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 The relevance of the research 

 Firsty, memory politics recently has become an effective instrument of international 

relations. “Historic wars” flare up not only between representatives of opposing ideologies and 

views on history within countries, but also in the international arena, where the wide arsenal of 

tactics and strategies of memory politics is used. 

Secondly, the indicated situation requires not just political reflection, but also deep analysis 

with approaches of different areas of science. Memory studies are the most valuable discipline to 

reach this goal. 

Thirdly, many contemporary issues of memory politics are concentrated around the memory 

of the World War 2 and its results. States strengthen their national identity and/or reshape it with 

narratives about this war. They use the politics of memory in their demands to revise some 

outcomes. The memory politics and its parameters have a serious impact on regional political 

processes and on events of global significance. 

Fourthly, in East Asia, the historical contradictions, attitude towards results of the World 

War 2, which left some territorial disputes, the ambiguous memory politics of some states in the 

region cause tension in their relations so much that the danger of a direct armed conflict becomes 

quite real, for example, between the PRC and Taiwan or between the two Koreas. In addition, 

historical contradictions constantly lead to crises in trade and economic relations. 

Fifthly, one of the main issues in East Asia in the context of the memory politics is Japan-

South Korea relations. The historical confrontation between Japan and Korea began long before the 

occupation of the Korean Peninsula in 1910 and influenced the formation of the identities of both 

nations. This confrontation manifests itself in a number of things: demands for compensation to 

former "comfort women" and Koreans who were forced to work in Japanese enterprises during the 

occupation, Japanese accusations of revanchism by the Korean side, visits to the Yasukuni Shrine 

by Japanese politicians, contradictory statements and actions of politicians from both sides, etc. 

One of the most dangerous points of the "historical war" between the two countries is the 

territorial dispute over the Liancourt Rocks. It has started after the signing of the San Francisco 

Peace Treaty in 1951. It is an example of the clash between Japanese and Korean interpretations of 

the events of the XX century. The Japanese-South Korean territorial dispute reflects the specific 

features of the memory politics of the countries of East Asia. 

This study will allow us to determine the limits and possibilities of the memory politics in 

contemporary international relations and will contribute not only to the IR science, but also to the 

memory studies. 

Statement of research problem 
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On the one hand, Japan and South Korea have close trade, economic, military and political 

cooperation. On the other hand, the historical conflict between two countries threatens to destroy 

this cooperation. Common interests and benefits from mutual cooperation are not able to extinguish 

unresolved problems of the past. Irrational reasons related to the national and political identity and 

historical memory of Japan and Korea sometimes turn out to be more influential than the desire for 

mutually beneficial cooperation and the implementation of joint geopolitical agendas. The study of 

the causes of this problem and the conditions for its resolution is the focus of this dissertation. 

Literature review 

The theoretical basis of memory politics is quite extensive. It is vital for this dissertation in 

terms of theoretical approaches and concepts. The memory as a problematic field originates from 

the works of French sociologists Emile Durkheim1 and Maurice Halbwachs2. They founded the 

discipline of memory studies in the late XIX and early XX centuries. 

From a theoretical point of view the typology of forgetting by the English scholar Paul 

Connerton is of a tremendous importance. He singled out repressive erasure; prescriptive forgetting; 

forgetting, which is the basis of a new identity; structural amnesia; forgetting as annulment; 

forgetting as planned obsolescence; forgetting as offended silence. 3  Also, the phenomenon of 

forgetting is studied quite deeply in the works of the German scientist Axel Honneth. 4  The 

researcher correlated this concept with the memory of the World War 2, the Third Reich and the 

Holocaust. 

A lot of works have been written about the phenomenon of memory trauma by German 

researchers Jan5 and Aleida Assmann6. The basic principles of the influence of memory trauma on 

the memory politics of states were identified by the German researcher Jürgen Habermas.7 The 

phenomenon of post-memory is also associated with trauma. This concept was introduced by the 

American researcher Marianne Hirsch.8 A key component of memory politics for this research is 

 
1 Durkheim E. Individual and collective representations // Sociology, its subject, method and purpose.  M: Kanon, 1995. 

(In Russian) 

2 Halbwachs M. Social framework of memory. M.: New publishing house, 2007. (In Russian) 

3 Connerton P. Seven Types of Forgetting // Memory Studies. 2008. №1. 

4 Honneth A. B. Verdinglichung: Eine anerkennungstheoretische Studie. Frankfurt am Main: Suhrkamp verlag, 2005. 

5 Assmann J. Das Kulturelle Gedächtnis: Schrift, Erinnerung und Politische Identität in frühen Hochkulturen. Munich: 

Verlag C.H. Beck, 1992. 

6 Assmann A. New discontent with memorial culture. M.: New literature review, 2016. (In Russian) 

7 Habermas J. A Kind of Settlement of Damages: On Apologetic Tendencies in German History Writing // Forever in 

the Shadow of Hitler? / ed. E. Piper. Atlantic Highlands: Humanities Press, 1993. 

8 Hirsch M. The Generation of Postmemory // Poetics Today. 2008. №1. 
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narrative politics. Narratives were studied by such scientists as W. Schmit9, F. Ankersmit10, A. 

Meggil11. 

The next group of literature is related to the history and memory politics of Japan. The 

development of political myths and ideology of the Japanese empire is well represented in the works 

of Russian scholars Komarovsky12, Yazovskaya13, and others. The post-war period, it is widely 

covered by Western, Russian, and Japanese scientists. The Italian orientalist Matteo Dian introduced 

distinction between conservative and "progressive" narratives in the Japanese memory politics.14 

Works of Japanese scholars focuses on how post-war trauma relates to the contemporary 

Japanese identity. It is studied both in the context of the policy of the Japanese state and in the 

context of international relations. For example, the Japanese researcher Hashimoto Akiko paid 

attention to the trauma of Japanese post-memory, how it was passed on to the next generations, 

while the objective historical context was left behind.15 

The third group of literature includes works where the foreign policy of Japan, its territorial 

disputes, and Japanese-South Korean relations are studied. A variety of aspects are covered in 

research about Japanese-South Korean relations, primarily those related to the historical issues: 

“comfort women”, compensations to Koreans who suffered from the Japanese colonial regime, 

lawsuits by Korean activists and NGOs against Japan, diplomatic tension between the two countries. 

The works of a professor from New Zealand, Alexander Bukh are particularly noteworthy.16 

He writes about Japanese foreign policy and its territorial disputes in the context of confrontation 

between national identities. For the Japanese, all territorial disputes are closely related to the issue 

of identity, and relations with South Korea and Russia are based on the mental opposition “I/the 

Other”. 

D. V. Streltsov is one of the most productive Russian researcher of the historical issues of 

contemporary Japan in its international dimension. He described how conservative and 

 
9 Schmit W. Narratology. M.: Languages of Slavic culture, 2003. (In Russian) 

10 Ankersmit F. R. Narrative logics. Semantic analysis of historians’ language. M.: Idea-press, 2003. (In Russian) 

11 Megill A. Historical epistemology. «Kanon+» ROOI «Rehabilitation», 2007. (In Russian) 

12 Komarovskij G. E. State Shinto // Shinto — the way of Japanese Gods: Vol. 1 Essays on the Shinto history/ (eds.) 

E.M. Ermakova, G. N. Komarovskij, A. N. Meshcheryakov. SPb.: Giperion, 2002. (In Russian) 

13 Yazovskaya O. V. The Political myth about national essence (the case of the Japanese Empire in the end of XIX — 

beginning of XX century // Bulletin of the Ural Federal University. 2014. №3. (In Russian) 

14 Dian M. Contested Memories in Chinese and Japanese Foreign Policy. Elsevier Ltd, 2017. 

15 Hashimoto A. The Long Defeat. Cultural Trauma, Memory and Identity in Japan. Oxford University Press, 2015. 

16 Bukh A. Korean National Identity, Civic Activism and the Dokdo/Takeshima Territorial Dispute // Journal of Asian 

Security and International Affairs. 2016. №2. 
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"progressive" narratives about World War 2 were formed in Japan, and the involvement of the 

Japanese government.17 

In Russian and foreign literature, the features of the educational memory politics of Japan 

have been studied in details. The researchers described the process of publication and approval of 

new textbooks by the Japanese Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology, the 

struggle between supporters of conservative and "pacifist" approaches in education. 

The territorial issues of Japan are also quite detailed and widely covered in the studies of 

Russian and foreign researchers. The works on the territorial dispute between Japan and the 

Republic of Korea cover legal, economic and historical aspects. Guoxin's article compares the Sino-

Japanese and Japanese-Korean territorial issues.18 Previously mentioned A. Buch wrote several 

works where the Japanese-South Korean territorial dispute is examined from the point of view of 

the memory politics and the clash of identities. A significant part of the works contains a historical 

description of the dispute over the Liancourt Rocks and an analysis of the international legal basis 

of the territorial dispute. Possible ways of resolving the dispute with the help of legal mechanisms 

are also proposed.19  

Literature devoted to the Chinese and Korean contexts, both in terms of the memory politics 

and their policies regarding territorial disputes formed a separate group. The monograph of the 

Russian professor V.V. Glushkov is extremely useful because of the extensive factual base on the 

territorial dispute over the Liancourt Rocks.20 

Also, a basic understanding of Korean and Japanese memory politics can be achieved with 

the collective monograph “Memory of World War II outside Europe”.21 It contains separate chapters 

that are devoted to the development of memory politics in Japan and South Korea. Some articles 

 
17 Streltsov D. V. Issues of the historical past in post-war Japanese foreign relations with East Asian countries // Japan 

Yearbook. 2014. (In Russian) 

18  Guoxin J. Similarities and Differences between the Korean-Japanese Dokdo Disputes and the Sino-Japanese 

Diaoyudao Disputes // Dokdo. Historical Appraisal and International Justice. Lee S. Lee H. E. (eds.). Leiden: Martinus 

Nijhoff Publishers, 2011. 

19 Castellino J., Redondo E. D.  The Title to Dokdo/Takeshima: Addressing the Legacy of World War II Territorial 

Settlements/Finding the Right Settlement of Dispute Mechanism // International Journal on Minority and Group Rights. 

2015. №4. 

20 Glushkov V. V. On the islands of Ulleungdo and Dokdo in the East Sea. M.: IDEL, 2018. (In Russian) 

21 Memory of World War II outside Europe: collective monograph / A. I. Miller, A. V. Soloviev (eds.). SPb.: European 

University Press at St. Petersburg, 2022. (In Russian) 
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describe certain issues of the memory politics of the Republic of Korea in its relations with Japan. 

For example, articles about the issues of “comfort women”22 or forced labor.23 

The basic concepts of memory studies has been developing for more than a century. 

However, a significant increase in interest in memory studies was observed in the 1990s. Since then, 

many new concepts and theories about historical memory and memory politics have been put 

forward in academic science. 

Both the problems of the historical memory of Europe and other countries were studied in 

details. A lot of works are devoted to memory politics in international relations. This may also 

indicate the actualization of memory politics as a tool of the foreign policy. 

In studies of the memory politics of Japan, theories were applied that were previously 

developed in studies of European cases. New ideas could be worked out in studying the unique 

Japanese case. Many researchers draw attention to the coexistence of conservative and "pacifist" 

narratives in the Japanese memory politics. 

Works about the territorial disputes also include the findings about the influence of the 

memory politics. However, the case of the Japanese-South Korean territorial dispute has not been 

studied in details. Scientists overestimate legal and economic aspects of the dispute over the 

Liancourt Rocks. Few researchers pay attention to the role of the regional elites of Shimane 

Prefecture in the development of Japanese narratives about the Liancourt Rocks and existence of 

different channels and ways of popularization of these narratives at the national level. 

This dissertation proposes to concentrate more on these aspects. It will allow to make new 

findings about the development of the Japanese memory politics in recent decades and about the 

origins of the symbolic confrontation between Japan and the Republic of Korea. 

The research question 

What are the features of the memory politics of Japan as a tool for resolving the territorial 

dispute with Korea over the Liancourt Rocks? 

The aim of this study is to identify the features of the Japanese memory politics as a tool for 

resolving its territorial dispute with the Republic of Korea on the Liancourt Rocks. 

Objectives: 

1. To identify the key features of Japan's historical policy using the methodological 

framework of contemporary social memory studies. 

 
22 Dyachkov I. V. Historical memory and politics: the issue of “comfort women” in contemporary South Korea—Japan 

relations // Japanese studies. 2019. № 4. (In Russian) 

23 Arrington C. L. The Mechanisms behind Litigation’s “Radiating Effects”: Historical Grievances against Japan. // Law 

& Society Review. 2019. №1. 
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2. To describe the historical context of the development of Japanese-South Korean 

relations. 

3. To determine the impact of historical issues on contemporary Japan-ROK relations. 

4. To trace the history of the territorial dispute between Japan and the Republic of Korea. 

5. To clarify the nature of Japan's territorial disputes with neighbouring states in the context 

of its geopolitics. 

6. To systemize the educational, commemorative and memorial forms of the memory 

politics of Japan in solving the issue of the territorial sovereignty over the Liancourt 

Rocks. 

7. To identify the political and legal platform and economic aspects of the territorial dispute 

between Japan and the Republic of Korea over the Liancourt Rocks. 

8. To outline the limits and possibilities of the Japanese memory politics in the territorial 

dispute with the Republic of Korea. 

9. To determine the key objectives of Japan's historical policy in its territorial dispute with 

the Republic of Korea and to assess the effectiveness of this policy. 

Hypothesis 

The territorial dispute between Japan and the Republic of Korea has key features of the 

symbolic confrontation. For this reason, memory politics remains the only tool for defending the 

sovereignty over the Liancourt Rocks. The Japanese memory politics in resolving the territorial 

dispute with Korea has become more complex and flexible. Moreover, the need to develop the 

Japanese memory politics was caused by similar processes in South Korea. 

Scope and limitations of research 

The object of the research is Japan—South Korea relations. 

The subject of the research is the memory politics of Japan as a tool for resolving the 

territorial dispute with the Republic of Korea over the Liancourt Rocks. 

This research is focused on the memory politics of Japan as a tool of international relations, 

on its development in the post-war period, on its specific tactics, strategies and practices. The 

Japanese memory politics is brightly manifested in relations with the Republic of Korea. There are 

a number of unresolved historical issues and mutual claims to each other, which can lead to a 

deterioration in Japan—South Korea relations. Undoubtedly, the main focus of the study is on one 

side of these territorial disputes — Japan and its specific approaches to the memory politics. 

In order to fully explore the case of the use of memory politics by Japan to assert sovereignty 

over the territories disputed with Korea, the educational memory politics, memorial and 

commemorative practices of Japan, both at the national and local levels, were analysed. Attention 

was focused on the international dimension of these historical and political practices, on how they 
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their relation to the Japanese foreign policy and the contemporary system of the international 

relations as a whole. 

Methodology 

Memory studies are at the intersection of realist and constructivist paradigms of international 

relations theory. Realists recognize that social and cultural phenomena influence actors’ behaviour 

in international relations, just as many constructivists share the view that patterns of power and 

configurations of national interests can sometimes explain the risks and challenges of foreign policy 

more accurately than identity and norms. 

This dissertation uses defensive realism. It plays a large role in the security dilemma, which 

is based on the balance of offense and defence. The formation of the balance is influenced by the 

geographical location of the state (its geopolitics) and the technologies that it possesses. 24  In 

considering the details of the issues, the study emphasize the importance of the motives and goals 

of states, often at the same time provoking the formation of a state of insecurity.25 

Realists disagree about the extent to which state's internal traditions influences its behavior. 

For neoclassical realists, who share much of the neorealist canon regarding the motives, interests, 

and power of states, it is also important how the ruling elites perceive threats, how they are processed 

in the internal discourse and ingrained social beliefs about the enemies and friends of the state. This 

is vital to understanding how foreign policy is shaped.26 

Constructivists attempted to explore into the depths of public consciousness, to determine 

the role of images, identities, myths and collective memory. Historical memory in their theory 

becomes the basis of the identity of the collective “I”, which is opposed to the collective “Other”.27 

One of the founders of the constructivist school of international relations is the German political 

scientist Alexander Wendt. He emphasized the social nature of each of the actors in the international 

arena. This nature determines the style of political behaviour. Wendt paid attention to the norms 

that form the models and patterns of political behaviour of actors.28 In constructivism, the foreign 

policy of the state is closely connected with the formation of its collective identity. 

 
24 Mackinder H.J. The geographical pivot of history // The Geographical Journal. 1904. №23. Р. 435. 

25  Schweller R. Deadly Imbalances: Tripolarity and Hitler’s Strategy of World Conquest. New York: Columbia 

University Press, 1998; Waever O. Insecurity, Security and Asecurity in the West European Non-War Community // 

Security Communities / ed. Emanuel Adler and Michael Barnett. Cambridge: Cam- bridge University Press, 1998. Р. 

69-108. 

26  Sterling-Folker J. Realist Environment, Liberal Process and Domestic-Level Variables // International Studies 

Quarterly. 1997. №1.  Р. 1–25. 

27 Pavlenko O. V. The constructivist approach to the study of international relations: possibilities and limitations // 

Bulletin of RSHU. Series: Political Science. History. International Relations. 2015. № 6. P. 56. (In Russian) 

28 Wendt A. The Agent-Structure Problem in International Relations Theory // International Organization. 1987. № 3. 
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Identity theory is a middle-level theory in the dissertation. Within the framework of the 

constructivist paradigm, subjectivist approaches to understand identity prevail. Identity there 

perceived in terms of beliefs and identification of the members of a group (in this case, a nation). 

The constructivist notion of identity often suggests that these identities can multiply because 

they are social constructs. There are national identities formed artificially. For example, the 

Singaporean nation, which was actively forming by the state of Singapore after the declaration of 

independence in 1965. Or the ukrainian nation, the ideas about which were developing in the 

marginal ukrainophile circles of the Russian Empire in the XIX century. The possibilities for the 

ukranian nation-building appeared just after 1917. However, this dissertation research is based on 

the idea of a nation as a primordial entity. This is the most relevant option for studying the memory 

politics of Japan, and its relations with Korea. 

The low level theory of the dissertation is narratology. In a broad sense, it is a discipline 

about narratives. The object of narratology is narrative in works, where various specific features are 

distinguished: the presence of an abstract author and an abstract reader, as well as a mediation 

between them.29 Narratology provides a theoretical framework for classifying and systematizing 

narratives, including historical and political ones. 

Methods 

This study is interpretive and based on the use of qualitative methods supported by 

systematization, classification, scientific description, etc. 

To trace the evolution of Japanese historical politics from the Meiji era to the end of World 

War II, the historical-genetic method and the method of scientific description were used. 

In the analysis of the narratives of the memory politics of Japan in 1945-2020 narrative 

analysis was applied. This method is aimed primarily at interpretation. Narratology analyzes what 

is said in discourse, how it was said, by whom and what events are described there.30 In Japanese 

historical and political narratives, the main themes, the connection of the past with the future, moral 

assessments, the positioning of Japan or another “protagonist” in the narrative, and its confrontation 

with the antagonist are highlighted. 

The sequence of historical events is very important in building narratives. It should also be 

emphasized that in this case the Japanese government acts as an authority that can impose narratives 

on the population. 

 
29 Schmit W. Op. cit. P. 9-11. 

30 Leontovich O. A. Methods of communicative research. M.: Gnosis, 2011. P. 92-93. (In Russian) 
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Narrative analysis should show what tools Japan uses to form a compelling narrative. It is 

also important to determine the addressee of these narratives, the foreign policy goals of the state 

that formed them. 

The method of socio-cultural analysis of speech developed within the framework of political 

linguistics was used in the work. Also, for the analysis of speech, the following characteristics are 

substantial: completeness of information, evaluation, the image of a friend and an enemy or 

categories of opposition, institutionalism, forms of manipulation, context.31 

The analysis of the completeness of information is especially important in studies of memory 

politics, since the understatement of any historical facts can often be associated with the forgetting 

or replacement of the historical past, which is inappropriate for the current configuration of the 

memory politics. 

Content analysis was used to define territorial disputes in contemporary Japanese 

geopolitics. In content analysis, the necessary data from sources are categorized.32 For example, it 

was important to determine the context of relations with the Republic of Korea and territorial 

disputes were reflected in the documents of the Ministries of Foreign Affairs and Defence of Japan. 

This study used Carlo Ginzburg's clue paradigm. According to this concept, the scientist 

should pay attention to insignificant clues and details to find the key information about the object 

under study.33 

Empirical data 

 During the work on this dissertation, primary sources in Russian, English, Japanese and 

Korean were analysed. 

The first group of documents is act sources — legal acts and international documents. For 

example, this is the 1905 Japanese Cabinet decision to incorporate the Takeshima Islands (the 

Japanese name for the Liancourt Rocks) in the Shimane Prefecture,34 which is the corner stone of 

the Japan's position on the disputed islands. 

 
31 Chudinov A. P. Discursive characteristics of political communication // Political linguistics. 2012. №2. P. 56-59. (In 

Russian) 

32 Lamont C. Research Methods in International Relations. 2nd Edition. SAGE, 2022. P. 211-212. 

33 Ginzburg C. Myths-emblems-omens: Morphology and history. / M.: New Publishing House, 2004. P. 189-242. (In 

Russian) 

34 Takeshima no Shimane ken hennyu 竹島の島根県編入  [Incorporation of Takeshima to Shimane Prefecture], 

22.02.1905. URL: https://wayback.archive-

it.org/all/20081002223524/http://home.megapass.net/~phoong1/dokdo/simane06.jpg (Accessed on: 23.04.2022) 
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The most important document in the Japanese-South Korean territorial dispute is the San 

Francisco Peace Treaty of 1951.35 The interpretation of this document by both the Japanese and 

Korean sides is important. In this regard, the process of creating the text of this treaty is vital, which 

can be traced through the draft versions36 and memorandums of the authors of the treaty.37 In the 

context of the territorial dispute between Japan and Korea, it is necessary to pay attention to the UN 

convention on the law of the sea,38 according to which the state is assigned a 200-mile exclusive 

economic zone (EEZ) around its land territories. 

Actual sources include state laws of Japan, orders and decrees of Japanese ministries that 

determine the memory politics of the state. This is primarily the constitution of Japan,39 a directive 

to restrict the state Shinto.40 Also, there are documents of the Ministry of Education, the law on 

education41 and amendments to it.42 The decrees and documents at the level of Shimane Prefecture 

are very important, as they are directly related to the territorial dispute. These are, for example, a 

decree on the establishment of Takeshima Day,43 documents and reports related to the celebration 

of Takeshima Day,44 etc. 

 
35  Treaty of Peace with Japan Signed at San Francisco on 8 September 1951. URL 

https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/UNTS/Volume%20136/volume-136-I-1832-English.pdf P. 48. (Accessed on: 

23.04.2022) 

36  Draft Treaty of Peace with Japan. 19.03.1947. URL: 

https://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Draft_Treaty_of_Peace_With_Japan (Accessed on: 23.04.2022) 

37 Boggs S. W. Spratly Island and the Paracels, in Draft Japanese Peace treaty, 13.07.1951. 

38  The United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea. URL: 

https://www.un.org/depts/los/convention_agreements/texts/unclos/unclos_r.pdf (Accessed on: 16.03.2022) 

39  Nihon koku kenpou 日 本 國 憲 法  [The Constitution of Japan], 3.05.1947. URL: https://elaws.e-

gov.go.jp/search/elawsSearch/elaws_search/lsg0500/detail?lawId=321CONSTITUTION (Accessed on: 19.09.2020) 

40 The Shinto Directive 15.12.1945 // Contemporary Religions in Japan, Vol. 1. 1960. №2. pp. 85-89. 

41  Kyoiku kihon hou 教 育 基 本 法  [The main education law], 2006. URL: https://elaws.e-

gov.go.jp/document?lawid=418AC0000000120 (Accessed on: 21.04.2022) 

42 Kyoiku houtou no ichibu wo kaisei suru horitsu 学校教育法等の一部を改正する法律 [Act of Partial Revision of 

the Education Law], 30.03.2007. URL: 

https://warp.ndl.go.jp/info:ndljp/pid/11402417/www.mext.go.jp/component/b_menu/other/__icsFiles/afieldfile/2017/0

4/03/1237942_003.pdf (Accessed on: 21.04.2022) 

43  Takeshima no hi wo sadameru jourei 竹 島 の 日 を 定 め る 条 例  [Takeshima Day Decree]. URL: 

https://www.pref.shimane.lg.jp/gikai/ugoki/takesima/takesima.data/jyourei.pdf (Accessed on: 11.03.2022) 

44 Dai juu kai Takeshima no hi kinen gyouji Takeshima hoppouryoudo henkan youkyuu undou kenmin taikai no kaisai 

кайсай 第 10 回「竹島の日」記念行事、竹島・北方領土返還要求運動県民大会の開催 [10th Takeshima Day 

Commemorative Ceremony and Meeting of the Prefectural Citizens' Movement for the Return of Takeshima and the 
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The second group of documents is departmental sources. These include speeches by 

Japanese Prime Ministers. For example, annual addresses on the occasion of the day of the end of 

World War II. Anniversary speeches, which contain almost all the main narratives of the Japanese 

memory politics or may indicate its transformation are crucial. 

For example, the speech of Japanese Prime Minister Murayama Tomiichi on the occasion of 

the 50th anniversary of the end of World War II. He apologized for Japan's aggression.45 20 years 

later, Prime Minister S. Abe, on the contrary, spoke about the need to get rid of the “burden of 

apologies”.46 

The annual White Papers of the Ministry of Defense47 and the Blue Diplomatic Books48 of 

the Japanese Foreign Ministry are also included in this group. They display Japan's national security 

and foreign policy strategies. The Ministry of Education of Japan produces tutorials and 

methodological materials for school education,49 which also reflect the memory politics of the state. 

Among the documents of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan, materials related to 

territorial disputes will be analysed. These are the ministry's official positions on all three territorial 

issues. From the point of view of the analysis of historical and political narratives, booklets 

published by the Ministry and special websites containing key information on territorial disputes 

can be significant documents.50 

The third group of sources includes press releases and briefings from Japan's official 

institutions. This is, for example, a joint press release by the Japanese Foreign Ministry and the 

Republic of Korea on the occasion of the agreement to “close” the issue of “comfort women” in 

 
Northern Territories]. URL: https://www.pref.shimane.lg.jp/admin/pref/takeshima/web-

takeshima/takeshima02/takeshima02_03/shikitenH27.html (Accessed on: 04.03.2023) 

45 Sengo gojuu no syuunen no soyuusen kinenbi ni atatte (iwayuru Murayama danwa) 戦後 50周年の終戦記念 日 に 

あ た っ て の 村 山 内閣 大臣 談話 [Adress from Prime Minister Murayama on the occasion of the 50th anniversary 

of the end of the war], August 15th 1995. URL: https://www.mofa.go.jp/mofaj/press/danwa/07/dmu_0815.html 

(Accessed on: 23.04.2022) 

46  Naikakusori daijin danwa 内 閣 総 理 大 臣 談 話  [Prime Minister's Statement], 14.08.2015. URL: 

https://www.kantei.go.jp/jp/97_abe/discource/20150814danwa.html (Accessed on: 23.04.2022) 

47 Defense of Japan. (Annual White Paper), Ministry of Defense of Japan, 2021. 

48 Diplomatic Bluebook. Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Japan, 2021. 

49 Chuugakkou gakushuu shidou youryou中学校学習指導要領 [Methodological materials for the secondary school]. 

Mombu kagakusho 文部科学省 [Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology], 2017. 

50 Takeshima mondai juu no pointo 竹島問題 10 のポイント [10 points on the Takeshima islands issue], 2014. URL: 

https://www.mofa.go.jp/mofaj/area/takeshima/pdfs/takeshima_point.pdf (Accessed on: 22.01.2023) 

https://www.kantei.go.jp/jp/97_abe/discource/20150814danwa.html
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2015.51 Also, the Prime Minister at his press conferences may express a personal or official position 

on foreign policy issues.52 

Statistical sources are also used in the dissertation. These are, first of all, public opinion polls. 

They concern the attitude of the Japanese to territorial and historical issues and to the Republic of 

Korea as a whole. There are both government surveys53 and those conducted by NGOs.54 

The fifth group of sources includes journalistic materials. These are media materials related 

to territorial issues. These materials are a substantial part of Japan's official position on the territorial 

dispute with the Republic of Korea. For example, old newspaper articles about Korean provocations 

near the Liancourt Rocks.55 

Moreover, the expositions of the Tokyo National Museum of Territories and Sovereignty56 

and the Takeshima Archive in Shimane57 were used as sources. Moreover, the main attention was 

paid not to the exhibits themselves, but to the system of organizing the exhibition in the museum in 

order to analyse the historical and political narrative. 

The next group is visual sources. These include historical maps, many of which are attracted 

by both the Japanese and Korean side as a justification for the historical right to own the Liancourt 

Rocks. There are also visual materials and videos related to the introduction of personal narratives 

 
51 Nikkan ryou gaishou kyoudou kisha happyou日韓両外相共同記者発表 [The joint press release of Foreign Affairs 

ministers of Japan and Korea], 28.12.2015. URL: https://www.mofa.go.jp/mofaj/a_o/na/kr/page4_001664.html 

(Accessed on: 12.12.2020) 

52  Abe souri kaiken 安 倍 総 理 会 見  [Prime Minister Abe's press conference], 06.03.2017. URL: 

https://www.kantei.go.jp/jp/headline/northkorea201703/kaiken.html (Accessed on: 28.05.2021) 

53 Takeshima ni kan suru seron chousa no gayou「竹島に関する世論調査」の概要  [Opinion Survey on the 

Takeshima Islands], 2019. URL: https://survey.gov-online.go.jp/hutai/r01/r01-takeshima.pdf (Accessed on: 

11.03.2022) 

54 The 7th Japan-South Korea Joint Public Opinion Poll. Analysis Report on Comparative Data. Genron NPO, 2019. 

URL: https://www.genron-npo.net/en/7th-Japan-South%20KoreaJointOpinionPoll.pdf (Accessed on: 9.12.2020) 

55 Kankoku-sen no happou to Takeshima no kyōui (San'in shimpo) 韓国船の発砲と竹島の脅威（山陰新報）[The 

shooting from Korean ships and the threat to the Takeshima islands (San'in shimpo newspaper], 15.03.1953 URL: 

https://www.cas.go.jp/jp/ryodo/shiryo/takeshima/detail/t1953071500102.html (Accessed on: 15.03.2022) 

56 Digital National Museum of Territories and Sovereignty in Tokyo. URL: https://smart360.jp/u/lgTrcvjG/ (Accessed 

on: 17.10.2022) 

57 Takeshima shiryoushitsu tenji mitoritsu 竹島資料室展示見取り図 [Exposition plan of the Takeshima archive]. 

URL: https://www.pref.shimane.lg.jp/admin/pref/takeshima/web-

takeshima/takeshima03/index.data/Reference_room_sketch_H29.pdf (Accessed on: 03.03.2023) 
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about the Liancourt Rocks in education. For example, an illustrated book for children about the loss 

of the Liancourt Rocks by the Japanese.58 

The eighth group includes expert and analytical sources. First of all, these are the works of 

members of research groups on the Takeshima issue.59 On the one hand, these works were created 

by professional researchers. On the other hand, these expert groups are purposefully trying to justify 

Japanese sovereignty over the Liancourt Rocks. Therefore, these sources should be studied as a 

scientific basis for Japanese historical and political narratives about the territories disputed with 

Korea, and not as unbiased studies. 

Presented empirical data is extensive, based on a comprehensive analysis of acts, treaties, 

statistical, journalistic and expert-analytical sources. It is consistent with the goals and objectives 

set in the study. It allows to approach the analysis of the studied issue from different angles. 

Original scholarly research contributions to the subject field 

The dissertation systematized approaches to the study of historical memory in academic 

science and forms of memory politics. It was revealed that one of the most relevant strategies of 

memory politics is forgetting. 

The evolution of the Japanese memory politics from the Meiji era to the end of World War 

II is traced. It is argued that the core place in this process was occupied by the political myth of the 

God-chosen Japanese people, which was centrally imposed by the government of Japan. 

The key features of the narratives of the memory politics of Japan in 1945-2020 were 

revealed. It is a combination of conservative and "pacifist" narratives. The specificity of the 

phenomena of traumatization, forgetting and post-memory in the narratives of the memory politics 

of Japan in 1945-2020 was also revealed. It lies in the fact that forgetting is applied to the aggressive 

expansion of the Japanese Empire in Asia. The trauma of Japan is connected with the defeat in 

World War II. It is also the trauma of losing the territories, which now are disputed by Japan. Japan 

uses trauma in the memory politics to shift emphasis from its aggression of the imperial period. 

The origins of Japan's territorial disputes with neighbouring countries have been clarified in 

the context of its geopolitics. It was found that it is connected with the general tension in the Asia-

Pacific region and the existing balance of power between global and regional powers. 

 
58 Ehon Mechi no ita shi yomigatari. Takeshima Mondai 絵本「メチのいた島」読み語り【竹島問題】 [Reading 

the illustrated book Sea Lion Island. (The Takeshima Issue)], 11.02.2020. URL: 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=PGUk5PpAhM8 (Accessed on: 28.02.2023) 

59 Shimojo Sensei no Hanron Repooto Kankoku Ga Siranay Jyuu no Dokusima no Kyogi 下條 先生 の 反論 レポー

ト 韓国 が 知ら ない の 独島 虚偽 」 [Professor Shimojo “10 false facts that Korea does not know about Dokdo”]. 

URL: https://www.pref.shimane.lg.jp/admin/pref/takeshima/web-takeshima/takeshima04/dokutonokyogi/ (Accessed 

on: 05.03.2023) 
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The political and legal platform of the territorial dispute between Japan and the Republic of 

Korea on the Liancourt Rocks was revealed. It is based on the principle of terra nullius. According 

to the Japanese interpretation, the islands were incorporated to Japan in 1905. It also includes the 

Japanese interpretation of the San Francisco Peace Treaty. 

The educational, commemorative and memorial forms of the memory politics of Japan in 

solving the issue of the territorial belonging of the Liancourt Rocks were systemized. It is argued 

that the Japanese state seeks support for its position in the territorial dispute from its population. 

The relationship between the legal and economic elements of the memory politics of Japan 

in solving the issue of the Liancourt Rocks is revealed. It lies between the interests of the local elites 

of Shimane Prefecture, who have their own economic interests in the Liancourt Rocks, and the 

interests of the central government of Japan, for whom the victory in the “historical confrontation” 

with the Republic of Korea is paramount. 

In general, this dissertation is a contribution to the problematic field of memory studies. The 

phenomena of forgetting, trauma and post-memory developed in the European tradition of this 

discipline are reworked on the example of Japanese memory politics. This case helps to discover 

new details of these phenomena. 

Moreover, the results of this work show that in the study of contemporary international 

relations, memory politics and related issues of identity are among the main factors that must be 

taken into account even in a realist approach, traditionally concentrated on more material and 

objective aspects. 

Applied results of the research 

From a theoretical perspective, this dissertation contributes to the problem field of social 

memory studies. Phenomena developed within the European tradition of this discipline—such as 

forgetting, trauma, and post-memory—are re-examined through the case of Japan's historical policy. 

This case study helps to reveal new nuances of these phenomena. 

Furthermore, the findings of this work demonstrate that in the study of contemporary 

international relations, historical policy and its associated identity issues are among the primary 

factors that must be considered, even within a realist paradigm traditionally focused on more 

material and objective aspects. 

It is also crucial to understand the mobilizational potential of Japan's historical policy. The 

image of a “pacifist” Japan is a beneficial one, strategically employed as an instrument of the 

nation's soft power. Japan constitutionally enshrined the “renunciation of war as a sovereign right 
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of the nation and the threat or use of force as a means of settling international disputes”. 60 

Nevertheless, the Japanese Self-Defense Forces rank eighth in the global military power rankings.61 

Moreover, this dissertation can contribute to a better understanding of the specific character of 

international relations in the East Asian region and the significant role that historical memory. 

The summary of the findings and conclusions 

Japan has long been closed in its reflexion of the World War 2. Historical memory was 

rooted in their own traumas, connected both with the hardships and losses of ordinary Japanese, and 

in a more global sense, trauma based on the defeat complex in World War 2. 

In the post-war period, when Japan was the first Asian country to join a number of powerful 

economic powers, the solution of historical problems was limited to the payment of compensation 

and economic assistance to its Asian neighbours. But at the same time as other countries of East 

Asia also achieved high economic development, the Japanese influence faded away. There was no 

longer that dependence on Japanese investments in both China and the Republic Korea. 

In the 1990s and later, Japan was ready for a dialogue on historical issues. War crimes of the 

World War 2 were apologized and compensations were paid. However, there was no complete 

liberalization of memory politics. Supporters of a conservative view of Japanese history retained 

their positions in power, despite the political crisis of 1993. 

Due to dissatisfaction with the liberalization of memory politics in the second half of the 

1990s right-wing conservative forces of the political elites began to consolidate. Their influence 

was the key to the further development of Japan's memory politics. 

However, it does not mean that memory politics after that began to be built exclusively on a 

conservative narrative. The “pacifist” narrative has much more meaning for the common Japanese 

population. The World War 2 became the basis of the traumatic post-memory of ordinary Japanese. 

This period and militarism in general is perceived quite painfully among the most of the Japanese 

people. 

Such hybrid of conservatism and pacifism became the basis for the development of Japan's 

complex and flexible memory politics in the XXI century. Political elites began to use the theme of 

war-related trauma for their own purposes. First, it was necessary to displace the context of the 

aggressive expansionist policy of the Japanese Empire. Secondly, Japan, on the contrary, began to 

position itself as a “victim” and to center the trauma on themselves. 

 
60  Nihon koku kempo: 日 本 國 憲 法  [The Constitution of Japan], 3.05.1947. URL: https://elaws.e-

gov.go.jp/search/elawsSearch/elaws_search/lsg0500/detail?lawId=321CONSTITUTION (Access data: 19.09.2020) 

61 2023 Military Strength Ranking. URL: https://www.globalfirepower.com/countries-listing.php (Дата обращения: 

07.10.2025) 

https://elaws.e-gov.go.jp/search/elawsSearch/elaws_search/lsg0500/detail?lawId=321CONSTITUTION
https://elaws.e-gov.go.jp/search/elawsSearch/elaws_search/lsg0500/detail?lawId=321CONSTITUTION
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The evolution of contemporary Japan's historical policy is clearly manifested in the territorial 

dispute over the Liancourt Rocks. Historical policy is paramount in this conflict, as a legal resolution 

appears unattainable. The economic significance of the Liancourt Rocks themselves is not 

substantial for either country. From its post-colonial perspective, the Republic of Korea perceives 

Japan's territorial claims as an an attack on Korean national identity. Collectively, this demonstrates 

that the territorial dispute exists primarily within the realm of competing historical narratives. 

Historical policy has become Japan's primary method for asserting its position on the 

Liancourt Rocks, given the Republic of Korea's de facto control of the islands and its refusal to refer 

the case to the International Court of Justice. Brochures from the Japanese Ministry of Foreign 

Affairs, museum exhibitions (the Takeshima Archive, the National Museum of Territory and 

Sovereignty in Tokyo), and commemorative practices (Takeshima Day) enable Tokyo to keep the 

issue on the international and bilateral agenda and to counter the arguments of the South Korean 

side. 

This research has also identified the principal features of Japan's historical policy aimed at 

addressing the Liancourt Rocks issue. 

First, in recent years, Japan has amassed a significant body of historical facts, materials, 

maps, and documents, which, with the active participation of scholars, have been constructed into a 

coherent and consistent narrative. Japan is effectively "lengthening" the history of its possession of 

the Liancourt Rocks. The “primordial” nature of the islands for Japan is confirmed not only by the 

1905 incorporation decree that annexed Takeshima to Shimane Prefecture but also by the 1618 

permit for passage to Utsuryo Island (Ulleungdo) issued by the shogunate to Japanese fishermen. 

Without resorting to falsifications, Japan uses this document to displace the painful context of its 

colonial expansion on the Korean Peninsula in the early 20th century from the territorial dispute. 

Second, Japan emphasizes the theme of economic activity on the Liancourt Rocks as 

evidence of effective control over the territories. Material evidence, such as fishing boats, stuffed 

specimens of the extinct Japanese sea lions hunted near the Liancourt Rocks, and the memoirs of 

fishermen's descendants, have become an integral part of the Japanese narrative. 

Third, Japan's historical policy regarding the territorial dispute with the Republic of Korea 

is characterized by a regional specificity. Numerous educational, commemorative, and memorial 

practices originated in Shimane Prefecture. For regional elites, public organizations, and local 

communities, the issue of the Liancourt Rocks' ownership is closely tied to local identity. Initiatives 

originating from Shimane, such as the establishment of Takeshima Day and the creation of the 

Takeshima Archive, were subsequently adopted by the central government. This symbiosis has 

enabled the creation of a robust system of argumentation that has been scaled up to the level of 

national policy. 
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Shimane has become the epicenter of memorial practices related to the Liancourt Rocks. The 

interaction between Tokyo and the regional elites of Shimane is particularly evident in the attendance of 

Takeshima Day ceremonies by Japanese government representatives. However, local elites are keen for 

Tokyo to pay much greater attention to the territorial dispute. Specifically, the Shimane prefectural 

government invites the Prime Minister to attend Takeshima Day every year. Yet, attendance by the Japanese 

head of government would significantly raise tensions with the Republic of Korea. Here, Tokyo opts for a 

more flexible and cautious approach, whereas the local elites of Shimane are characterized by a more hardline 

position. 

Fourth, Japan's historical policy regarding the Liancourt Rocks exhibits a phenomenon of trauma. 

This is untypicak for Japan-ROK relations, where the Republic of Korea is typically considered the bearer 

of trauma associated with Japanese expansion. Japanese society as a whole does not share a collective 

“trauma of loss” regarding the Liancourt Rocks. It directly affected only a segment of Shimane's residents, 

who held personal memories of the islands. However, through educational and memorial policies, Japan is 

beginning to expand the trauma of these individuals to the national level via exhibitions, diaries, children's 

books, and the recollections of fishermen's descendants. 

Fifth, for Japan, the territorial dispute over the Liancourt Rocks has long ceased to be exclusively a 

legal or diplomatic problem. It has transformed into a narrative confrontation, facilitated by the tools of 

historical policy. The success of this policy is measured not by the return of the islands—which is unlikely 

in the foreseeable future—but by the achievement of domestic objectives: the consolidation of society around 

the ruling elite, the strengthening of national identity through the positioning of a "Self vs. Other" dichotomy 

(with the Republic of Korea as the "Other"), and the effective neutralization of domestic political risks 

associated with the territorial issue. 

Thus, Japan's historical policy has proven to be an effective mechanism for adapting to a 

political stalemate. The development of this historical policy has allowed Japan to maintain the 

appearance of active efforts to resolve the territorial issue while simultaneously avoiding real 

escalation with the Republic of Korea. 

Statements to be defended 

1. A key feature of Japan's historical policy is the combination of conservative and "pacifist" 

narratives. These two perspectives on the past, particularly concerning the period of the 

Second World War, coexist and exert a combined influence on Japan's historical policy. 

However, neither conservatism nor "pacifism" can be expressed in their most extreme forms. 

Japanese historical policy is also characterized by the phenomena of traumatization, 

forgetting, and post-memory. These are reflected in Japan's historical policy regarding the 

territorial dispute with the Republic of Korea as well. 

2. Japan and the Republic of Korea face a range of issues related to the historical past. These 

historical problems have become a mutual instrument of influence, the use of which is 

determined by the current domestic political climate and strategic foreign policy interests of 
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both countries. Their actualization or silencing depends directly on the will of the political 

leadership, which uses them to consolidate the electorate during periods of crisis, while 

demonstrating a readiness for compromise during periods of rapprochement, setting painful 

issues aside to achieve more significant geopolitical and economic goals. 

3. In the Japan-ROK territorial dispute over the Liancourt Rocks, historical policy serves as a 

key instrument. The justification of sovereignty is pursued not in the legal sphere, but 

through competing national narratives. Japan bases its interpretation of the history of the 

Liancourt Rocks on a multitude of historical sources (maps, chronicles, evidence of 

economic activity). 

4. Japan's historical policy in the territorial dispute over the Liancourt Rocks serves a dual 

function. As an instrument of geopolitical representation, it serves, on the one hand, the 

goals of internal consolidation and the formation of national identity, and on the other, the 

legitimization of foreign policy claims against the Republic of Korea. Its effectiveness is 

measured not by the resolution of disputes, but by its ability to maintain a balance between 

confrontational rhetoric, necessary for mobilizing society, and pragmatic rapprochement 

with strategic partners. This is clearly demonstrated by the unique case of maintaining a 

territorial confrontation with the Republic of Korea while cooperating within the trilateral 

Washington-Tokyo-Seoul alliance. 

5. The mechanism of historical policy that has developed in Japan regarding the territorial 

dispute with the Republic of Korea over the Liancourt Rocks is multi-level. A key role is 

played by the symbiosis of initiatives from regional elites and civil society in Shimane 

Prefecture, which are subsequently adapted and integrated into the national strategy by the 

central government. This mechanism includes educational initiatives, commemorative 

practices (Takeshima Day), the creation of memorial infrastructure (the Takeshima Archive, 

the National Museum of Territory and Sovereignty), and the active use of expert 

communities to formulate scientifically grounded narratives. 

The core of the Japanese historical-political narrative is structurally based on three 

interconnected components. First, Japan insists on historical primacy and the "primordial" 

ownership of the islands, substantiating its position with documents from the 17th and 20th 

centuries. Second, Japan's historical policy regarding the Liancourt Rocks emphasizes 

economic activity on the islands as proof of effective control. Third, the "trauma of loss" of 

the Liancourt Rocks was formed only within a small community in Shimane Prefecture. 

However, the Japanese state weaves the personal stories of this community's members into 

its historical policy to share this trauma with a broader Japanese public, thereby popularizing 

the issue of the territorial dispute with the Republic of Korea among the population. 
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6. Japan's historical policy regarding the territorial dispute is pragmatic, flexible, and aligned 

with the country's core strategic objectives. This is manifested in its balancing of nationalist 

rhetoric for a domestic audience and cautious actions on the international stage to avoid 

escalation in relations with the Republic of Korea. This pragmatism is ensured, in part, by 

the limited representation of the central government at memorial events in Shimane. 

7. The effectiveness of Japan's historical policy in the territorial dispute should be evaluated 

not through the lens of conflict resolution (which remains a legal and political dead end), 

but through the achievement of its key objectives: legitimizing the official position 

domestically, forming a national consensus, and maintaining dialogue with the Republic of 

Korea. 
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