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PREFACE

Japan, was a closed country for over two centuries during Tokugawa (1602-1867) rule. It
is with the Meiji Restoration of 1868 political power, was returned to the emperor. To
maintain its independence and improve its standings within the comity of nations, Japan
adopted the western model of development to advance itself. Such changes were also
aimed at meeting the demands of the ongoing “Liberal and Popular Rights Movement” to
introduce the Constitution and greater participation of the people in the government.
Amid these developments, the Meiji Constitution promulgated in 1890, declared that
‘sovereignty resides in the divine emperor as the head of state’. The Constitution’s
recognition of imperial sovereignty gave it a firm foundation in Japanese tradition.
,

The system of government based on the imperial sovereignty came to an end with Japan’s
defeat in the World War II. Under the postwar Constitution imposed by the Supreme
Commander of Allied Powers (SCAP), promulgated in 1947, Japan adopted the
principles of popular sovereignty, protection of fundamental human rights, judicial
independence and pacifism. The replacement was a radical shift from the Meiji
Constitution. But inclusion of a war renouncing clause (Article 9) and other pacifist
provisions in the constitution was certainly a move to ensure that Japan never again poses

a challenge to the Western hegemony.

Nevertheless, with the outbreak of Korean War and escalation of the Cold War, the US
realized that a militarized and strong Japan could have been helpful to check the rise of
€ommunism in the region. By suggesting to Japan to create a 75,000 National Police
Reserve to meet the challenges emerging from the Cold War, the US tried to rectify its
previous political mistakes. This suggestion by US was also aimed at using Japan to
pursue its security goal in the future. But the strong opposition supported by the pacifists
and war weary masses impeded all attempts of remilitarizing Japan by the hawks in the
government. The US imposed war-renouncing Article 9 became the basis for opposition

to contain the government’s defense build up policies. The government however



continued with building its military capabilities liberally interpreting this clause, but

seemed reluctant to change the Constitution considering the strong opposition.

Japan’s willingness to change the text of the Constitution arose following criticism over
Japan’s non-participation in the Gulf War in 1991. The criticism from its ally and
international community that Japan is hiding behind its Constitution and shirking its
responsibility in contributing world peace and order, made the Japanese administration
realize its failure to contribute militarily to resolve the international conflict. Now Japan
started interpreting the Constitution to pave the way to deploy troops overseas and
presented legislation to that effect in the Diet in 1990. But due to the differences among
the diet members over how to contribute to the UN without conflicting the Article

9,resulted into withdrawal of the legislation without a vote.

However, a great shift in the public opinion, following a heated debate in the media has
been witnessed and majority of the people now believe that there should be some kind of
amendment to cope with the changing world realities and the way Japan responds. A rise
in the public opinion supporting a revision in the Constitution, strengthened
government’s resolved to form Constitutional Review Council in 2000, consisting of

lawmakers of different parties.

In another political development, the LDP’s pélitical strength has declined and the
opposition, Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ), has increased-its parliamentary strength
since the recent elections which means that the ruling Party’s dependency on opposition
has increased to gain two third majority required for an amendment in the Constitution.
Though the DPJ is not averse to an amendment in the Constitution, its approach differs
from the ruling LDP. The DPJ wants that the impetus to an amendment in the
Constitution should come from the people, while the LDP wants that the amendment
should be pushed by the parliamentarians. This means that till both the parties narrow
down their differences to reach a consensus over an amendment, the government would
have to continue on a stretched interpretation to pave way for the deployment of its

troops overseas.

ii



In yet another development, after five years of deliberation over the clauses of the
Constitution the Lower House Constitution Review Council has submitted its
recommendations proposing revision in the Constitution. The recommendation such as-
inclusion of an explicit provision regarding the role of Japan’s Self Defense Force (SDF),
omitting the Paragraph 2 of Article 9, defining the defense emergencies in the
Constitution, -is likely to stir the Constitutional debate inside Japan as well as in the

immediate neighbours.

Over the issue of Constitutional review, the Japaneée society is divided between the
revisionists and the pacifists. Revisionists believe that the Constitution has lost its
brilliance in dealing with the problems and its pacifist provisions serve as a “bottleneck”
in Japan’s normalization and thus/_ it should be amended so that Japan can play a normal
role in the world affairs. While on the other hand, the pacifists and the peace loving
Japanese are wary that, with an amendment in article 9, constitutional pacifism will loose
its relevance. Also renouncing pacifism is being viewed in the adjoining countries as well

as, by the Japanese pacifists, as a beginning towards militarization.

Set against the above background, this research is a modest effort to study the relevance
of pacifism on Japan’s polity, society, security policy and foreign affairs. As the realities
of the post Cold War period has posed new challenges to Japan’s Foreign policy and due
to the constitutional impediments Japanese governments feels helpless in a ‘normal’
contribution to the international community, the following research, “Japan’s
Constitution: Relevance of Pacifism in the Post Cold war period” is an attempt at

examining various issues involved in Japanese pacifism in the post Cold War period.
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CHAPTER -1
INTRODUCTION

The Research Theme

Pacifism- the doctrine of opposition to all wars - has left profound impact on Japan’s
postwar polity, security, defense and foreign policy. Japan is the only country, which has
enshrined pacifism in its Constitution. Article 9 of the Japanese constitution ‘renounces
war as a sovereign right of the nation’ and pledges ‘not to maintain armed forces as weli
as other war potential’. The core principles for Japan’s defense policy such as the denial
of the collective self-defense, prohibiting deployment of the combat troops overseas, the
three non-nuclear principles', denial of the conscription system, 1% ceiling on defense
spending and ban on export of weapon related technology stem out of this constitutional

pacifism.

Politically, the constitutional pacifism has left deep impact on Japanese politics and most
of the debate between the ruling party and opposition has been revolving around the
constitutional legality of Self Defense Force (SDF), Security Treaty, and spending on
armament. The political parties have been opposing government’s defense and Security
policies on the premise that these policies are violation of the Article 9, which talks of

peace and prohibits maintaining army and possession of war potentials.

Within the Japanese society, the war-renouncing article has given birth to two sections
namely, the pacifists - those who advocate retaining this clause and revisionists - those
who support a revision. Due to the presence of strong pacifism among the Japanese
people the government, despite consistent pressure from its security ally, the US, could

not alter most of the pacifists policies during the Cold war period.

However, with the end of Cold war and the demise of Soviet Union, the primary goal of

the US-Japan Security Treaty to contain spread of Communism was realized. Varied

The three non-nuclear principles are —not possessing, not producing and not introducing nuclear

weapon into its territory.



opposition, from political parties and masses in Japan, went on to question the continuing
need for the Treaty. But the emerging security threat form the North Korean missile test-
firings and its nuclear ambitions, compelled Japanese establishment to continue with the
Security Treaty. The US administration in the changed circumstances expected a
proactive global security role from its ally Japan. The real testing time was the Gulf war
1991, which in fact was the first serious post- Cold War military engagement, and Japan
due to its pacifist constitution, could not play its due role despite the willingness of
Japanese government. Following Japan’s non-participation in the Gulf wz;r, criticism in

US about “Japan’s free ride” again came to the fore.

The end of Cold war also gave an opportunity to the Japanese administration to wean
the political oppositions since their rigid ideological positions got di}uted. The opposition
mainly the Socialists and Communists during the Cold war period were opposed to US-
Japan Security Treaty and had been asking the government to adopt the “unarmed
neutrality” as its security policy, to avoid another nuclear catastrophe in the wake of US-
Soviet military confrontation. In the post cold war unipolar world, the basic premise of
neutrality lost its meaning and the socialists almost dropped the agenda of unarmed
neutrality. The favourable situation at the home helped Japanese administration to reflect
upon and partially put in place an active international role to meet the US aspirations and
demands. Capitalizing over the domestic political situation, Japan has considerably
altered its pacifist policies in the post gulf war era. Changes in Japan’s pacifist policies
are manifested in various legislations aimed to deploy its forces overseas, reviewing
Japan-US Defense Guidelines. But Constitutionalists still believed that the Forces have
been deployed overseas with stretched interpretation of Article 9. People in the Japanese
administration also believe that there exists a “gap” between the Japanese Constitution
and the Post Cold war realities. To integrate the Constitution with the post Cold war

realities, Japan established Constitutional Research Councils in both the Houses of Diet.

This research is being undertaken at a time when Constitution Research Council has
submitted its recommendations proposing revision in the Constitution. The

recommendation from the Lower House of the Constitution Research Council, such as



inclusion of an explicit provision regarding the role of SDF, omitting the Paragraph 2 of
war renouncing clause of Article 9, defining the defense emergencies in the Constitution,
making explicit provision in the Constitution regarding Japan’s participation in UN
collective security activities’, will once again rake up the Constitutional debate inside as

well as outside Japan.

With the alterations in article 9, constitutional pacifism will gradually erode. The
gradual erosion of pacifism is seen in the adjoining ccuntries as Japan’s advancement
towards militarization, which reminds them the brutality of Japanese forces during the
pacific war, the scars of which they still bear. Their worry is compounded by the fact
that in the last few decades, Japan has advanced far ahead from its self-imposed pacifism.
The deployment of SDF and finally joining the multinational force in Iraq and now
efforts to amend pacifist constitution for overcoming the gap between to the existing
realities and the constitution-- is being deemed as Japan is willing to say farewell to its
long held pacifism. These incidents mark a major turning point in Japan’s policies in the

international political affairs.

In this context my research “Japan’s Constitution: Relevance of Pacifism in the Post
Cold war period” aims to examine various issues associated with pacifism in Japan.
This is an open-ended research, and is based on the premise that the need for
interpretation and amendment of article 9 of the constitutions is necessitated and
conditioned by both external and internal factors. It also premises that, though the
impetuous to amend the constitution might have arisen out of external pressure (US
pressure) the real thrust to the change has been provided by the Japanese polity’s
unarticulated need to find its own rightful place in the global scenario. The proposed
research is an attempt to understand the ever changing international dynamics and its
impact on the Japanese security policy and polity. The research aims at critically
examining the changes wrought upon the Japanese psyche and the impact both at the
level of the community and at the level of the decision-making and its implications on

international affairs.

®  The Japan Times 16 April 2005.
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The tesearch starts with tracing the roots of pacifism in prewar Japan, and then it
discusses the background in which pacifism was induced in the constitution, drafted
under the occupation in the postwar Japan and the impact it left on internal and external
affairs of Japan. Then the research proceeds to examine the external and internal
situations that resulted in receding of pacifism with special emphasis on the role played
by the media and political parties. As the pacifist conctitution has always been seen as an
impediment in Japan’s military contribution to the UN Peacekeeping activities, the
research also looks into the possibility whether japan, with the proposed amendment in
the constitution, be able to play a ‘normal’ role in the UN and will it ensure entry to
UNSC as a permanent member? And fifth and the final Chapter is based on certain
findings such as whether the proposed amendment in the Constitution will pave the way
for Japan’s militarism as expressed by the East Asian countries and will the
Constitutional revision serve the aims of hawkish politicians to integrate Japan’s security

policy with that of the US?

Chapter Summary:
Chapter 2. Militarization vs. Pacifism: Push and Pull factors.

As the entire Cold war period has witnessed a kind of ideological and practical contest
between pacifism and militarization, the First Chapter of my research discusses various pull
and push factors involved in pacifism and militarization. The background of the chapter
traces the origin of pacifism in Japan, which necessarily took roots during its more than
two hundreds years of seclusion. During the entire period the Japanese never witnessed war
and the trait of non-participation in the world affairs remained inherent in them in the Meiji
era too. In the Meiji era. the pacifism as an ideology came to the notice of the individual,
when opposition of war was included in the agenda of ongoing “Liberal and Popular
Rights Movement” launched with the demand of establishing Constitution and greater
participation of the people in the government. The liberals further provided the basic tenets
of pacifism, when they opposed war based on their ideological positions. The two trends in

pacifism led by the Christian democrats and social democrats played wider role in



popularizing the concept of pacifism in the masses. The pacifism for Christian Democrats
was inspired by their religious conviction and the Biblical command- Thou Shall Not Kill.
For the Social democrats; pacifism meant the means to avoidance of social conflict. The
ideal of social democrats was an organic harmony of classes rather than classless society.
But the pacifists could not survive excessive repression by the government and almost

disappeared from the scene till 1945.

.Following the World War II, the Occupation authorities took all possible means to
demilitarize Japan. To pacify Japan provisions were made in the Japanese constitution
drafted under the supervision of Macarthur. To this end provisions to ban forced
conscription were spelled out in Article 18. Article 66 spelled out that a person having
military background can not be instated on Prime Minister and other Cabinet posts. But
most controversial and debated clause was Article 9, which not only banned Japan form
possessing army and war potentials but also to use force to settle disputes. The Japanese,
who had suffered eight iong years of war and the catastrophe they witnessed in the
Hiroshima and Nagasaki, had developed strong disgust for military. They accepted the
pacifist provisions in their constitution without much resistance and eventually
constitutionality of pacifism was established. At the same time there were people (though
in minority) who objected this imposed constitution and demanded to scrap the
provisions. The chapter thus examines the motive behind the inclusion of these pacifist
clauses and summarises the role of different actors in pacifying Japan. It also attempts to

map up the reaction of then Dietsmen over the issues.

At the onset of Cold war and Korean War in the region, the US realized its political
mistake and pushed Japan for rearmament to counter external threats and a possible
internal communist insurgence. Pacifists at this time tried to stall all the efforts through
mass rallies and protests for rearmament and demanded to preserve the constitution.
Following this, the strong pacifists movement became the part of Japanese society and
the movement reached to its peak in 1976 at the time of revision of US-Japan Security
Treaty. The Chapter examines that the moﬁentum of pacifist movement has been
proportional to the rearmament and defense build up. Had there been no rearmament,

pacifism could have not taken shape of a mass movement. With this background the

h



chapter mentions the role of the Heiwa Mondai Denwakai and other pacifist movement in
propagating the pacifist thought in the masses and urged the government to adopt

unarmed neutrality as its Security Policy.

In line with the public sentiments the opposition parties have also adopted anti-US Japan
ctances as their security Policy. Also Within the Liberal Democratic Party (LDP) the
 dovish faction was against the heavy rearmament of Japan. However, with the beginning
of 1980s. the new generation’s emerged to the political scene. This generation has not
witnessed the devastation of war, so the pacifist ideology did not appeal them. Also
Prime Minister Nakasone, in line with his nationalist sentiments advocated greater
rearmament to make Japan “an international Japan”. The opposition parties revised some
of their stances in the 1980s. Except the Communists, opposition parties had shed off
their anti militarist policies and adopted more accommodative stance towards defense and
security policies pursued by the ruling party. In 1981 Komeito Party at its 19" Congress,
came out with the support of Japan-US security treaty and by declaring support for forces
capable of preserving Japan’s territorial integrity, expressed conditional acceptance of the
constitutionality of the SDF. In 1983 the Democratic Socialist Party (DSP) called on the
public to support greater defense expenditures. Thus at the end of 1980s the nationalism
gained an upper hand over pacifism. But major restraints in breaking the pacifism, the

Article 9. of the constitution remained intact till the end of 1980s.

Chapter 3. The Pacifist Constitution: Need and proposals for amendment.

The third Chapter begins with analyzing external factors like end of the Cold War and
beginning of Gulf war. It is a known fact that it is due to Article 9 of its Constitution that
Japan could not commit its troops in the Gulf. Following the non-participation in the Gulf
war and continued criticism of its Checkbook diplomacy and getting a free ride on US
defense system, Japan was compelled to reexamine its security policies. And when Japan
failed in its own effort to participate in United Nations Peacekeeping Operations
(UNPKO) with a stretched interpretation of Article 9, people in the administration
realized that there exists gap between the words of the constitution and changed realities.

Thus they talked of a revision in Article 9. so that Japan could play a new security role in



the international affairs. This resulted in a debate not only in political parties but also in
the media as well as diplomatic circles. The chapter in this background discusses views

of senior academicians and also presents governments stated interpretation of article 9.

The media groups as well as political and business organizations came with their own
proposals to revise the constitution. Among the Proposals, proposal form Asahi Shinbun,
Yomiuri Shimbun, Seikai, Keidanren and Ozawa proposal caught attention. The chapter
briefly analyses all the proposals. All the proposals reflect their own ideological
positions. For example the Sekai and Asahi Proposals try to establish Constitutional
pacifism in Japan as they still advocate retaining Article 9, without any change. They
strongly believe that the armament during the Cold War period and security arrangements
with the US were against the spirit to Constitution and as the Cold war is over now Japan
should gradually undo the system. The Yomiuri Proposal, proposal from the Keidanren
suggest retaining pacifist clause on the basis that it has helped Japan regain its economic
position in the world community. The Yomiuri suggests addition of a clause to establish
SDF’s constitutional legitimacy in the proposed revision of the constitution. The Ozawa
proposal seems most ambitious as it questioned legitimacy of the document as it was
imposed in an abnormal condition on Japan. Thus he proposes complete revision of
Constitution to reflect the reality of present era. But his repeated argument that the
articles and preamble has provision to maintain military and it may dispatch its troops for
the ‘preservation of peace in international society’, suggests that he Initially, he is of the
view that revision by interpretation was all that was required for Japan to be able to

perform a proper role as responsible member of the world community.

[

Despite various differences the proposals have some merits and most common feature of
these proposals are that they aim to integrate the constitution with the realities of the post
cold war period and argue Japan’s participation in UN Peacekeeping operation but
suggest their own perception. Most if not all these drafts are besieged by the two basic

problems. First, is how to overcome the gap between words of the constitution and actual



practice? The second is, how to make the constitution relevant to the circumstances of the

21% century.

Following these proposals the chapter examines the recommendations by a lower house
Constitutional Study panel, which has recommended to delete 2" paragraph of article 9.
which bans Japan from possession of an armed forces, and make a provision to maintain,
self defense forces. The panel has recommended to make explicit provision for Japan’s
participation in UN’s collective Security and create a framework for regional security in
Asia. Panel members were split three ways over whether to allow Japan right to engage
in collective defense. The opinions were to allow, not to allow and to allow with

restrictions.

Chapter 4. Japan’s expanding global role: obstacles and ambitions

Japan has stepped up its effort to review its constitution in a hope to get a permanent
seat in the upcoming expansion of the UN Security Council (UNSC). The issue of
participation in United Nations Peacekeeping Operations (UNPKO) has been a debatable
issue from a time when Japan was still to join the UN as a member of General Assembly.
As Japanese constitution bans deploying Japanese forces abroad as well as collective
~ defense, the issue whether Japan would be forced to participate in a UNPKO when it
joins the UN was raked up by the pamﬁsts in 1950s itself. Japanese administration to
allay all these apprehensmns had adopted a resolution not to join in UNPKO in the House
of Councillors in 1946 and further added a clause in SDF Law not to send the SDF
overseas. The chapter discusses that due to these self imposed legal hurdles, Japan could

only contribute fihancially to the UN during the entire Cold War period.

However, the Iraq war and Japan’s non participation in UNPKO has generated a renewed
debate. Pushed by public support to play a major role in UNPKO Japan has tied the issue
of amending article 9 to secure a permanent seat in UN Security Council. In this context
the Chapter examines political party’s changing stands over Japan’s participation in
UNPKO. The Political parties are divided over the issue of how to participate in UNPKO.

The Komeito its junior coalition partner is of the view that Japan should not send its



troops in a combat zone, while the Japanese Socialist Party (JSP), and Japanese
Communist Party (JCP) advocate that Japan’s participation should be limited to a non-
military contribution to the UNPKO. This chapter also analyzes whether these political
differences would let Japan play a normal role in the UN’s Security activities. The
Chapter weighs Japan’s arguments such as its personnel contribution to the UNPKO,
Financial contributions to the UN budget, which it has placed to strengthen its bid to the
UNSC and also examines all the impediments involved. Before conclusion the Chapter
enumerates Japan’s diplomatic maneuvering along with ‘Group Four’ (G — 4) countries

to secure its begth in the expanded UNSC.

Chapter 5.Summary and Conclusion:

The concluding chapter starts by summarizing the issues involvzd in the Constitutional
debate and contends that despite having the pacifist clause in its Constitution the
government due to an external pressure interpreted the Article so as to legitimize inherent
right of self-defense. The right of self-defense provided an argument for equipping its
SDF through arms procurement and continuing the need for the US-Japan Security
Treaty. The chapter analyses the fact that with the end of Cold war US- Japan-Security
has gone one sided with the later taking free ride on formers defense system. Japan’s non-
participation in the Iraq war proved this fact that Japan despite its willingness cannot

contribute the US militarily until the Article 9 remains intact.

Following this debate the Chapter discusses that Japan’s‘ willingness to amend its
Constitution is tied to the two issues first paving the way for greater participation in the
*UN collective defense and second seek an interpretation to engage in collective self —
defense to come up to its security ally’s expectations. Making explicit provision in the
Constitution so that it can deploy its troops overseas at least in the UNPKOs, which
necessarily will strengthen its bid to secure a permanent berth in the UNSC. But making a
provision in the proposed amendment to serve the US demands seems difficult as the
Constitutional Review Council could not recommend for a collective self defense due to
the differences among the council members. The concluding chapter reaches to the

finding that despite the revision in the words of the Article 9,the pacifist clause will still



have some relevance the proposals be it form political parties, the media, business group
and the Constitutional Review Council, have recommended to contain the first paragraph
of the Article 9 without any change. The possible deletion of second paragraph of the
article will end the debate over the Constitutional legitimacy of SDF and arms

procurement to strengthen its defense.
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CHAPTER -2
The Cold War Period:

Militarization vs. Pacifism- Pull and Push factors

Introduction

Immediately after World War II, Washington adopted a policy designed to strip Japan off
both, militarily und industrially, by- imposing a pacifist cohstitution in case of the former
and by- breaking ‘Zaibatsus’ (the big Business enterprises) in the case of the latter. The
Occupation policies left profound impact on Japan’s foreign and domestic policies. The
inclusion of Article 9, in new constitution, which renounces war, has severely constrained
Japan in case of managing its foreign policy affairs and still remains a controversial issue.
The motive behind its inclusion, its perceived and hidden meanings angd how it should be

interpreted are areas of contestation.

This Chapter attempts to examine the ideological dichotomies that characterise the
Militarization versus Pacifism debates in the Japanese polity and accounts for the
divergent push and pull factors that led to the preeminence of pacifism as a the dominant
ideological trend in the post second war Japan. It starts with tracing the roots of pacifism
and then discusses the much-clouded debates as to whether Shidehara or MacArthur was
the author of War Renouncing Clause. It then critically evaluates the reaction of the
countries of Far Eastern Commission (FEC) and how due to their efforts, another pacifist
clause (Article 66), was inducted in the Constitution. Following that the Chapter
discusses the question as to why the War renouncing clause, which is considered to be

imposed, was accepted by the masses without much resistance?

Then the chapter looks into another move by Occupation- forced militarization which,
left major impact on internal and external policies of Japan. The US viewing Japan as an
important element of its strategy for containing China and Soviet Union encouraged it to
rearm. But again this US move was opposed by the people th.rough vigorous agitation.
The Japanese society witnessed a tug of war between the establishment and the pacifists-
with the former trying to rearm Japan on the US behest and the later resisting it in the

name of neutral and peaceful coexistence. In this context the chapters deals the pacifist
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movements and also maps up opinion of the masses with the available surveys conducted
during that period. The Chapter concludes on examining the fact that why despite the
strong public opposition Japanese government continued on defense build up and how the

pacifist tendencies eroded in the 1980s with the advent of Prime Minister Nakasone.

Tracing the Roots of Pacifism

The Meji Restoration in 1868 was a turning roint in the history of Japan as it transformed
“Japan from a closed country to an open country. With this landmark transformation,
Japan after almost over two centuries of seclusion, was preparing itself to face the world
with the slogan of “a rich country and strong military (fukuko Kyohei)”. It must be noted
here that Japan’s desire to make the country strongly armed was initially not to dominate,
rather to make it independent. The fact that a section of the oligarchs did not want to
dominate is evident form the statement of the oligarchs like Iwakura. In 1871 he declined
to opt for a military expedition over Korea and maintained that Japan must concentrate on
developing her wealth and strength at home, ‘not harshly opening hostilities against

Korea’'.

To maintain their independence. the Japanese went for .industrialization and
militarization. Despite this makeover, attitude of non-participation towards the world
affairs, a characteristic of pre Meiji Japan, remained inherent in this era too. Apart from
the traditional warrior class- the Samurai, common people wanted that Japan should
maintain its peaceful image by not participating in affairs like war. This attitude of non-

participation, later provided base to pacifism’ in Japan.

The emergence of pacifism as an ideology was not a sudden phenomenon rather it came

to the individuals through liberalism. The emergence of educated youth with liberal ideas

McIntosh Malcolm “Japan Re-armed”, (Frances Printer (publishers) London, 1986.)p.7.

Pacifism---- The doctrine of opposition to all wars, including civil wars. Its most obvious feature is
personal commitment to non-participation in wars, except possibly in non-combatant role. Pacifists
also advocate efforts to maintain peace and support disarmament, through strengthening of
international organizations and law. They have long been associated with, Christian sects, but in the
20" century they included many who opposed war from secular moral bases. Pacifism is often
associated with support for non-violent political action. A more limited form is nuclear pacifism,
which is opposed to nuclear but not conventional war. (As defined in New Penguin Encyclopedia 2003
(edit) David Crystal, Penguin Books, London 2003)
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gave impetus to the “Liberal and Popular Rights Movement” which was initially
launched with the demands to establish constitution, and greater participation of the
people in the government. The oligarchs instead heeding to their demands, embarked on
the overseas expansions. The liberals viewed this move by oligarchs as a ploy to deflect
public attention from the domestic affairs to war efforts. Thus the opposition of war

became the part of the ongoing liberal and popular rights movements.

Later Japan’s expansionist policies such as the first Sino-Japanese war of 1894-95
introduced the horrors of modern warfare, and anti-war sentiment flourished in the
masses. In the following three decades, pacifism became recognized as an acceptable
philosophical position. But the pacifism in the prewar Japan could not take shape of a
mass movement rather it was an ideological debate launched by the individuals and
opinion leaders and remained limited to their personal commitment towards pacifism.
The two ideological groupings, namely, the Christian democrats and Social democrats

played vital role in introducing the ideals of pacifism to the people.

To understand the debate and issues involved in the prewar pacifism, it is necessary here
to examine, pacifists contribution and their ideological position regarding Pacifism. A
close examination of their contribution will also help understand the issues involved in

pacifism.

Kitamura Tokoku (1868-94) came to advocate pacifism through a search for
individualism in his strongly group oriented society. He established the first Peace
Society in Japan, “the Nihon Heiwa Kai”® and served as the chief editor of Society’s
journal Heiwa (peace). His idea of peace was fundamentally interconngcted with his
belief in the free individual, unbound by the particulars of race, state or religion. He
associated with the organization Risshisha which, launched nation wide Popular Rights

Movement demanding for the establishment of a popular assembly.

Kinoshita Naoe (1869-1937) spent his life ridiculing the follies of war and social

inequity. His activism began as a journalist and the major issues he focused on were war

*  Nobuya Bamba, “Kitomura Tokoku : His pursuit of Freedom and Peace” in (ed) Pacifism in Japan:

The Christian and Socialist t-adition” ( Minerva Press Tokyo, 1978) pp. 35 - 66.



and peace, the state and civil rights, and especially the problem of the emperor system,
militarism and Japanese ethics. He expressed strong concern for society amid the
growing militarism between the Manchurian incident and at the outset of second Sino-
Japanese war. Because of his Christian piety, he considered the nation an instrument to
realize the ideals of human kind, and advocated of peace, premised on the mutual love of
human beings. He recommended the reduction and abolition of armaments and urged the
Japanese to do two things: reject at home the “military government”, which, is permeated
with “paternalistic despotism” in domestic politics and in external relations seek to
realize international peaceful coexistence.’ This practical manifesto is surprisingly similar

to the pacifist principles included in present Japanese constitution.

Uchimura Kanzo (1861-1930) initially defended the first Sino Japanese war in 1894
because he felt Japan’s victory would enable it to introduce modern Western life to
China. He asserted that Japan can fight a righteous war as Christian nations have fought
the war in the past. But he became disillusioned with government’s callous cruelty
towards the Chinese and went con to detailed analysis of the technical issues involved in
war. The realities of Japanese geopolitics in the first Sino-Japanese war, forced him to
rethink his assumption about the righteous war and brought him to absolute pacifism
which characterized his thought after the Russo- Japanese war. Deploring the Russo-
Japanese war he wrote “I not only oppose war with Russia, I absolutely oppose
(Zettaiteki haishi) all wars... some people preach the profit of war... the profit of war is

the-profit of robbery. It is in the long run to the disadvantage of robber and robbed”.’

Kotoko Shusui (1871-1911) actively encouraged opposition to the Russo-Japanese war.
In’ p}otest of war, the first Sino Japanese he wrote- “why shouldn’t we pacifists who are
opposed to wars talk about the painful predicament of the soldiers?” Kotoko was of the
view that military expansion would only do harm when it was not accompanied by

democratic development within Japan. Later, he founded the Heiminsha, the first

Nishida T.- “Kinoshita Naoe: Pacifism and religious withdrawal” in Nobuya Bamba and John F.
Howes (ed) Pacifism in Japan: The Christian and Socialist tradition”,( Minerva Press Tokyo, 1978) pp
67-90.

John F Howes “Uchimura Kanzo: The Bible and the War” in Nobuya Bamba and John F. Howes (ed)
Pacifism in Japan: The Christian and Socialist tradition” ( Minerva Press Tokyo, 1978) pp 91-122.



organization to advocate the propagation of peace throughout Japan. In his pacifist
manifesto published in 1903 he opined that “In order to favor men with fraternity, we
adhere to peace policy and we endeavor to actualize disarmament to stoop bellicose
attempts without race distinctions and political divisions. It is our ideal that perfect
liberty, equality and fraternity for the greater mass of man should be secured: we shall
attempt in realizing this ideal to rouse the public opinion”.® Opposing Russo-Japanese
war he questioned the whole course of modemn Japanese development. He was cxecuted

~

in 1911 for his alleged involvement to conspire for the assassination of Meiji emperor in

1910.

Abe Isoo. (1876-1949), is universally acclaimed as the father of Japanese socialism.
Through out his life, he never deviated from a rational and consistent opposition to war.
He expounded his own socialist pacifism through the joumai of the Tokyo Unitarian
Association, the Rikyo Zasshi, which he edited between 1899 and 1911. Abe’s socialism
from the beginning involved opposition to war. The goal of the First Socialist Manifesto
of 1901 proclaimed total abolition of armament as a first step toward the establishment of
peace among nations and argued that armament creates a financial burden on the
common people, which might be used for social welfare. He opined that militarism is evil

because it leads to exploitation of weak by strong.’

Yanaihar