:hmh was submitte ;(;ar ¢
League of Narions after the invasion repeatedly ment';oncd the presccl:nce o gc
numbers of bandits in Manchuria and the danger which tiney cause to({apanes j
lives and property there. Alleging a need for “se!f—‘defence _ and the nee t(_)1 iup

press these bandits, Japan claimed to be justified in resorting ro drastic military
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measures (Koo 1932: 5). Bandirry in Manchuria thus provided the basis for the
Japanese claim of bringing peace and order to the region.

This Japanese claim was plausible for two reasons: First, as more and more
Japanese began to settle and conduct business in Manchuria after the Russo-Jap-
anese War, Japanese civilians increasingly became the targets of bandit atracks.
Under these circumstances, Japanese officials in Manchuria became seriously
interested in the suppression of Manchuria's bandits. Before the Manchurian
incident of 1931, the Japanese relied mostly on Chinese troops and police to
suppress the bandits. The Japanese became the target of the bandits in the Arst
instance because they had money and secondly because they were also a part of
the enemy nation who had defeared the Chinese empire in war three decades
earlier. Many Japanese businessmen were taken hostage in exchange for money
and goods while others were killed (Kurujma 1932). In general the hostages
were treated well as long as the ransom was paid; if payment was delayed, then
the bandits would increase the pressure by sending family members the severed
ears, nose or other body parts of the hostages. ‘The growing network of railways
under Japanese control also became an important target for bandit raids. Nor
was the Japanese consulare able to escape the bandit raids, one such'example be-
ing the raid on Jiandao on 28ch June 1922. In this raid, more than 300 bandits
not only made a wide range of raids on local civilian households, but they also
took over the post office and the Japanese consulare. They scized all the weapons
and munitions of the Japanese consulate (over a hundred pistols and guns and
about 10,000 rounds of ammunition) (Yomiuri Shinbun, 30 June 1922: 3).

The second factor which made the Japanese claim powerful was that the
Chinese Nationalists also identified banditry as one of the important problems
facing society in Manchuria and elsewhere in China and saw the imporeance of
establishing peace “before the Government of the Republic of China can make
any real progress with its program of national reconstruction.” They were, how-
ever, to give a very different explanation for the problem from that provided by
the Japanese: “There are two factors which make for unrest — the attitude and
actions of Japan, and the activities in many parts of the country of large groups
of atmed men, some of whom are Communists, some bandits pure and simple,
and others a mixture of both elements” (T’anG 1934: 1), Obviously, the Chi-
nese Nationalists were accusing the Japanese and the Communists for the unrest
in the country.

These nationalist claims were also reasonable. The Japanese in fact con-
tinued to work with Manchurian bandits to achieve their political and mili-
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tary ends. Apart from hiring bandits to cause unrest around the Tianjin ?reg
to create political uncertainty as mentioned above, the Japanese also re?rultc
more bandits in Manchuria to form a military force that w?uld help their army
maintain peace in Manchuria. Thus, soon after their im:?smn of M:mchumallfl
1931, the Japanese Kwantung army created a so-called .Northeas.te.rn Pco;;:s
Self-defence Army” (Tohoku Minshii Jieigun) by gachering and hiring bandits
in Manchuria to fight against the Chinese national army and other groups op-
posed to the Japanese occupation (THE NORTH-EASTERN AFFAIRS RESEARC%I
InsTrTuTE 1932). In October 1931, the Kwantung arm?/ Sf:nt three of their
agents, Kuraoka Shigetard, Matsumoto Tokumatsu and Mlchlfn()to Gefmos_uke
with ten thousand Japanese yen to Mukden to hire the services of Lm‘ Ying-
Ching, Lir’s task, in view of the money he received, was to recruit l:.)andms and
vagabonds, and organize them into a planned self—dcfenc‘:e. army. This arn?ydw;\s
armed by the Japanese military, and arms and ammunition were supphﬁ hy
the Japanese, Lin was appointed as Commander-in—Chlef.of the army whi ‘?;h lc
three Japanese individuals mentioned above were all appom.ted as advmcl)rs. i is
army was set up to attack Jinzhou, which was still under Chinese control, an :F
drive out the Provincial government which was provisiona.lly‘stanoned there d—
ter the Japanese occupation of Mukden. 'The army attacked ]{n,zhou as plianne )
but was defeated by the Chinese troops. After the defeat of Lin's army, the Japa-
nese usilized Zhang Xuecheng to attack Jinzhou, but before the atack could be
carried out, Zhang was captured by Chinese troops (Koo 1932: 18-19). .
The Chinese assessor of the League of Nations, Wellingron K?o, submicred
a memorandum on banditry and criticized the double game which Japan was

playing with the bandits.

In the many statements which the Japanese Delegation has submitred dur:)ng
the meetings of the League of Nations since the outbreak on September
18th, 1932, frequent reference was made to the presence of large num-
bers of bandits in the Three Eastern Provinces [Manchuria] an.d the danger
which they caused to Japanese lives and property there. Allegmglthe need
of ‘self-defence’ and of the suppression of these bandits, ]apa:} c':lalms to be
justified in resorting to drastic military measures. [...] While it is not for us
at present cither to affirm or to deny the existence of CiV.ll watfare or of the
prevalence of banditry in the Three Eastern Provinces, it 15. necessary that v\;e
inquire into the circumstance under which these two evils have been able
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to develop and the intimate relari i i
PR AiA ate relations which they have wich Japan herself,

lI)-Ins contmue.d t0 explain that the Japanese contributed to the Chinese civil war
etween various warlords and Zhang Zuolin, According to him,
;f:iljl l:;n:}:z[ J\;r;)th arms ;ﬁadsammhunition which were either smuggled in or
anese. The South Manchuri i
the ]ap_anese and the Kwantung-leased Territorym:);iﬁ: zygz;;l; ;:::?HE"I iy
smugg'lmg.. The number of bandit raids in the South Manchurian Rstilwoatr ?ms
\Izas mu‘e in 1906, burt chis figure had increased to 368 by 1928, Wclli)rrl ‘t):::
0o pm_nted out that the increase in the number of bandit raids was “i djg
proportion to the increase of Japanese power” in che South Manchuri . Illr e"I:t
?vay .zone {Koo 1932: 17). The accuracy of the number is diffcult ro ran ;1 i
Juc:?gmg from the increase in the number of bandits in the 19205 i enersl e
ratio might not be too exaggerared. P genersh he
Both the Japanese and the Chinese Nationalists had
reasons to condemn the other for the increase in
In the name of peace,

the bandits

their own plausible
b for bandit activity in Manchuria.
en € alm of these accusations was of coursé to deny th
z)l:htle)rs rc';.ghtsfover Manchwiia and 1o justify their own instead The qucsriznro(;

¢ bandits of Manchutia literally became a baroaini ip in

b gaining chip in the international

pelitical power struggle, The bargaini Jopt

. ] gaining ended abruptly, however, with X
withdrawal from the League of Nations in 1933, after which the e o
became the sole controller of Manchuria and all ics bandits. Ma
and new bandits and creating or maintaining peace in Manchuri
be a costly nightmare for the Japanese army.

Japanese army
naging thé old
a turned out to

Tue B
ANDITS AND Law AND ORrpER: SurpressToN OR ENTICEMENT?

The Japan i
J Nf pChestz management of the bandits and its maintenance of law and order
an i
‘ uzia after the foundation of the new Manchukue state followed two
major paths: the paths of enticement and s
bandits was necessary because neither the n.
have sufficient human,

uppression. Enticement or wooing
. he new state nor the Japanese army did
o e ciene b material and military resources to suppress the bandits

ort term. Another reason for choosing the non-violent path

as |:h p ’
W ¢ attempt to I'CHCCC thf ‘beﬂEVoleﬂt I'llle Of th new state and o SIIOW
ar l i
t]]. he apa.nese were thErC to bflﬂg PCaCC and Ofdel' to thC ngiOn not o
(&) ress 0[) — ar IS even i d O W Q Y €
pp pe [ d fh n 1n udcd udﬂ S, as l ﬂg as thE CaAseC helr
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bandit activities and supported the new regime. Moreover, the Japanese were
competing with the anti-Japanese guerrilla groups who were also recruiting ban-
dits to their own causes (Kixucrr 1934: 3). It was important, therefore, to draw
the bandits to the Japanese-Manchukuo side. At the same time, suppression was
practiced against those who did not want to join the new stare and especially if
they joined anti-Japanese and anti-Manchukuo guerrilla movements. Bandits
were seen as, the cause of the relentless social disturbances which endangered
people’s lives and led to poverty. The Japanese ideology surrounding the found-
ing of Manchukuo in 1932 was to bring benevolent rule to a region which bad
been controlled by bandits. Quelling bandits was considered to be the most
important contribution which could be made to the social and political security
of Manchuria.
"The enticement process often first involved the mediation of private and
semi-official channels, such as the Japanese bandir leaders, ‘other adventurers
(Mansha ronin), civilians, religious organizations and army officials. These pri-
vate ot semi-official individuals and organizations would urge the bandit leaders
to “wash their hands” as bandits and return to farming, or to join the new state
insticutions, such as the new Manchukuo army. As a result of the state’s subju-
gation measures and because of a lack of ammunition and other resources, the
bandit leaders would often accept the state’s offer of official rank and lands and
submit themselves and their followers to the state {Naxajma 1976: 139). There
was also often a process of negotiation berween the gang leaders and the Japa-
nese or Manchukuo authorities before any final submission. This negertiation
was about what the government would offer in the evenc that the bandits gave
up their “profession.” The result would invariably be that the gangs would give -
up their criminal activities in exchange for amnesty, access to official positions
{such as police posts), and grants of agricultural land.?

In other cases, the negotiations took place between bandits and religious
groups who sought to convince them of the error of their ways and win them
back to the path of righteousness. This path of righteousness, it should be noted,
was often paved with offers of material goods and employment. Nonecheless,
there were limits to the extent to which the Japanese were willing to rehabilitate
the bandits. If they were involved in anti-Japanese movements, they were not

5When Manchukuo was founded in March 1932, bandits in many parts of Manchukuo
were given officlal titles and the responsibility for maintaining order in their respective regions.
They included a number of rénin such 2s Zhang Congyuan (Date Junnosuke), who was given
the title “Commander of the Andong region command” (WATANABE 1986: 205-206).
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allowed to submit, and cheir leaders would be summarily executed. Some of the
bandit leaders received offcial military ranks, but as soon as there was certain
order in the new stare, they were asked to retire because most of the bandits were
illiterates. Bven the Japanese bandit leaders, the £oy6 bazokn, were unable to
establish 2 career in the formal military (Waranarge 1986 206-208). This was
a big disappointment for these young people who sought to or belicved it their
right to forpe a career in banditry as they had in the old Manchurian order.
Not all of che rehabilitations were successful in the long term, however. Ac-
cording to a Japanese survey, about 42% of some 3,541 bandits wha had joined
the new Manchukuo army and defence force returned to their ojd “profession”
of banditry between 1932 and 1934. Between October 1935 and March 1936,
a total of 1,901 bandits were enticed over to the Japanese side and most of
these were subsequently curned into farmers (RansEixar 1970: 496). In 1935,
a number of police officers who had formerly been bandits resumed their old
“profession,” presumably dissatisfied wich the conditions on the government
side (Manshit Nichinichi Shinbun, 15 Aug 1935: 2). The main reasons for this
recidivism included insufficienc wages, difficulties with their livelihoods, harsh
working conditions, or a discrepancy between the agreed conditions befare the
enticement and afterwards. There was also dissatisfaction with the act of disar-
mament itself since the bandits were disarmed as soon as they agreed to join the
new state order. Only in a few special cases were the bandits allowed to join the
Manchukuo armed forces or police with their arms, One more reason for dis-
satisfaction on the side of the enticed bandits who joined the Manchukuo army
was that only the top bandit leaders received official officer positions such as
captain or brigade commander, All the others would become common soldiers,
even though they may have had some sort of tide in their bandit gang, The ban-
dit leaders who accepred ranks such as captain or brigade commander also often
found that this title was just a name. They did not have any real power in the of-
ficial army system and moreover found that their followers were often scattered

amongst other brigades or camps. This brought dissatisfacrion amongst them
and caused them to return to their old “profes

sion.” Apart from these condi-
tions and the dissacisfaction that they engendered, there was also the influence

of the anti-Japanese and anti-Manchukuo groups, including the Chinese com-
munists and nationalists. About 57% of the recidivists between 1932 and 1934
were reported to have been persuaded by external co-option (WaraNABE 1981:
138-139) and some 210 rebellions involving 12,554 individuals also occurred
between 1932 and 1937 (RawsEerxar 1970; 214-216, 496).
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Some people remained in the army or police forc.e ne matter.wll:at pbosmo::
was offered to them because they had difficulties ﬁndmg‘ a.not}.ner fjo or ?ZZZ :
they were tired of the bandit life, and their current.po.smon.m E:ECF aﬁ’mvslitions
kind of stability. But even those who chose to rcn:.un in their ¢ dc;. p;s pions
always harbored sympathy and support for their “colleagues azl Tien to. o
example, the bandits who agreed to join the lfam:h;k]::goif[:f; toa;:}rlng;r 0 ene

inst other, bandits were sometimes reported as offeri
Z%ilthst:rs by supplying them with n‘;lunitions aréd l:;lull.czll::ssi ;zildg :gsr:;e:: I:z:

e advisors or leaders in the groups. Both si :
:rc:dJ iil:;lle:t a certain time and place. The “real” bandif‘s woulfl iudz an aniz::}
amount of money in an agreed place and retrear. The “tamed ;;1 1rsi rear
while, who were supposed to drive their opponents away, woul lr;gla‘cgg)
secreted money with munitions and retreat themselves (WATA;;QABE h. mo.s t
Parallel to this enticement and wooing process, suppression \&;15 the most
important means of managing and controlling b:imdlts .fltr;l fa;/t{,a ?::}el ullffoo;) Olipc)c
ressing bandits turned out to be the primary dury of the
znd arriy throughout the short thtcn;ly of Manch;[;u;iil;ﬁ;r:g:- ?lfep;;)frlz
ese referred to as bandits increased dr. !
:al‘lttiji ;};i\{[il::a:llmkuo in 1932. It was reported thar at the. time of ,;h; io(;longg:]g
of Manchukuo in March 1932 the total number c.)f bandits cxcceo cz) - Ul’\,{YB
By September of the same year the number had increased to 210, O
1939: 669). The increase in numbers was caused by avery s:onghaltlgl—hpanesc
nacionalist feeling which was experienced all over China. -Alt- ough the Eerﬂ“a
casily defeated the Chinese regular army, they faced continuing serious ig il
resistance throughout Manchukuo. The Lapazesz: alsg calblaeld1 ;ﬁ:;e Ia;tt;caga nese
i-Manchukuo resistance groups hizoku (robber . c |
?Ei :trrlf)lng resistance, the primary campaign. of the Mz.mchukuo ?th?l::les and
the Japanese army was to create and maintain dorncs‘nc peace an hor . -
‘The resistance also prompted a change in ternjuno[ogy on the part o e
Japanese. While previously the term bazokx with its somewhat ror:;nnce and
noble connotations had been the general term, tl'lc ]apane‘se now d?rt)gm ©
khizoku, a purely negative term. The term bazekn virtually dls'a.ppc;:l(rir:l T m e
mass media and official reports. Hizoks, in fact, was already wi E{ ;133l in
China (as feizei), where it was a common term c'rf abuse bemccnfpo g:o eafh
ponents. The Chinese Nationalists and Commurflsts Frequcnt.ly re :Ir,re o cach
other as bandits or “fé” to undermine the legitimacy of their riv s.c( El ‘.
rule China. The Chinese government routinely used the term jizofei (fighting
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the bandits) or miefei (exterminating the bandits) to describe its campaigns to
suppress rebels, warlords and rival political and ideological factions (BiLLINGS-
LEY 1988: 10-11).

Labelling political opponents as bandits was 2 means of criminalizing them,
of denying the possibility thar they might represent a legitimate political point
of view. It seems, then, thar the Japanese use of the term hizoku was a direct
adaptation of the Chinese practice. Interestingly, the constant use of Aizob to
refer 10 political opponents had the effect of changing the meaning of the word.
Whereas it originally had purely negative connotations, during the 1930s it
came to denote those who took up bandit activities or resistance movements for
political reasons. Although this change did not make the term o positive one,
it nonetheless tended to identify a category of political bandits whose activities
shaded into partisan warfare. The change in terminology made no difference to
the policy of the Manchukuo authorites towards the bandits, however, They
continued to use the old methods: wooing bandits where possible to reduce the
human costs of military action, bur fighting them with military force when a
quick return to public order was needed or when they identified certain groups
cleatly as an active anti-Japanese or anti-Manchukuo resistance group. Since
there were so many resistance organizations and militia groups in the early years
of the new state, the authorities carried out bandit suppression campaigns in

several waves and concentrated their military and police forces to destroy the
“bandits.”

According to Japanese statistics, the Manchukuo and Japanese Kwantung
armies carried out 7,329 separate military campaigns against the so-called ban-
dit insurgencies between November 1934 and March 1940, involving a total
of 631,366 men, These campaigns gave rise to about 24,671 “bandit” deaths,
13,369 injuries and 3,355 captives (RaNSEIRAI 1970: 426),

To bolster the military campaigns, a civil defence system was set up. 'The
idea was to segregate the “bandits” from the common masses and abolish their
bases in order to make the military campaigns easier. Two main methods were
used to segregate the “bandits” from other types of common criminals, The first
was to introduce the baojiz (hoka in Japanese) system. At the end of 1933, the
Manchukue government introduced the basjia system in all its provinces except
the Mongol regions, Bajia was an old Chinese control system that had been
used for several centuries across Chinese history in many different forms up to
the end of the Qing Dynasty. In Manchukuo, the bagjia system was a house-
hold-based neighborhood watch and security system. Under this system, about
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ten households formed a unit (pa#) which was held responsible for repor.tinf1 o
the authorities any sﬁspcctcd bandit, any person having[ (ciii';tldly “'rc;a.plons c;n t ;:;
i i blic nuisance. Should the pai fail to dow
possession, or anyonc creating a pu france, Should fnepat fl fo <0 vhet
it should, its members were reprimanded collectively. :
;:osia?ilrig the bandits and reducing both their number and the rate of crime we:rlei
collective sertlements (shidan buraks). Collective settlement meant thac smah
i into bigger settlements to protect eac
1 ts were combined or moved into big
Ziizein;z[;n outside intruders. By 1937, more than 10,000 such scttlerznlc)nyts:;ere
i i 5 million (Serfie Geppé 1938: 21).7 "These
created with a population of about 5, fi } hese
i - ined communities: they usually con:
collective settlements were self-containe wlly consisie
household had a fixed amount of lan .
£50-100 households, and each
E)the community would work the land rogether and share theflarvest. Every 25
households or so formed one communication unit, The !moj;:a: system wasb aPl—
lied to these secclements as well. The ideal sertlement was SI:IPPOSEd Fo be ;]u; t
?n a walled fortress-like compound whose walls were approximately elggt ; I;z 1
(three chaku equals one meter} high and three chaku thick and)surroun ed by a
i i 1970: 301).
baku deep ditch outside the wall (RansEikar :
T;hre(':l"faciiti(:msl.ll},( most of the bandit bands had a hideout orar)asi wi':.re th;y
, ndits who
d over the winter season, but there were also ba he
gathered or retreate : e also banclis e
d not have fixed bases. Becau
were constantly on the move and di > . e it
i i icies of basjiz and collective sertlements,
ampaigns and the exclusive policies o ; i
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average size was less than 30 bandits per group. That means the battles shifted
to smaller, guerrilla-style warfare.

CoNcLusion

The bandits of Manchuria played a dual role in the Japanese strategy in cthe
region during the fiest half of the 20¢h century. Inirially, the powerful bandit
gangs appeared to the Japanese to be ideal political and military partners, both
because of their apparent relationship with the people and also because of their
military and organizational skills, The bandits also appealed to the Japanese ro-
manticism of the swashbuckling life and noble character of the bandit brother-
hood. The Japanese in turn were attracive partners for the bandits because they
seemed to offer both practical support and political legitimacy which could lift
the bandits up to the status of tespectable political players. This sense of part-
nership gradually eroded over time. Each side soon realized that the other was
profoundiy opportunistic. The Japanese and the bandits would both make and
break short-term arrangements without any thought to the value of long-term
alliances. The instability of relations berween the Japanese and the bandits con-
trasted with the generally powerful and enduring ties of loyalty thac prevailed
within the bandit gangs. The most setious cause of this rupture was the fact thar
the growing Japanese economic and political interests in the area came to be
threatened by the bandits and by Japan's realization that supptessing banditry
would give it a powerful political claim to hegemony in Manchuria. ‘

e Japanese hegemony in the region became 2 reality when Manchukuo
was founded by the Japanese army in 1932, under the pretext of bringing peace
and order to the region. The Japanese army now had no choice bur to deal with
both the old and new bandits. If they had ar one time been able to choose the
bandits with whom they wished to collaborare and view the rest as the problem
of the Chinese government, now they were forced not only to manage the “good
bandits” but also to solve the problem of the “bad bandits.” These new and “bad
bandits” now became political bandits (hizoku) who had to be re-doctrinated if
not suppressed. Reducing banditry and crime was the prime afm of the Japancse
and Manchukuo authorities in their attempt to demonstrate their “benevolent”
and “just” rule to the people in Manchuria and to the world, Their suategy in
this endeavor was to use enticement and suppression. Both of these strategies
were meant to promote the idea of the “benevolent” rule of the new Manchu-
kuo state and of the Japanese empire at large.
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when the Japanese power disappeared in 1945.
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TOSAKA JUNS KRITIK AM BURGERLICH-DEMOKRATISCHEN
LIBERALISMUS UND NIPPONISTISCHEN FASCHISMUS IN JAPAN

Fabian ScHAFER

Bis auf wenige Ausnahmen wurde der marxistische Philosoph und Kritiker To-
szka Jun {1900-1945) in der westlichsprachigen Japanwissenschaft nahezu voll-
stindig vernachlissige.' Dafiir isc zum einen sicherlich sein frither Tod verant-
wortlich — der regimekritische Intellektuelle verstarb nur wenige Tage vor der
japanischen Kapitulation im Gefingnis von Nagano aufgrund der schlechten
Haftbedingungen an ciner Nierenentziindung —, zum anderen wohl aber auch
die stark ideologisierte Instrumentalisierung dieses Vertreters der so genann-
ten Kydro-Schule und Nicht-Konvertiten in der unmittelbaren Nachkriegszeit
durch marxistische Intellektuelle in Japan.2 Ersc im Zuge der Rezeption. der
Cultural Studies in Japan in den 1990er Jahren wurde den zeit- und medienkri-
tischen Analysen des marxistischen Philosophen als einem der wichtigsten Ver-
treter einer japanischen Tradition kritischer Denkansitze wieder ein vermehrtes
Interesse zuteil. Dies geschah vor allem vor dem Hintergrund, die stark eurozen-
trischen Cultural Studies durch die Einbeziehung der eigenen kritischen Denk-
tradition einer Rekontexrualisierung im japanischen Rahmen zu unterzichen.® -
Dieses ,Neulesen® marginalisierter japanischer Intellekrueller und Wissens-
formen und die daraus notwendig folgende ,Neuschreibung® der japanischen
Ideengeschichte in der westlichsprachigen Japanwissenschaft ist auch wichtiger
Bestandreil eines internationalen Forschungsprojekts mit dem Titel ,Rewriting
Japanese Modern and Contemporary Intellectual History®, das durch UJS-ame-

U Ausnahmen bilden vor allem HarooTuniaw 2000a und 2000b oder DicworTH, Vic-
LIELMO und Zavara 1998,

*Umfangreiche biografische Angaben zur Person Tosaka Juns finden sich bei Duworr,
VigLIELMO und Zavara 1998: 312-325.

3 7ur Reartikulation der Cuftural Studies und zur Konscruksion einer historischen
Formation® kritischen Denkens innerhalb der Culturaf Studies in Japan vgl. Scairer 2006:
229-232.
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Sigrun C. Caspary

1985-1992 Studium der Japanologie, Volkswirtschaftslehee und politischen Wis-
senschaften an der Rheinischen Friedrich-Wilhelms-Universitir Bonn {Magister
Atium). Von Oktober 1990 bis April 1992 studentische Hilfskraft am Japanolo-
gischen Seminar. In diesen Zeitraum fillt der intensivste Konrakt zum Jubilar, des-
sen Seminare zu bungo und kanbun sie absolvierte. Nach einem Jahr Lehrtitigkeit
im Fachbereich II/Japanologie der Universitit Trier verbrachte sie vier Jahre an der
Hitotsubashi-Universitit, Tokys. 1996 Promotion an der Universitic Bonn fiber die
japanische Luftfahrtindustrie. Seit September 1997 Wissenschaftliche Mitarbeite-
rin am Instirue fiir Kulturvergleichende Wirtschafisforschung (heute: Lehrstuhl fisr
Evolutionsikonomik und Institutionentheorie} der Universitit Wicten/ Herdecke,

Giinther Distelrath

Privatdozent und Wissenschaftlicher Mitarbeiter am Institut fiir Orient- und Asi-
enwissenschaften der Universitit Bonn (Abreilung fir Japanologie/Forschungsstelle
Modernes Japan). Forschung und Lehre auf den Gebieten Wirtschaft und Gesell-
schaft Japans, Wirtschafts- und Sozialgeschichte Japans, Geschichte der dkono-
mischen und sozialen Ideen in Japan. 1990 Magisrerabschluss an der Universitit
Bonn (Hauptfach Japanologic). Seit Oktober 1990 Wissenschaftlicher Mitarbeiter
in Bonn. Promotion 1995. Habilitation 2000. Wichtigstes Werk: Die Japanische
Produktionsweise— Zur wissenschafilichen Genese einer stereotypen Sicht dler japanischen
Wirischaft (Miinchen: Tudicium 1996). Zwischen 1985 und 1987 Besuch von Ver-
anstaltungen zu bunge, kanbun und japanischem Feudalismus beim Jubilar, wobei
insbesondere die Leltiire von Ishimoda Sha bis heute jhre Prigeleraft nicht einge-
biifdt hat.

Judith Frahlich

Lizentiatsstudium (MA) in Allgemeiner Geschichre, Japanologie und Kunstge-
schichte Ostasiens an der Universitit Ziirich mit Abschluss im Jahre 1999, Eine
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Anstellung im Rahmen eines schweizerischen Nationalfonds-Projekts (NFP) am
Historischen Seminar der Universitit Ziirich erméglichre die Entstehung ihrer
Doktorarbeit, die unter dem Titel Rulers, Peasants and the Use of the Written Word:
Ategawa no shi, 1004-1304 dieses Jahr (2007) bei Peter Lang erscheinen wird.
Zwischen 2005 und 2007 war Judith Fréhlich in der Japanabreilung des Museum
Rietbergs in Ziirich titig. Seit 2006 arbeitet sie an einem Habilitationsprojelct mit
dem Titel ,National Identity and the Perception of the West in Nineteenth-Cen-
tury Japan.” Detlev Taranczewski begegnete Judith Frshlich zum ersten Mal im
Mirz 1999 auf einer Tagung in Bonn, Auf die Frage, ob er sich als Historiker oder
Japanologe betrachte, antwortere Herr Taranczewski damals, er wolle sich weder
zum einen noch zum anderen bekennen miissen. Der erste Findruck sollte sich
spiter bestitigen. Detlev Taranczewski schwimmt gernc gegen den Strom und
wirke dennoch als ausgesprochen integrierende Persénlichkeir, Vor allem der jiin-
geren Generation gegeniiber ist er stets wohlwollend cingestelle. An dieser Seelle
dankr die Autorin dieses Beitrags Herrn Taranzcewski fiir die viclen Rarschlige,
keitischen Anmerkungen und wiederholt schénen Begegnungen.

Maren Godzik ]
Studium der Japanologie, Soziologie und Otientalischen Kunstgeschichre von
1991 bis 1999 an der Universicit Bonn. Detlev Taranczewskis Veranstaltungen
in bungo, kanbun und Sozialgeschichre des Mirtelalters waren ein elementarer
Besrandteil dieses Studiums. Durch ein Monbushé-Stipendium (und Untersriit-
zung des ,Reisebiiros Taranczewski“) verbrachte Maren Godzik ein Jahr an der
Universitit Kumamoto. Nach acht Monaten als Wissenschaftliche Hilfskraft am
Seminar fiir Ostasiatische Geschichte an der Universitir Erfurt forschte sie zwei
Jahre mit einem DAAD-Stipendium an der National University for Fine Arts
and Music (2000-2002). Von 2002 bis 2004 war sie Wissenschaftliche Mitar-
beiretin am Japanologischen Seminar der Universitit Bonn und promovierte
dort im Jahre 2005, wobsei ihr verschiedene Gespriche mir Detlev Taranczewski
auflerordentlich weiterhalfen. Seit 2006 ist Maren Godzik Wissenschafeliche
Mitarbeiterin am Deutschen Institut fiir Japanstudien in Tokya, wo sie sich mit
dem Thema Wohn- und Lebensformen im Alter beschiftig.

Rébert Horres

Geb. 1962, Studium der Japanologie, der Vergleichenden Religionswissenschaft
und der Volkswirtschaftslehre an der Universitit Bonn und der Waseda Univer-
sitdr, Tokyd. 1991-1993 Forschungsaufenthalt an der Keis Universitir, Tokyo
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mit cinem Stipendium des japanischen Kultusministeriums. 1995—1.9"95 Wis-
senschafilicher Mitarbeiter am Japanologischen Seminar der Universitdt Bonn;
1995 Dissertation zum Dr. phil. mit einer Arbeit zum japanischen Raumfahrt-
management. 1995-1996 Wissenschaftlicher Mitarbeiter am Df:utscl?cn In-
stitut fitr Japanstudien, Tokyd. 19961998 Wisscnschaﬁlichcr-Mltarbelte.r am
Japanologischen Seminar der Universitit Bonn; 1998-2004 WLSS.C'I:ISChadeC.hC:r
Mitarbeiter an der Forschungsstelle Modernes Japan der Universitit Bonn. Se}t
Mirz 2004 Universicitsprofessor fir Japanologie an der Eberhard Karls-Uni-
versitat Tiibingen, Verschiedene Forschungsaufenthalte in Japan, zulet%t :2003
am Historiographischen Institut der Universitic Tokyd und 200? am Tiibinger
Zentrum fiir japanische Sprache in Kydto. Arbeitsgebiete: Technik, Kuleur und
Gesellschaft; medienbasierre Erforschung kulrureller Ressourcen.

Hans Martin Krimer .

Von 1992 bis 1996 Studium der Neueren Geschichte, der Philosophie und dcs
Modernen Japan an der Heinrich-Heine-Universitit Diisseldorf. 1996/97 eu?—
jihriger Studienaufenthalt an der Sophia-Universitit in Tokyd. \(on 1997 bis
1999 Abschluss des Studiums mit der Ficherkombination Geschichte Japans,
Japanisch, Neuere Geschichee an der Ruhr-Universitit Bochufn. Von_Okto.ber
1999 bis September 2001 und seit August 2004 Wissenschafdicher Mirtarbeiter
am Lehrstuhl Geschichte Japans der Pakultit fiir Ostasienwissenschaften der
Ruhs-Universicit Bochum. Von Oktober 2001 bis Dezember 2002 Forschungs-
aufenthalt in Japan (Universitic Tokyd) als Fellow der Japan Foundation, Pro-
moticn im Jahre 2005. Seit September 2006 cinjihriger Forschungsaufenthalc
als Advanced Research Fellow an der Harvard University in Cambridge, Mas—
sachusetts (USA). Verdffentlichungen zur Ideengeschichte sowie zur Geschichte
der Bildung und Sozialpolitik im Japan des 20. Jahrhundercs. Hat .Detl.ev Ta-
ranczewskis Diskussionsfreude bei den Treffen der Initiative zur historischen
Japanforschung kennen und schitzen gelernt.

Peter Mario Kreuter '

Geb. 1970 in Koblenz, Studium der Mittelalterlichen und Neueren Geschichte
sowie diverser Philologien 1989—1997 an der Universitét Bonn, Forschungsauf-
enthalte in Ruminien. Seit 2005 Wissenschaftlicher Mitarbeiter des ,,Bonne:r
Paracelsus-Projekes* am Medizinhistorischen Institur der Universitit Bonn. L?l-
denschaftlicher Dinologe im Nebenerwerb! Detlev und ich? Viel Wandern, viel
Atzen gegen Firlefanz in der Wissenschaft, viel Freude an Wiglaf Droste und
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viel Zufriedenheit mit dem, was wir tun... und leider habe ich niemals bungo
oder fanbun bei ihm studiert, eines meiner grofiten Defizite itberhaupt.

Marie-Luise Legeland

Studium der Japanologie, Soziologie, Germanistik und Theater-, Film- und
Fernsehwissenschaften an den Universititen Ksln, Kysto und Bonn. Von Det-
lev Taranczewski wurde sic in die Geheimnisse des klassischen Japanisch (bungo)
sowie des Sinojapanischen (kanbun) eingeweihr. Nach threm Magister-Abschluss
verbrachte sie einen dreieinhalbjihrigen Studienaufenthalt an der Universitic
Kydto und kehree 2002 als Wissenschaftliche Mitarbeiterin an die Japanologie
der Universitit Bonn zutiick, wo sie das grofle Vergniigen hatte, das Mitarbei-
ter-Zimmer mit Detlev Taranczewski zu teilen. Eine Dissertation zum Thema
»Ihermalquellen als Reiseziel. Geschichte und Gegenwart von Badereisen in Ja-
pan® steht vor dem Abschluss. Lieber Detlev, ich danke Dir fiir viele anregende
Gespriiche, Deinen Humor und Deinen weisen Rat!

Raiph Liitzeler

1980-1993 Studium der Geographie, Japanologie und Verkehrspolitik (spiiter
der Historischen Geographie) an der Universitit Bonn. Zwischen 1985 und
1987 Besuch von Veranstaltungen zu bungo, anbun und japanischem Feuda-
lismus beim Jubilar. 1989 Abschluss Diplom-Geograph; 1993 Promotion zum
Dr. phil ; 19931998 Wissenschaftlicher Mitarbeiter am Deutschen Insticut fiir
Japanstudien in Tokys. 1998-2007 Wissenschaftlicher Mitarbeiter am Japa-
nologischen Seminar/Forschungsstelle Modernes Japan der Universitit Bonn;
wihrend dieser Zeit erneut intensive Berithrung mit dem Jubilar, diesmal als
Kollege, Wander- und Trinkgenosse. 2006 Habilitation an der Philoso phischen
Fakultir der Universitic Bonn. Seit Mérz 2007 erneut Wissenschaftlicher Mit-
arbeiter am Deutschen Instirue fiir Japanstudien in Tokyo. Forschungsbereiche:
Geographie und Demographie Japans,

Barbara Manthey

Mitarbeiterin der Stiftung Deutsche Geisteswissenschaftliche Institute jm Aus-
land. 1983-1989 Studium der Ficher Japanisch, Koreanisch, Computerlin-
guistik an der Universitic Bonn. 1990-1991 Wissenschaftliche Mitarbeicerin
an der Arbeitsstelle Lehrmarerialien Japanisch der Freien Universitit Berlin,
1991-2000 Wissenschaftliche Mitarbeiterin am Japanclogischen Seminar der
Universitit Bonn (mit einer Unterbrechung von 1994-1996 als Stipendiatin
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am Deurschen Institut fiir Japanstudien, Tokyd). Arbeitsgebiete sind Sprach-
und Ubersetzungswissenschaft sowic Computerlinguistik.

Margaret Mehl - ‘
Associate Professor, Universitit Kopenhagen. 1981-1991 Studium an der Uni-
versitit Bonn. 1987 M.A.; 1991 Promotion; 2005 Dr. phil., Univcrsitiit. Ko-
penhagen. Nach dem Studium 1991-1993 Postdoc, Universitit Carr‘lbnd.gf;
1994-1995 Lecturer, Universitit Edinburg. 1995-2000 Lecturer, Umversltz.xt
Stirling. 2001--2003 Assistant Professor, Universitit Kopenbagen. Buchpub'h—
kationen w.a, Private Academies of Chinese Learning in Meiji Japan: the Decline
and ‘Transformation of the kangaku juku. Copenhagen: NIAS Press, 2003 (2005

pbk).

Li Narangoa .; .
Reader (entspr. W2-Prof)) am College of Asia and the Pacific, Austr.alfan Na-
tional University. Studium am Japanologischen Seminar der Universitit B.on'n
zwischen 1990 und 1997, Thre Dissertationsschrift: Japanische Religiompol.ink in
der Mongolei 1932-1945. Reformbestrebungen und Dialog zwirchm- japam:cbe?.n
und mongolischem Buddbismus. Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz 1997. WISSGHS‘Cha&l-l-
che Mirarbeirerin in Bonn 1997-1998. Zwischen 1998 und 2001 arbeitete .s1e
am Nordic Institute of Asian Studies in Kopenhagen, Versffentlichungen im
Jahre 2006 w.a.: Mongels From Country 1o City: Floating Boundaries, ?’mtorm-
lism and Ciry Life in the Mongol Lands (hg. mit Ole Bruun); Mbokyd seiken ron
— ,Kairai seiken” no rekishiteli imi [Die mongolische Regierung unter Japan:
D;c historische Bedeutung von LMarionetten-Staaten”), in: Jwanami Koza. Ajia
Taibeiya sensé, Bd. 7, Tokyd: Iwanami.

Hans Dieter Olschleger .

Wissenschaftlicher Mitarbeiter an der Forschungsstelle Modernes Japan, Uni-
versitit Bonn. Studium der Ethnologie, Alc-Amerikanistik und Soziologit? an
der Universitir Bonn, Promotion 1987 mit einem Thema zur Kultur der Ainu.
1988-1990 Stipendiat am Deutschen Institur fiir Japanstudien, Tc')kyc?, 1990
bis 1995 Wissenschaftlicher Mitarbeiter dortselbst; seit 1996 an der Unwers'lrat
Bonn. Forschungsinteressen: Moderne japanische Gesellschaft, Minderheiten
in Japan, Theorien und Methoden der Japanforschung, japanische Auswanderer

in Siiddamerika.
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Peter Pantzer

Geboren 1942 in Salzburg, Osterreich. Nach dem Gymnasialabschluss zwei
Jahre Militirdienst. Anschliefend Studium der Neueren Geschichte an der
Universitdt Wien, Promotion 1968, Zweieinhalbjihriger Studienaufenthale an
der Tokyo Universitit (1968/1971). Ab 1972 Assistent und Lektor am Institut
fiir Japanologie an der Wiener Universitit. Nach Habilitation und Ernennung
zum Professor Ubersiedlung nach Bonn, zunichst zur Lehrstuhlvertretung, seit
1994 fest berufen als Professor fiir Japanologie; 1998 bis 2002 Vorsitzender der
European Association of Japanese Resource Specialists (EAJRS).

Fabian Schifer

ML.A., Wissenschafilicher Mitarbeiter am Lehrstuhl fiir Japanologie, Ostasia-
tisches Insticut, Universicic Leipzig. Wichtige Verdffentlichungen: ,Cultural
Studies in Japan®. Tn: Hans Martin Krimer, Tino Schélz und Sebastian Conrad
{(Hg.): Geschichtswissenschaft in Japan. Themen, Ansitze und Theorien, Géttingen
2006, S. 213-223. ,Ono Hideo und der Ursprung der Zeitungswissenschaft
{shinbungaku) in Japan®. In: Stefanie Averbeck und Arnulf Kutsch (Hg.): Zei-
tung, Werbung, Offentlichkeit. Biografisch-systematische Studien zur Frithgeschichte
der Kommunikationsforschung. Koln 2005, S, 23-54.

Winfried Schenk

Jg. 1956. Professor fir Historische Geographie am Geographischen Institut der
Universitit Bonn. Herr Prof. Toshihire Yoshida von der Kokugakuin-Universitit
in Tokyd war 2002/03 fiir ein Jahr Gastprofessor am Geographischen Institut
der Universitic Bonn. Bei meinem Gegenbesuch in Japan irm Jahr 2004 trafich in
scinem Umfeld auch mit Herrn PD Dr. Detlev Taranczewski in Tokys zusarnmen.
Ich kannte ihn bis dahin vor allem als Mirtglied in seiner Habilitationskommissi-
on in Bonn, in die ich gewihlt worden war, da er cin historisch-geographisches
‘Thema bearbeitet hatte. Seitdem besteht ein loser, aber sehr anregender Konrakse
mit Heren Taranczewski namentlich iiber die Betreuung der aus Kawasaki stam-
menden Studentin der Historischen Geographie, Mari Kubota.

Maria Shinoto

Studium der Japanologie u.a. bei Detlev Taranczewski, der Sinologie, Vor- und
Friihgeschichte und Alten Geschichte in Bonn, Tokyd (Keié-Universitit) und
Cambridge. Nach dem Magister in Japanologie Lehritigkeit in Bonn, Wechsel
in die Vor- und Frithgeschichte an der Universitit Heidelberg, Lehreitigkeit
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sowie Forschung in einem EU-Projekt mit Grabungen in Tiryns, Griechenland.
Nach der Promotion zu Fragen der Keramikldassifikation bei Profcss.or Pr. J.
Maran im Fach Vor- und Friihgeschichte Wissenschafiliche Mitarbeirerin am

Department for Culeural Heritage, Beppu University, Japan.

Maik Hendrik Sprotte ) N
Gegenwirtig Wissenschaftlicher Assistent am Institut fiir Japanologie im Zen-

crum fir Ostasienwissenschaften (ZO) der Universitit Heidclb.erg. Seine For-
schungsinteressen im Bereich der historischen Japanforschung liegen unter Zn-
derem auf den Motiven, Inhalten und Wirkungsweisen von Maﬁnahmen" er
Inneren Sicherheit in der politischen Geschichte Japans bis 19{15 unter Beriick-
sichrigung alltagsgeschichdicher Strukturen, und auf de.r pol‘msche'rll I{ultur. Ja-
pans in Geschichte und Gegenwart in ihrer Gesamtheit (hier: Moghchkmte?
politischer Partizipation, Schaffung und Weiterentwicklung mc;c.lerner p(:{h-
rischer Institutionsformen), Er hat wihrend seines Japanologiestudiums an der
Universitit Bonn in verschiedenen Lehrveranstaltungen des Jubilars zur vormo-
dernen Geschichre Japans von dessen beeindruckenden I?enntni"ssen vormo-
derner Sprachstile und historischer Zusammenhinge profitieren knnen.
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