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Most of the literature on pre World War II Japanese diplomacy and foreign
policy is the product of the histérian; few works on the subject in either Japanese
or English reflect the political scientist's concern with identifying and analyzing
political processes and patterns.

***Few works on the subject in either Japanese or English reflect the political
processes and patterns. All too often, "studies dealing with Japanese diplomacy
have been, at one extreme, mere chronicles with lists of treaties or, at one
example, mere interpretive, usually quite biased short accounts of dubious
scholatly values (Blaker,1977).
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Abstract

Negotiation, in general, is an essential aspect of politics and international
politics in particular. Negotiation is often described as one ia’entz'ﬁablé mode of
joint decision-making-distinguished from coalition, when the choice is made by
numerical aggregation, and judication, when the choice is made hierarchy by a

judge who aggregates conflicting values and interest into a single decision (I, William
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A treaty signed between Japan’s Foreign Minister, Jutaro Kokura and Russia’s
Imperial Secretary of State, Sergius Whitte, in Portsmouth, New Hampshire,
terminated the Russo-Japanese War on September 5, 1905. In the treaty Russia
acknowledged Japan’s supeme interests in Korea, transferred to Japan its lease of
the Liaotung Peninsula and the railways it had built southern Manchuria, and
ceded the southern half of Sakhalin in lieu of an indemnity.

It is quite true that, for many people at large, the Portsmouth Peace Treaty is
simply the story of negotiations between Russia and Japan; but if one takes a close
look at the preparation for peacemaking in terms of mediation, it is not just the
story of two nations. Rather, it is a story of international dimensions, for when
it comes to the question of who hosted the peace conference or the peace making
effort, no one disputes that it was the Americans, led by American President
Theodore Roosevelt, since he hosted the treaty negotiations in such a way as to put
the United States’ own stamp on the final outcome. While President Roosevelt
was sincere in his desire to step in and assist the Japanese in peacemaking, he was
at the same time did not wish Russian power destroyed in East Asia.

In sum, Theodore Roosevelt as president of the United States was bargaining

with Japan and Russia to meet several significant but indirect interests.

The Eventual Reluctance of European Nations as Mediators

Of the Western powers, France was greatly concerned over the unexpected
development of the War, which was unfavorable towards her ally, Russia, and it
was France who first made unwelcome and unsuccessful attempts to mediate in the
course of the Russo-Japanese negotiations. It was again France who later initiated
efforts to consummate peace between Russia and Japan.

As early as December 14,1904, Bompar, the French Ambassador to Russia,
visited Japanese Minister Motono in Paris and offered his offices for the purpose of
initiating peace negotiations, but Japan politely rejected the offer on the ground

that Japan did not have any intention of asking for the intervention of a third

4



K=< ABNEALHOBER

Power, and that Russia, if she sincerely aspired for peace, ought best to negotiate
directly with Japan.

Meanwhile Port Arthur capitulated, and the surrender of that famous
stronghold was interpreted as a death blow not only to the interests but also to the
ambitions of Russia’s Fast Asian policy. Yet while peace proposals were suggested
by many countries, no nation desired to act as mediator. The most interesting
talks were held at Berlin, proposing that Germany, France, and the United
States should unite in an attempt to force peace on Japan, to separate Japan from
Great Britain, and to effect a new alliance between Russia and Japan since this
might help isolate Great Britain from Japan. When the news reached London,
the British government hastened to send Cecil Spring-Rice to Washington, D.
C., and to St. Petersburg, so as to keep the United States from joining such a
ridiculous project.

As President Roosevelt and Cecil Spring-Rice had known each other for more
than twenty years, the President trusted Cecil Spring-Rice, it seemed likely to the
British that the President would receive him in the nation’s capital, which he did.

The visit of Spring-Rice to Washington, D. C. first accomplished the
mission for which he was sent, and second it also clarified in the President’s miﬁd
the contemporary European complications. It was right after this memorable visit
that President Roosevelt began to take a direct interest in effecting peace between
Japan and Russia.

On the one hand, President Roosevelt took advantage of having previously
stood aloof from European politics; on the other hand, he was extremely
concerned over the developments taking place in East Asia. As President Roosevelt
began to take a strong interest in the future prospects of East Asia, he emerged
as a leader with an eager interest in peace. Roosevelt first conceived the wisdom
of approaching Russia before Japan and suggested through French Ambassador
Dousserant in Washington the advantage of an appeal to Russia for peace.
Dousserant, in his ambassadorial capacity, also transmitted the same idea to the

Tsar through the French President via a similar channel, but the Tsar rejected
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the friendly advice as he was determined to continue the war against Japan. This
was mainly because the Tsar firmly believed that Russia’s Baltic Fleet could single
handedly defeat Japan. Germany immediately suspected that President Roosevelt
had been working for the benefit of Japan. President Roosevelt, however, became
convinced that it was better and necessary to wait for the final result of the battle
of Mukden and the fate of the Baltic Fleet before proceeding further, and dropped
the matter for the time being.

Japan's triumph at Mukden on March 10 marked one more step toward
peace. Public polls taken in the world at that time read in the battle of Mukden
the last hope of Russia on land crushed beyond repair. Even the pro Russian
papers began to advise an immediate termination of the War as the only way
of saving Russia’s face. At home in Russia, there emerged a new rising tide
towards a peace settlement. On March 14, the then Finance Minister Witte, in a
memorandum to Tsar Nicholas, insisted on the financial difficulty of continuing
the war and argued the wisdom of pursuing peace before Russia was completely
defeated on the battlefield in Manchuria. French Ambassador Soussaran in
Washington, D. C., called upon President Theodore Roosevelt to learn Japan’s
terms of peace. The German Ambassador in Washington, meanwhile, tried hard
to convince the Japanese Ambassador Takahira, as well as President Roosevelt that
Tsar Nicholas was prepared for the continuation of the War for another year, but
that Japan would not be able to endure for that period.

Therefore, President Roosevelt again set out on the trial of mediation. To
do so, Roosevelt had several meetings with Ambassador Takahira and strongly
urged Japan to take advantage of the favorable position of the Japanese army in
Manchuria to conclude peace, while he also tried to learn in confidence Japanese
terms, especially her intention as to the obtaining of any indemnity. But Jutaro
Komura insisted that although ]ap.an was very grateful to President Roosevelt for
his gesture of friendship towards Japan, it was a tall order for Japan not only to
offer her terms before the peace talks were organized, but also to clarify Japan’s

position pertaining to the question of indemnity. Of course, Japan was justified
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in demanding indemnity in the event of the victory in the War against Russia,
citing numerous precedents in similar cases.

In this connection, while President Roosevelt revealed a proposal supported
by France and Russia for an international conference to decide the outcome of the
Russo-Japanese War, but he rejécted the idea because he believed that the issues
should be decided by the two nations themselves. Roosevelt was of the opinion
that such an international conference was so detrimental to China’s territorial
integrity that it would do more harm than good. By the same token, Great
Britain and Germany also supported Roosevelt’'s viewpoint. Komura was in
complete agreement with the President’s views and insisted on direct negotiations
with Russia.

Although on April 5, France, through the efforts of Delcasse, tried to step in
to help Russia, Ambassador Takahira obtained reliable information on the Russian
desire for peace negotiations if Japan waived such strong demands as the territorial
cession of Sakhalin or any indemnity payment. Komura's position remained firm
and unshaken and the French overtures failed again. (Yoshimura, 2001, pp. 7-75
& Okazaki, 2003, Chapters 3-8)

Japan’s Position & Komura’s Actions

In the light of the attitudes of the Western Powers, Japan found herself in a
position to able to decide on a fundamental policy for facing the issues of war and
peace. On April 8, the Japanese Cabinet adopted the following resolutions:

That, (1), a plan should be formulated on the basis of the further
prolongation of the War; thart, (2),]apan’s military position should be
strengthened by solidifying the places already occupied and stepping up its efforts
toward the assured attainment of a predominant position; (3), that necessary
steps be taken diplomatically to bring about satisfactory peace conditions as far as
circumstances permitted (Blaker, 1975 on Komura and the Portsmouth Treaty,
Chapter 2).

Komura confidentially communicated the aforementioned decision to Great
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Britain and then to the United States, after which President Roosevelt wrote
to Taft, the Secretary of War, telling him that peace negotiations ought to be
conducted directly between Japan and Russia.

Roosevelt also placed an emphasis on the point that Japan was prepared to
uphold an Open Door Policy in Manchuria and to return Manchuria to China.
Komura assured President that Japan was in one hundred percent agreement
with his ideas. Having heard Komura's remarks, Roosevelt made a proposal for
a preliminary meeting between Russian Ambassador Cassini and the Japanese
Ambassador Takahira. But contrary to the President’s suggestions, Komura first
instructed Takahira to point out from financial and military standpoint that the
tide of. events at the moment was moving in favor of Japan-even in the face of the
approaching Baltic Fleet in the Far East. Thereafter, Komura indirectly made a
proposal to President Roosevelt by assuring him of Japan'’s desire to meet Russia if
Tsar Nicholas expressed his intention of effecting peace; and, "at the same time,
Komura stressed the point that the success of such a move was totally contingent
upon the sincerity of the Tsar's desire for peace.

President Roosevelt, meanwhile, realized that Russia would not consider
peace until after the destiny of her Baltic Fleet's mission became known, and
it would be to the best interest of Japan to negotiate for peace before the fated
meeting of Baltic Fleet and the Japanese Navy, the outcome of which he seems to
have regarded with mixed feelings and apprehensiveness. The Japanese leaders,
including Komura, were well aware of the fact that Japan was moving towards a
diplomatic breakthrough in its efforts to attain satisfactory peace terms and made
a decision about taking the first step in that direction after a careful deliberation
of the whole status quo at that time. Thus, on May 31, Komura responded
swiftly and gave direct instructions to Ambassafor Takahira first to get in touch
with President Roosevelt, and second to question him about his hopes for peace,
suggesting that it would be President Roosevelt who could directly and entirely
of his own initiative invite Russia and Japan to come together at the negotiation

table, and that should the President be disposed to undertake the mediation
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work, Japan would leave to his discretion the course of the procedure and the
matter of consulting with the other Western powers. Thus, on June 1, President

Roosevelt accepted without reservation the invitation that had been extended to

him. (Yoshimura, 2003, pp. 1-42 & Okazaki, Chapters 4-6)

At the Negotiation Table in Portsmouth

The Japanese delegation was led by Foreign Minister Jutaro Komura and
Kogoro Takahira—Japanese Ambassador to the United States. The Russians,
meanwhile, wete represented by the Imperial Secretary of State Sergius Whitte
and Roman Rosen—Ruséian Ambassador to the United States. It has been
reported that as a mediator President Theodore Roosevelt dominated the run-up to
the conference with his energetic attempts to get the two sides together; but once

the negotiations were underway, he held aloof, avoiding the trip to Portsmouth.

(Kimura, 1991, pp. 68-72)
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President Roosevelt favored Japan. He perceived Japan as young and active
and far more likely than the corrupt, decadent Russians to contribute to the
development of East Asia. Theodore Roosevelt himself was also a firm believer in
the balance of power, which he thought would be better served by a preeminent
Japan than by a dominant Russia.

Whitte came to Portsmouth determined to play a major role by wowing the
American press corps and took good advantage of the American tendency to be
overawed by the aristocracy.

President Roosevelt, though, was rather unimpressed with Whitte’s brusque
attitudes, while Whitte looked down his nose at the President’s republican
origins. Whitte's reaction to a meeting with Roosevelt at the President’s summer
home on the Long Island is symptomatic.

Whitte’s impression of President Roosevelt's summer home was that it was
an ordinary summer house of a burgher of small means. The luncheon served
was not digestible, and, moreover, what made Whitte especially unhappy was
that there was no wine, not even a tablecloth. Whitte had no appreciation of
Roosevelt's efforts to be charmingly informal.

The Japanese delegation was also struck by Roosevelt's informality, his style
of interpersonal communication, and the luncheon menu. But no mention was
made of this at the time.

Other behavior which baffled Whitte was Roosevelt's style of mediation
for when Roosevelt greeted the two delegations together at his home, Roosevelt
slighted the Russians by toasting the Japanese delegation before their Russian
counterparts, which in turn not only disturbed Whitte and the Russian
delegation but also signified to the two delegations that the President might be on
the Japanese side during the upcoming negotiations in Portsmouth.

The Portsmouth negotiations in the end boiled down to an argument over
the cession of Russian territory and payment of an indemnity to Japan. The
Russian delegation was adamantly opposed to the cession of any land or payment

of any money at all. Their claim was that they had not lost any Imperial Russian
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territory, and therefore, that they were not a defeated power.

The Japanese delegation had taken care of the first issue by seizing Sakhalin
in July,1905, just before the peace negotiations began, thus creating a bargaining
counter.

President Roosevelt, at this point, stepped in to get the two sides to reach
an agreement. He persuaded the Russians to give up the southern half of Sakhalin
(which was retaken by the Russians in 1945, along with the Northern Territories),
and then talked Japan out of seeking an indemnity payment for the war.

It was a state of affair that both Japan and Russia found unsatisfactory and
which both had many years earlier tried to rectify by gaining exclusive control over
the island of Sakhalin. The Japanese had first appealed directly to St. Petersburg
in 1862 and 1867, pressing their claims on the basis of historical rights. When
this failed, they had proposed arbitration by the United States in 1870 and 1890,
but with equal lack of success. Russia rejected Japan's pretensions to Sakhalin by
citing her own historical associations and warning Japan about British designs.
Russia and Japan each offered to buy out the other’s rights to the island. But both
intimidated the other by dispatching troops and colonists to rub shoulders on
the disputed acreage. Although neither side showed any inclination to relinquish
Sakhalin, both expressed willingness to concede part of the Kurils. A series of
negotiations between 1862 and 1884 found themselves agreed to disagree on
Sakhalin.

The result of the Portsmouth Peace Treaty was construed as a personal
achievement for Theodore Roosevelt, and it led directly to his winning the Nobel
Peace Prize. Theodore Roosevelt had established the United States as a major force
in Great Power diplomacy.

His feat was not appreciated in either Russia or Japan, though, and the Tsar
nearly repudiated the treaty as an affront to the empire and only acquiesced after
Witte's adroit persuasiveness and timely forgetfulness of telegrams ordering him to
retract his argument to the Treaty.

The Tsar's control was then shaken by the revolution of 1905, a foretaste of

11
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1917-18, and Whitte could not be certain if the imperial system would still be in
place upon his return to Russia.

In Japan, the John Q citizens and mobs roamed the streets of Tokyo in
outrage over Japan's inability to win an indemnity and hundreds of people died
during the riot. The Japanese governmenf, however, followed a time-honored
custom still practiced by the LDP today: they kept silence and hoped the uproar
would die down, which it did eventually.

Jutaro Komura, like a good old warrior, was resigned to dying at the hands
of the mob when he landed at Yokohama, but Itoh Hirofumi, who was Komura’s
patron, arranged for Komura to land at a pier reserved for the Emperor, thus
avoiding any unpleasantness at the main landing point; and he headed for Tokyo.

In short, Jutaro Komura was a negotiator who was less compromising than

Tokyo. Like the relatively conciliatory diplomats, he was quicker than Tokyo

AN E T ¢ T EKICIRENO B & BEIOREIC A & h = HEE,
(Komura, left, watches Whitte sign the treaty documents on Sep. 5, 1905.
From PHC. There Are No Victors.)

12



K= T AWABN RGO BER

to conclude the other side had exhausted its concessions, and his messages via
telegraph evaluating Tsar’s firmness at each negotiation stage, especially near
the end, were an important element in the process of policy adjustment back in
Tokyo.

Theodore Roosevelt appears to be a weaker mediator. His intervention,
however, was effective not because it converted the forces of power but because it
interceded to decision-making processes already underway in Portsmouth, New

Hampshire.

Hi0Post Script (7&K

DTt FEERO [/MFEREBOANERD | IZDWTO—H5E
FEBA L2, AT FREUIBHEFERIRONICE TH ) ZZHFETDH
Hole MMTER—Y T ABHNRBLMOEREAAHORELSTIEI LW
PE RO I ERIT, BESYE, FERRIIE D o 72 BEEOHFE
BABLERHERKELBEL THICOT Ty ruat sy YRIEEREC
E2bDTHbH, A A [/ITFIEHM] X, FMKOKERFRA L
Za— I3 -7 OFEEBEIMFEEHEIIC. MEOENTEMMEDNZ D
DTH5H,

NFREBDL)E - FFEIFAER

IMTFERIPEF N0, ILFRROKDIGETH L, £ D
DTAEFNITIE, V) FRERV L BIEMEHI RS IN TS, NV
JIRBE, ChECAMEMSTHEFOHRICHEZEY . RICHEE
. ZHED EOHBWAEEIRER 2. BEIHARIZ (= v 7 IKEE
g -72b 00, EEHED—HE R o72biFTh b, dVEERAD
Whh, FRREAZ L) &Lz, FALBEIORRIZERIIZIETN
72D TH b,

AFFERIR, WREZOEREE L CERRICEE N DMMIRIL.
TR ONMETIZD o 7205, KA BESLHE, KERAESLHEHS
EORGHREETLED [RETHL] RTHo72e XOBIXTHRET

13



B Lim 16

Holzhs, MBURTH o7z, BREMERI LIS, Eft 2R LosdHEEIck
L7790, HFREIIXOBBICRELETXBENONL I LIILDD
T@éoﬁmﬁk%ﬁﬂﬁé%@F%ﬁ%%ECLTﬁLmJkWS:
ETHH 7T,

BOWTEBB) THo P REBERRRNTH - 72, T ITHIG%
EZAHBH Y HRIHETNECIFIAHT. HAFNCd 5 WFLE
L7z0. EHEHRIED LTETONZE W) FRIAERVEGT
BEETTHoDIE, FOBNWTLH LD Lk,

DERROFERIZTEDN o203, IhF B EEroRLET
HY. BELHBOETTHo. RETIX. VFTHoHFERBE, 72
CELWAPIZZHE L) &, BREAES /UFEHLICERITEENLBSD
AT OTH D, BEFIEE 2 Br Ao CIdFARRIC, BHLH2
Hizo FlZ T, BEFFOHRMEFEC/NS RS E KRBFE L O—ET
LOBF LWELkE2HEBT LR E VI, 20 L) i,
5T T LS, FHAROMEIR 2 0 EBIROH S R HEL LA H K
EEINThoZE VLW EWnDbILTW5S,

FEREBDFFREZ B 72 OB L HKEZE U120 FETH %,
MR BROERO [T EFFsh, RISAFVRL T TV ATH
FLEBBEEIBO., BIZEENIBFOEBICEREN-EfEE L o7
AN TH DB, /MR, FLHREOER, FREBFISROREICRFERE %
EEL., BERFAEL L TCORKERIRIC, HFREBE RIFOILESR
IR L 72RETL Ho7re IMEIZHFRIRIZ [ZND 513 EEDORA
CEFIES LERKMORGEE L EH S0 . BFONET
SRKEERIZAFTEZA L) HIERELXEFICEB X NI TEORIESL FE
BAbg €7, ZOBRTHERERIE [BELE] AFTHZ LI 57:0T
H5

F4 (BEZ4E) ORBINEIT. MM O BEEEE 2R L CER
T THD o 7255 HEAHIEL TW 2 7V $EED, BB O
X THEHFEOBBRERIZEE LB THo 2. —FT1, HEEZL Uhnr:
A, FHREBIL [WFE—ARN] 2 H o THET, Yo EEHA~ M

14



K= v ARHMENLBEOHEE

B % 51T T L DTH o

FHEIDISR, BB IEDO R WAEELZIY 22T T BEED
HAR, /MEF RIS REORICEHIIEICKII L. FIZEEED
THRA Y DS EEE 72 o 720

LI HT, EEEAFMORER ERER, MMIFARE TESE
DEHBNAN] TEH > THJHERBEAANTIIZ V] ) B 5RWE
LI eDh b, FlziE, UTOLEIZE T - 725 KERHFR L7
EXOBHEUEDO—MIE, FOZF2HED, L) HEERFRELETHIHER
DERESZ B, ThTER, I8ROFREE DT -2 HEOHEIR L
WZ LR ETH L. LLTORGEL, FFic. FREPFEEAICHE
L728ARKD L BRICBITT 2 MBI OO H AOHEORKT. BEEH 2
mArETEELZEREERLL )

ML DEFEWS T [kd L THEESETZHE], XOoE»HD [4
EELR] OKRYESEZHRONIZHFERRBTH 720, HBRFI8KTH o2
FE IMTOREBRBINE, FEFRE CREAD X 71 —RASRL
EORSREICEES T 5.) DEBHIHEL L ELRVL 00D b,

I. My Autobiography

I was born in a solitary rural town, about three years after the memorable
visit of Commodore Perry. I had hardly breathed when the whole country felt a
great shock which proved more disastrous in its effect than any ever experienced
in Japan. While yet a child, the feudal system existed both in its spirit and
form, though in a fast declining state. I was early impressed therefore with those
early ideas of feudality. Although I passed my childhood amid the scenes and
circumstances incident to feudal life and received my early education among the
superstitious mass of the country population, I am living under an improved
condition and cultivating myself in the light of science and philosophy. Thus
reflecting upon my past life, I can not hesitate to divide it into two periods; the
first that of rural life and the second that of city life. In the former, I observed

man in his local manners and in the latter, 1 have * * * ing man in his general
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nature. Locality and generality are what characterize the respective periods of my
life as far as it goes.

I was home-bred until your years old. At the age of five I began to attend
a private school and continued to go there until I was put into a public school.
Unfortunately for me, in early childhood, I had very delicate health and wanted
to take medicine “every alternative day” as my grand-mother used to say. This
circumstance prevented me from making hard study and I made so little progress
in the private school, that in point of memory I was far below those under my
age. My early education was, therefore, neglected and imperfect.

At the age of twelve, I entered the public school, where I studied the
Chinese Classics and learned a bit of history of Japan. Every-day lessons were, on
the whole, easy and simple, although I found sometimes difficulties in composing
poems. It was the circumstance of school to have it opened on the eleventh of
the first month. On thar particular day, all the school-boys and school-masters
congregated together, the head-master read some speeches (usually selected pieces
“taken from the Classics) and we were required to bow down before the image of
Confucius or Koshi as we call him. On those days I felt very strange, I remember
to find boys of seven or cight years of age dressed up like men above fifteen. These
boys lost their fathers and were obliged to pretend they were in majority, that is,
above fifteen, for it was feudal law that no minor could succeeded his father and
on the failure of male heirs, a part on the whole of his hereditary income should
escheat to his load.

From early childhood, I enjoyed the benefit of associating with men of
different orders. I was enabled to form impressions on teas, agriculture and
knighthood. This was the effect of my peculiar situation. I took up residence
in the town. Looking up northward from my residence, I could see a castle
standing on a rock ... ng in nature. Immediately outside the castle, there were
the mansions of the chief vassals. There comes the town population and finally,
the villages scattered all over the county. During the days, I spent my time in the

school filled by (with) boys belonging to military rank. There I had companion
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of the military society and was animated with romantic spirit and chivalric honor,

the subject of every conversation being the stories of the old heroes. When I was at
home, my associates were town-boys having the profession of trade in view. They
would not study anything like the Classics or history, but devoted themselves
particularly to the study of arithmetic. I used to go to and from with an abacus
in hand and learnt a bit of arithmetic. It was considered, however, a disgraceful
thing for an aristocrat to study the art of arithmetic, and in the school its study
was not allowed. Nay, it was even disgraceful to know how to count money.

One who should think two and two do not make four was considered more noble
than one who knew two times two make four. Trade was regarded as a mean
business, and very naturally so, because traders were ignorant and knew no other
means of gaining money than by defrauding buyers. If they got money, they
knew not know to save it, but by keeping it in a strong box. The term merchant
was synonymous to the term either liar or miser. At present, on the contrary,

merchants are getting into importance in the social position, and the military
class is considered to consist of idle creatures, who earn their living not by their
labor, but by that of farmers, laborers and traders; that is, they live by hereditary
incomes. Now, to turn to my agricultural employment. I had an uncle who
possessed a large farm in the vicinity of the town. When it was a farming season
of the year, I used to go to his farm and assist him with hard labor. While I was
working hard on the farm, I was sometimes discovered by some of my class-mates
who happened to pass the by-road and they often laughed at my low employment
as they considered it, butI was quite indifferent. I was here that I had companion
of villages. Although the peasants were subject to heavy burden and consequently
obliged to work very hard, yet nothing like poverty existed among them. Each
family had, if not in the time of bad crop, an annual supply sufficient to support
all its members and none lived by beggary. They were not, however, allowed to
sell or lease their lands, until very lately when the government declared that their
lands should be their own. The are now absolute proprietors of the soil which

they cultivate. This policy was fight and expedient, I consider this to be the true,
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that if the farms are large, alienation should be free in order that they may be
subdivided and if small, in order that they may be united.

The latter part of this rule is the case with Japan. Here, the farms are too
much subdivided, and large farms are beginning to appear on consequence of
free alienation and demand for lands by rich nobles and merchants. These large
farmers will, I hope, introduce machines and try experiments for agricultural
improvements. On the whole, the peasants are at present in a more comfortable
and happy situation than they uses to be. Nevertheless, they rise up in
insurrection in some parts. Some may ask, if they had been [are] in a better
condition, what made them rise up? This may be ascribed to the legislation in
advance of the character of people, to the misapprehension on their parts of
certain Imperial proclamations and finally, to the strict taxation, the last of which
has not been noticed by many petsons. The indiscriminate taxation by special
custom or on account of a particular privilege granted by the load. At present,
all are equally taxed. Feudal privileges or local customs are not regarded and
justly so. Local laws giving way for general or national laws, local inconveniences
naturally arise, but we can no help this.

Now that I was brought up three years in the school, I begun to feel patriotic
emotions, through patriotism arising from a mere local prejudice. About this
time, the country was in agitation with the question of foreign intercourse. The
anti-foreign party was formed. The poor were suffering from famine and the
rise of prices on commodities. Popular clamor was loud against foreigners and
the government of Yedo. Cholera also broke out and swept away thousands of
men. 'The people thought nature and man combined in the scheme of national
destruction. The Shogun’s government weakened and powerful Daimios divided
in their views, there was no hope of increasing national strength. At the same
time, the country stood exposed to the extreme danger of foreign invasion. Under
the circumstances the chief Daimios saw the necessity of centralizing power in one
sovereign in order to expel the common danger with united efforts and to promote

national prosperity. They persuaded, therefore, the Shogun that he should give
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us his long enjoyed political power and he followed their patriotic advice. This
was the immediate cause of the civil war which burst upon the country. The
principal threatens of this war being confined to the north, my own province
enjoyed perfect tranquility, save that military preparations were alive everywhere.
I remained calm in the school and continued the course of study. Much of my
time, however, was absorbed by military exercises which became then universal.
All men, in spite of their profession or condition, were required to serve in the
army. My uncle joined a company of a few hundred soldiers sent to serve in the
Imperial army. 1 was exceedingly desirous of going with him, not as a common
soldier, but as a drummer, for I had acquired by this time some skill in beating
the drum. The school-boys were inspired with ambition for military distinction
and many of them left school and entered the army.

My aspiration for literary distinction was fortunately greater than military
ambition and I did not neglect my education. I was very anxious, however, of
traveling abroad for the purpose of observing the condition of people in different
places, but I did not accomplish that object till some years after the close of the
war. This desire for travel arose from the circumstance that my grandfather was a
great traveler and he infused my mind with interesting ideas which he formed by
“observing peculiar local customs.

Scarcely a year had passed when the war was at an end.

The immediate effects of the war were the Imperial declarations. His majesty
promised the people more just and equitable government and announced them
to establish foreign intercourse on a more firm basis. The Emperor proclaimed
the celebrated “Five Maxims  which he and his advisers took oath to maintain
and have ever since observed so far as expediency allowed them. The substance
of these maxims may be expressed with the following few words: Representétive
government, National Unity, Liberty, Civilization and Promotion of knowledge.
Thus his present Majesty has begun his prosperous reign with the promise of
liberty for the people and free intercourse with foreign nations, reign hopeful as

happy for the people at home and honorable for the nation abroad.
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Shortly after the end of the war, I set out on journey for Nagasaki with the
purpose of studying English, for that city was once considered the best place for
learning foreign languages. On my departure, I met with difficulties. Many old-
fashioned friends of mine did not indeed oppose to my going, but tried to let me
change my design. My father who was then in Osaka had sagacity to foresce the
importance of acquiring the knowledge of one of foreign languages, the study of
which has become afterwards universal throughout the Empire. He wrote me
that I should not change my design under whatever circumstances. 1 could not,
of course, sece the growing importance and usefulness of the new course of study I
was about to enter and I had a strong inclination to continue the study of Classics.
It was hard for me to determine whether I would take the advice of my friends
or my father’s, and I was wandering between the two until when I made up my
mind to follow the latter’s advice on the instance of a friend of mine to do so.
This friend was then in Nagasaki. He sent me a letter in which it was stated that
nothing would be more foolish to take the blind advice of old-fashioned gentlemen
who knew nothing about foreigners and their countries. I started therefore, for
Nagasaki, leaving a letter to my friends with the following words: “1 can not
defer, my dear friends, to your opinion on this matter, for [ made up my mind to
know everything about foreigners and judge them accordingly. ” After the journey
of fifteen days, I arrived at Nagasaki, but to my disappointment, I found no
good school there. The seat of foreign education had already been transferred to
Tokyo, where I am living now. The names of Keio-gi-juku or Fuku—zwa’s private
school and Kai-sei-jo were eminent. I resolved to enter one of these schools. After
sojourning for a couple of months at Nagasaki, I embarked for Yokohama with a
company of four friends. I spent five days for the voyage on the board of P M.
S. the N. York, and arrived at the port and soon came up to this city. Having
entered at once in Kai-sei-jo, I took up for the first time the study of English. At
this time, the system of instruction and modes of discipline were quite different
from what they are at present. Instruction was given mostly by native tutors

and we had reading classics only once or twice a-week with English or American
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teachers. The chief work of students consisted in translating English into Japanese
and trying to understand the meaning of text-books and we never tried to commit
to memory any important facts or principles in them. - Such systems of instruction
was of course very imperfect and some improvement was necessary. By-and-
by, an important reform was effected. By this reform, the curriculum of foreign
colleges was introduced with the name Sei-soku in contradiction to the collegiate
course in the old system which was called Hen-soku. I believe Mr. Katsuzuki
(Katsuki), of Saga, was of one the first who proposed the plan of reform. Thus,

the new words Sei-soku and Hen-soku had their origin in Kai-sei-jo. Kai-se-jo
adopted exclusively the seisoku, while Fukuzwa was the defender of the hensoku,

but lately he has changed his views and is now rather inclined to the seisoku.

About this time, the study of foreign languages became universal. The superiority
of European politics, literature, philosophy, science, and arts excited admiration
of those who studied anything about the subject. Translation of miscellaneous
usuful books by Fukuzawa. Uchida and others, and versions of law books by
Mitsuzukuri (Mitsukuri) and others had certainly a great influence upon the
Japanese mind.

In the same year that there was a great change in the college, we witnessed a
great political revolution. 1 mean the final abolition of the feudalism. ~Although
its form had been abolished some years before, its spirit still existed in reality.
Local views and feelings of local interest being seill prevalent, nothing was
more necessary, in order to increase national strength and to promote national
prosperity, than the entire overthrow of the feudal system and consequent
centralization of power. The object was accomplished by the bloodless revolution.
In relation to the power of raxation, the military force and the administration
of justice, government was centered in the imperial hand. Society was also,
to some extent, consolidated to form a Japanese nation. There appeared the
Japanese patriotism. National interests and general ideas have ever since taken
the possession of every intelligent mind. By this revolution, Japan has done what

European nations did in the fifteenth century. Towards the end of the century
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European nations began the process of centralization, and in the beginning of the
sixteenth century, Europe witnessed the commencement of diplomacy, treaties,
alliances, and wars and the risc of international trade. Japan established more
friendly intercourse with other nations, when the feudality was broken down and
power was centralized then, both in Japan and Europe, centralization and foreign
intercourse began both at the same time. There is, however, a difference between
Europe of the fifteenth century and Japan. In Europe, foreign intercourse was the
effect of civilization and in Japan it was the cause of centralization. For instance,
England began to interfere more regularly in foreign affairs and to establish
intercourse, after the nobility was annihilated and consequently the royal power
was increased. On the contrary, in Japan foreign intercourse being once opened,
centralization of power was necessary to defend the country against foreign foes
and even indispensable to keep its independence. But did England or France or
any other country of the middle ages break down feudalism without bloodshed? In
England, centralization was the result of the long wars of the Roses. In France,
the feudal system was substantially overthrown in the fourteenth century, but it
was not until the revolution of 1789 that the oppressive exactions entailed upon
the peasantry were finally removed. In Japan, it was overthrown without any
scene of bloodshed.  This success is owing to the combined efforts of the people
and the government. Previous to the revolution, many Daimios resigned their
offices and surrendered their territorial rights simply from patriotic motive. There
were indeed, obstinate Daimios, but foreseeing their fate, they were not disposed
to oppose. Letters were went to the Great Council and memorials were presented
to the Shugi-In or the deliberative assembly advising the real centralization. The
policy of the government was indeed sanctioned by the public spirit of the age.
With the political change, my mind underwent an entire revolution, I was
no longer bound with local prejudices. My patriotism far from being a mere
prejudice, I suffered it to be sanctioned with reason. This is the natural effect of
traveling, for it gives freedom to the mind. I was still loyal to my old prince,

but when he was removed from the office, I rejoiced at it rather than lamented
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for national patriotism was greater than loyalty to him. It was a strange ‘thing
how few foreigners can understand why so quietly the Daimios gave up their
feudal rights. 'They say the high officers were once the subject and Ka-tos of the
Daimios and it is strange how they undertook the ruin of their masters. They can
casily understand, if they remember that the officers felt patriotic emotions more
deeply, asIdid myself, than loyal feelings toward their former masters.

Now, I shall close my autography, pointing out the subjects which I promise
you to write upon a future opportunity. These are my observations in Kiu-siu
during the last tour over it, the change of ministry in the close of the last year,
and the late outbreak in Saga.

Written by Justice, in the year 1874.

Kaisei-gakko, Tokio, Japan

II. Contrasts in Historical Works

When we inquire into History about the great nations of antiquity and the
enlightened countries of modern times, it will tell us how such a great empire,
as that of the Romans, came into existence, how it flourished, how it began to
de come to cay and finally why it fell, it will tell us also how the most civilized
nations of the present time have come to be what we see today. This inquiry
in History is most important and interesting to us, and consists in seeking the
relation between causes and effects. It is far more difficult to find out this relation
than to describe mere visible facts, but we should do so, because, by inquiring
into this relation, we understand the vital essence of History. Now let us sees
the merit of containing this immortal portion of History or what is called the
philosophy of history. English histories have certainly, in my view, this merit.
We find through in almost every page of an English history. On the other hand,
Japanese histories are most excellent in the correct statement of visible facts and in
accuracy of details. English histories treat of a subject in more systematic forms
than ours. The great defect in our historical works is that we take often a great

pain to find out what page we must look in to obtain the description of a certain
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event or a person. They seldom contain exact contents of subjects; they never
have an index.

If I am required to make comparison between a Japanese and English
historian, I will compare them thus. A Japanese historian has the merit of stating
facts with correctness and without much prejudice; an English historian has the
skill of generalizing these facts. A Japanese historian has perhaps judgment of
an English historian, burt has no skill. The glory of the former lies in the power
to resist the dominion of prejudice; the glory of the latter lies in the skill of
generalization.

Such are, if I judge correctly, the striking features of contrast. The defects
of our histories are to be remedied by future historians when they become familiar
with the philosophical & scientific treatment of the subject. Their excellences,
combined with remedies supplying their wants, will produce a perfect history.

By Komura

PLT DR REE (MFE19%) DREIZFR L 7zrare collection T 8 B 7z 3t
WHBURDFLERIL, FIRFR (RAOHTH) OBREVHHE A EKIT
HoIZW.E. 7T 4 AWISTAETHIIBIZRER. T Fh— XA KFIE
ELTOWERIIESC DTH D,

III. Cambridge Set. 23, 1875

Dear Sir:

I am now happily situated in this pleasant city of Cambridge. I am here,
boarding with a respective family, all the members of which treat me as their
friend and companion. The house in which I live is located in a very pleasant
street within a stone’s throw from Harvard College, and I am surrounded by a
crowd of students who live in the boarding houses or families in my neighborhood
so that it is unavoidable to remain unacquainted with them.

The condition of the Law School gives me a great satisfaction. In examining

the catalogues I find that 4/ 5 of all the students in Law School are graduates of
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this or some other colleges and I am very glad to find this, for I doubt not my
future intercourse with young students of superior intelligence will probe a great
benefit to me. 'The Law library and college library are open to Law students and
they can take out any books from either.

In short, my expectation here is what I expected or anyone could expect to
be. A respectable family, the intelligent neighborhood, and a good library will,
I hope, serve my purpose of studying, besides Law and its application, America
and Americans from the physical, moral, social and political points of view.

I have read your contributions to the V. A. Review over and over again
with more than an ordinary interest and pleasure. Of course, I do not pretend
to criticize your literary merits, yet I cannot but express my admiration for the
soundness of your judgments and the accuracy of historical facts on which your
judgments are based. When any of your future contributions or lectures is
published, please let me know where I can get it. [ like to get all your writings on
Japan, for these writings give d]apancse student special advantages, besides those
which are to be derived from the intrinsic value of literary merits. I now stop,
hoping that you will be most successful in the lectures of the coming season.

Always & Truly Yours,
J. Komura
¢/o Mirs Barnard
46 Trowbridge St.
Cambridge, Mass. .
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On William Elliot Griffis

William Elliot Grifhis was an educator, clergyman, and author of numerous

books and articles vis-a-vis Meiji Japan and the Meiji Restoration. While he
was a student at Rutgers University, from 1865 to 1869, Griffis tutored several
Japanese students who were among the first to study in the United States. In
1870, Grifhis was given a position to teach science at a school in Echizen (present
Fukui Prefecture). But after less than a year he resigned there and took up a
position to teach Nanko-that was later to become Tokyo University. Among his
students were future prime ministers, ambassaddrs, busieess entrepreneurs and

educators. Jutaro Komura was one of the topnotch students of his. Griffis' notable
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contributibns was his voluminous Writing on Japan, including 18 books, several
hundred articles, and hundreds of public lectures. Griffis left Japan in 1874 and
in 1876 published The Mikado’s Empire, an early firsthand account of things
Japanese. He was twice recipient of the Order of the Rising Sun. Throughout his

life he kept up with Japanese affairs and toward the end of his life, he revisited

Japan.
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