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국문초록 

무라야마와 아베의 역사인식 변화에 대하여 

김 유 리 

서울대학교 국제대학원 

국제지역학과  

 

본 논문은 1995 년 8.15 종전기념식 당시에 무라야마 토미치에 의해 

발표되었던 무라야마 담화와 현재의 시각에서, 2015 년 4.29 미국 

의회에서 발표된 아베 신조의 발언(이하, 본 논문에서는 아베담화라고 

잃컸는다) 에 대하여 비교 분석하고, 이 담화와 관련된 각, 내각 당시의 

역사 인식과, 전후 사과문제에 대하여 비교 분석하고자 한다.  

2015 년, 곧 다가올 8·15 광복 70 주년 행사에, 아베 신조 수상은 

일본에서 종전기념 70 주년 기념식 발언을 앞두고 있다. 전후, 한국과 

중국, 일본은, 각국의 이해 속에서 경제적 문화적 교류를 지속해서 

발전시켜 왔음에도, 전후 끊임없이 지속하여오던 영토문제와, 

역사인식문제, 전후 사과발언과 인정, 그리고 종군 위안부 문제 등은 

아직 구체적인 해결 없이 끊임없는 부딪힘을 만들고 있다. 아베는 

일전의 무라야마 담화를 계승하겠다는 발표에도 국제사회적 인식으로는 

역사 수정주의자로서 비추어 오고 있다. 현재의 불안한 동아시아의 정세 

속에서 일본은 다시 보수국가로 돌아가는 준비를 하며 보통국가로의 

발돋움을 준비하고 있다. 이에 따라, 과거의 무라야마 담화의 정확한 

이해와 아베내각의 향 후 행동을 예측 하는 데 있어서 아베내각이 

역사를 어떻게 인식하고 있는지를 파악하는 것은 중요하다고 생각된다.   
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그러므로, 본 연구는 무라야마담화와 아배담화 당시 정부의 의중 과 

역사인식 상태분석과 더불어, 구체적으로 어떠한 문제를 직면하고 

있는지를 비교 분석하며, 앞으로 동북아시아의 발전과 평화에서 정확한 

문제점과 일본 현 정부가 직면하고 있는 사태와 일본시민과 국제사회 

속에서 일본이 어떠한 인식을 가진 것으로 비추어지는지를 비교 

분석하고자 한다. 

 

Key words: Abe Statement, Murayama Statement, Apology, Revisionist, 

Conservatism , 아베담화, 무라야마담화, 역사 수정주의, 우경화  
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Chapter I 

 

1. Introduction 

Seven decades have passed since World War II, and nowadays the tension 

between Japan and neighboring Asian countries over their security and post war 

tensions have yet to be resolved. Japan’s soft power foreign policy and East Asia 

integration seemed to work as a Japan’s foreign diplomacy and globalization. 

However, cultural interaction and mutual understanding for peace in Northeast Asia 

still needed more work. Also from the western point of view, Aaron Friedberg 

wrote that Asia would remain the cockpit of great power and ripe of rivalry.1 Since 

East Asia is over-statuated with diplomatic issues and conflicts, the issue of history 

is the biggest factor of instability in North-east Asia’s peace between Korea, Japan 

and China. Mutual distrust from the memories of post war and colonial rule with 

imperialism is deeply rooted. Japan already has offered some post war 

                                                      
1 Aaron.L Friedberg , A Contest for Supremacy: China, America, and the Struggle for 

Mastery in Asia (W. W. Norton & Company, 2011) 
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compensation to neighboring countries, however it did not relieve the dispute 

between the countries. History problems require certain form of building of justices 

of rule in both public and political sphere.  

Abe Shinzo won his second term as Japan’s Prime Minister in 2012, and 

his new vision for Japan intended to fulfill his plan to strengthen national security 

and normalize Japan. As a part of his new national security plan, Abe made a new 

statement refuting the former Prime Minister Murayama Tomiichi, which he made 

statement in 1995 about the post war-time apology and re-ensuring the Peace 

Constitution Article 9.  

The purpose of this thesis is to analyze the history revision by Abe Shinzo 

and his cabinet, and compare it to that of former Prime Minister Murayama 

Tomiichi. By examining the 2nd administration of Abe Shinzo’s and his Cabinet and 

finding the differences between former Prime Minister Murayama Tomiichi’s 

Statement and his footprints, this thesis will give a clearer vision of what Abe and 

his Cabinet try to achieve and analyze the possibility for North East Asia 
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integration. Understanding the differences and controversies of history recognition 

between the most apologetic and revisionist Prime Ministers would give clearer 

stance of contemporary politics and to envisage a mutual understanding for 

peaceful North East Asia’s integration. Also understanding their different attitudes 

toward East Asia and War time apology would help to understand Japan’s political 

shift. Therefore, I would like to analyze Murayama Statement and analyze recent 

Abe’s revisionist gesture to interpret Abe Cabinet’s intention and backlash. There 

are some major categories which show clearly different political stances, and by 

analyzing the differences I would like to examine how present and previous Prime 

Minister have reorganized past war time and history. Starting from Abe’s recent 

statement in the joint meeting in U.S where he announced Japan will spend in 

military expenses and proactive defense. Abe is shaping his new plan for Japan’s 

national security policy (Article 9) and international critics are watching his recent 

action as a total revisionist which Abe officially denies. Therefore, my thesis will 

analyze Abe’s recent revisionist behavior of statement and how it was different 
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from the previous Prime Minister Murayama Tomiichi and to distinguish Abe 

Sinzo’s revisionist attention.    

 

2. Literature Review 

According to William A. Johnson, the theory of analyzing historical 

research is to study the organized material with the goal of discovering the facts: 

external and internal criticisms. External criticism is the process of determining 

whether the claimed origin of historical documents (author, place) corresponds to 

its actual origin. Internal criticism is based on the assumption that even if witnesses 

are competent and truthful, they probably still will give different versions of events 

that took place. One only needs to read accounts of an event in different article to 

discover how widely witness’s perception can vary.2  

History revision has various perspectives regarding what stance it is. 

African politician Dr, Amos N Wilson said ‘The character of individual and 

collective consciousness and the range of their behavioral possibilities are very 
                                                      
2 William A. Johnson, Violence and modernism: Ibsen,Joyce and woolf 2003 
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significantly influenced by the quality of their recordings and recollections of their 

historical experiences. To manipulate history is to manipulate consciousness; to 

manipulate consciousness is to manipulate possibilities; to manipulate possibilities 

is to manipulate power’.3  

According to Christen Conger, history revision is complicated by the fact 

that people's identities are strongly linked to their own histories, challenging 

long-held claims about past events draw criticism and controversy. Moreover, 

history revision has three major perspectives. 1) Social or theoretical perspective to 

re-examine the past through different lenses. 2) Fact-checking perspective to 

correct the record of past events. 3) Negative perspective that views revisionism as 

an international effort to falsify or skew past events for specific motives. 4 

Regarding to Christen Conger, Japan’s recent revisionist actions are seem to have 

significant motives to revise history and it is negatively persuade to other 

                                                      
3 Dr, Amos N Wilson, Africa speaks 
www.africaspeaks.com/reasoning/index.php?topic=676.0;wap 

 
4 Conger, Cristen.  How Revisionist History Works  07 January 
2009.  http://history.howstuffworks.com/history-vs-myth/revisionist-history.htm 
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international critics.  

Jay Winter notes in his foreword that the past has become a larger 

presence in public consciousness since - and in part as a consequence of - the First 

World War, and renditions of it are more likely to be disputed. History as object 

points to the present uses of the past for political ends, including attempts to 

control its framing, storytelling, and interpretations, and to shape (some would say 

manipulate) public or collective memories for current partisan, factional, national, 

or ideological advantage.5 

The origin of history revisionism started from German, when the 

conditions of the ‘Treaty of Versailles’ that effectively ended the war in 1919 

contained severe punishments for Germany and planted the seeds of modern 

revisionism. The German government declassified war documents, and appeared to 

some scholars that the country was vilified unjustly for its role. Although 

German-borne revisionism was a more of radical approach, the League of Nations 

                                                      
5 Martin O.Heisher, The Political Currency of the Past: History,Memory and Identity. 
2008 
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in 1925 created new standards and review criteria for the history textbooks of its 

member countries to remove signs of bias and xenophobia.6 After World War II, 

revisionist history has become synonymous with telling lies or embellishing the tr-

uth. Revisionist history had gained a bad reputation, such as highly contentious 

theories, and Holocaust denial. Some historians emphasize that people who deny 

the events of the Holocaust during World War II aren't practicing revisionist 

history but rather negationism.7 Negaionism is recently recognized as historian 

revisionist act, but understood through fact denial act. 

Japanese history revisionists mostly come from the Japanese ‘Right 

Idealist Party’ and Japanese conservatives, who played a limited role in post war 

Japanese politics. Japanese conservatism resurrected Japanese traditional ideas and 

system in the post war context in order to replace the priority upon the continuity 

between the pre war and post war Japan to invoke an idealist past.8 Later in 1990’s 

                                                      
6 Falk Pingel, Unesco guide book on textbook research and textbook revision 2nd revised, 
2010 
7 Ibid. 
8 Gerald Curtis, The Japanese Way of Politics (New York: Columbia University Press, 
1988), p. 44 
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and 2000s, Japan’s gradual distance from its post war pacifist stance was presented 

through previous conflicts with Korea and China through the rehabilitation and war 

time apology. Toshiya Takahashi suggested that Japan’s gradual right wing shift is 

accompanied by the rise of Japanese Neo-Conservatism (JNC) at the domestic 

level. JNC’s political base is the rightist factions of the Liberal Democratic Party 

(LDP) which emerged in mainstream of Japanese politics in the late 1990s and saw 

its heyday during the Koizumi’s Cabinet of 2001 to 2006 and Abe’s Cabinet of 

2006 to 2007 LDP governments. In Abe Cabinet’s 2nd term, attention to history 

revision distinguishes their conservatism and revisionist perspective of JNC.9 

Moreover, Abe’s recent refuting over Murayama Statement, denying colonial rule 

and aggression, revising history book and constitution, Abe shinzo and his cabinets 

realization for history recognition could be explained by revisionism and 

negationism.  

 

                                                      
9 Toshiya Takahashi, Japanese Neo-Conservatism: Coping with China and North Korea , 
Volume 6, Number 3 (Spring 2010) p.21 
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Chapter II 

Culmination of the Prime Minister's Remarks 

 

1. Start of History Recognition and Major Dispute 

   The term historical revisionism is the reinterpretation of orthodox views 

on evidence, motivations, and decision-making processes surrounding a historical 

event. Regard to the recent articles about the revisionism it is usually used in a 

negative way and as to the action of the present Japanese government’s gesture 

toward historical revision also interpreted as negative stance in the international 

political system. The study over the historical recognition has been started since the 

break of the World War II. History recognition is defined as the views of various, 

(nation, corporate, and individual), and how it would interpret the past war or 

brutal action for their future response. Another side of historical recognition dispute 

is how Prime Minister and Cabinet would interpret past war time history in official 
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statement and words. 10 

Japan’s domestic historical dispute became an international political and 

diplomatic issue with the Japanese History text-book controversy in 1982. Japan’s 

Ministry of Education started the examination system to rewrite Japanese middle 

school and high school textbooks with changes to the term from ‘war of aggression’ 

‘invasion’ to ‘war of self-defense’ ‘advance’, Chinese government, Korean 

government and other countries criticized strongly to Japan. Due to the number of 

countries involved in the revision, Japanese history textbook issue became an 

international dispute.11 

 The second case occurred by former Prime Minister Nakasone Yasuhiro 

when he visited Yasukuni Shrine in 1985. After his visit, China made serious 

comment because the shrine is enshrined with A-class war criminals and moreover 

                                                      
10 Martin O. Heisler, Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, Vol. 
617, The Political Currency of the Past: History, Memory, and Identity Author(s): The 
Politics of History in Comparative Perspective (May, 2008), pp. 14-24 
11 Reige yoshida : Japan Times 
<http://www.japantimes.co.jp/news/2015/03/10/national/history/panel-chief-wants-abe-ack
nowledge-japan-waged-war-invasion/#.VYQm-_ntlBf> 2015 
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regard to Japan’s action, Chinese students protested at the Tiananmen Square.12 

With much international criticism, Nakasone discontinued his visit to the shrine. In 

1995, former Prime Minister Hashimoto Ryutaro visited Yasukuni shrine after a 

hiatus of 11years, and this caused serious diplomatic problem and almost droved to 

diplomatic cessation from China and Korea. From 2001 to 2005, Koizumi 

Junichiro also visited Yasukuni Shrine five times. 

The third case, ‘Comfort Women’ issue attained political salient in 1990s 

when comfort women controversy raised in the Japanese Diet in 1990, Prime 

Minister Kaifu Toshiki rejected to call for the investigation, in order to maintain the 

wartime state and claimed its military had no role in this matter. During the 

Hosokawa regime, the Chief Cabinet Secretary Kono Yohei made his statement 

within after the result of the investigation of ‘comfort women’ issues,  

“Undeniably, this was an act, with the involvement of the military 

authorities of the day that severely injured the honor and dignity of many women. 

The Government of Japan would like to take this opportunity once again to extend 

its sincere apologies and remorse to all those, irrespective of place of origin, who 

                                                      
12 Kim patricia, Chinese Student Protests: Explaining the Student Movements of the 1980s 
and the Lack of Protests Since 1989, e scholar journal Berkeley, 2008 
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suffered immeasurable pain and incurable physical and psychological wounds as 

comfort women”.13 

 After this statement, Japan’s seven-party coalition government formed 

under the anti-LDP movement and raised some controversial issues upon his 

statement. Hosokawa also mentioned the word “colonial rule’, instead of using the 

conventional euphemism ‘annexation’, which was the first diplomatic response of 

Japan.14 Hosokawa’s action prompted strong action from the right and later that 

year, a group of LDP politicians established a committee for the ‘examination of 

the history’ which I will explain in follow pages. Hashimoto Ryutaro and Mori 

Yoshiro was the member of this committee, who also became prime minister in 

later period, they launched the reformation of Japan’s new history text-book to 

disseminate the revision of the history as to conform the ‘Great East Asian War’. 

(The committee reached its conclusion and disbanded in February 1995) Within 

this conservative action of the committee, historic revision problem deepened the 

                                                      
13 MOFA: "Statement by the Chief Cabinet Secretary Yohei Kono on the result of the study 
on the issue of 'Comfort Women'," August. 4, 1993 
 
14Asahi Shinbun: “Shusho no shoshin hyomei enzetsu” [The prime minister’s address on 
his positions], August.23,1993  
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tension over the other Asian countries and prompted international dispute.  

 

2. Murayama Statement  

In 1990s Japanese government pushed for Japan’s complete economic 

integration and as a strategic way of this, Japan formulated the public 

reconciliation through apologetic realization gesture in foreign diplomacy. Japan 

(the chief cabinet) made the first self admission about the comfort women issue, 

later in 1993 by Kono Yohei, former Prime Minister Murayama Tomiichi also 

spoke about controversial history issues before the most remarkable speech which 

he made on the August 15, 1995, and this is which entitled as Murayama Statement. 

On June 9, at speech to House of Representatives, National Diet of Japan passed a 

resolution stating,  

“House (Japan) offers its sincere condolences to those who fell in action 

and victims of wars and similar actions all over the world. Solemnly reflecting 

upon many instances of colonial rule and acts of aggression in the modern history 

of the world, and recognizing that Japan carried out those acts in the past, 
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inflicting pain and suffering upon the peoples of other countries, especially in Asia, 

the Members of this House express a sense of deep remorse".15 

In July, he also spoke about comfort women issue and said ‘this is 

entirely inexcusable’, which was in sympathy with Kono’s previous statement.16 

 After all this, Murayama presented statement during ‘the 50th 

Anniversary of the War’s end’,  

"During a certain period in the not-too-distant past, Japan, through its 

colonial rule and aggression, caused tremendous damage and suffering to the 

people of many countries, particularly those of Asia. In the hope that no such 

mistake will be made in the future, I regard, in a spirit of humanity, these 

irrefutable facts of history, and express here once again my feelings of deep 

remorse and state my heartfelt apology”.17 

 This was Japan’s first official diplomatic admission of fault during  

Japan’s ‘colonial rule’ and ‘war of aggression’, and was accepted as the most 

remarkable response since, it was regarded as the most concrete and active 

                                                      
15 Murayama Tomiichi, Resolution to renew the determination for peace on the basis of 
lessons learned from history,MOFA: "Prime Minister's Address to the Diet: 'Resolution to 
Renew the Determination for Peace on the Basis of Lessons Learned from History'," June. 
9, 1995. 
 
16 MOFA: "Statement by Prime Minister Tomiichi Murayama on the occasion of the 
establishment of the 'Asian Women's Fund'," July, 1995 
17Murayama Tomiichi, MOFA: "Statement by Prime Minister Tomiichi Murayama 'On the 
occasion of the 50th anniversary of the war's end'," August.15, 1995 
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diplomatic apology made by Japanese Prime Minister. Murayama’s apologetic 

statement somehow created new expectations to the post-war rehabilitation in 

neighboring war victim countries, and also created a new question about how Japan 

will act over the past war aggression to further integration for North East Asia’s 

perpetual peace.  

Also in same year on August 31, during the speech ‘Peace, Friendship 

and Exchange initiative’, he stated that  

“I am thus taking this opportunity to state my belief, based on my profound 

remorse for these acts of aggression, colonial rule, and the like caused such 

unbearable suffering and sorrow for so many people, that Japan's future path 

should be one of making every effort to build world peace in line with my no-war 

commitment. It is imperative for us Japanese to look squarely to our history with 

the peoples of neighboring Asia and elsewhere.... On the issue of wartime 'comfort 

women,' which seriously stained the honor and dignity of many women, I would 

like to take this opportunity once again to express my profound and sincere 

remorse and apologies. "18 

Likewise, Murayama emphasized the Constitution Article 9 again, to 

make sure that Japan will stay with no armed country and elaborated the peaceful 

                                                      
18 lbid 
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condition in Asia. On the other side, Murayama’s statement and remorse over ‘war 

of aggression’ has been hindered by Japan’s official apology and raised controversy 

with the mean of self-torment. However, with the new political party taking over 

the Diet and right-wing movement with revisionist policy have made their new 

vision. 

 

3. Abe Statement   

Before Prime Minister Abe Shinzo make his statement refusal to 

Murayama’s statement, in 2007 March in his first year of administration, Abe 

stated that there was no certain evidence to prove Japanese government had kept 

sex slaves, even though Japan previously admitted the use of brothels in 1993.19 

From 2012 to 2014 could be considered as incisive year of North East Asia’s 

integration and politics, regarding to the ongoing issues about the territorial dispute 

and Abe’s revisionist stance on Japan’s Constitution and history text book revision 

                                                      
19 Dan Fastenberg, Times : Japanese Sex Slaves ,2015 
http://content.time.com/time/specials/packages/article/0,28804,1997272_1997273_199728
6,00.html 
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issue.  

 On October 18, 2013, Abe presented his position as he said that Japan 

inflicted tremendous damage and suffering on people in many countries, especially 

in Asia. “The Abe Cabinet will take the same stance as that of Past Cabinets.” 20 

Even though he claimed that the Abe Cabinet would uphold previous statements he 

has not clearly elaborated the meaning of ‘past cabinets’ and this could be 

interpreted with ambiguity. Later in April 2014, there was a sudden change of 

Japanese domestic policy veering much towards right-wing position, Abe changed 

his position and stated that he will not up hold Murayama Statement. During a joint 

meeting Abe showed revisionist side of speech which made other Asian Countries 

to respond in anger.  

The most significant speech recently made by Abe on April 29, 2015 

during at the Joint session of the United States Congress, which in recent date it is 

entitled as ‘Abe Statement’. He became the first Japanese prime minister to address 

                                                      
20 Japan Kantei: Abe Shinzo, The Plenary Session of the House of Councillors 
(Interpellation Session),October.18,2013 
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a joint meeting with the U.S Congress. According to his speech about the post war 

he said that, 

“Post war, we started out on our path bearing in mind feelings of deep 

remorse over the war. Our actions brought suffering to the peoples in Asian 

countries. We must not avert our eyes from that. I will uphold the views expressed 

by the previous prime ministers in this regard.” 21 

Abe neither mentioned the war of aggression nor about the comfort 

women issue, also again he did not explicitly mention which prime minister’s 

interpretation he would uphold. But to the stance about Japan’s Self Defense 

Forces, he elaborated into Japan’s strict position that they will enhance the national 

spend of security budget.  

“Now, Japan will provide up to 2.8 billion dollars in assistance to help 

improve U.S. bases in Guam, which will gain strategic significance even more in 

the future. As regards the state of Asian waters, let me underscore here my three 

principles. First, states shall make their claims based on international law. Second, 

they shall not use force or coercion to drive their claims. And third, to settle 

disputes, any disputes, they shall do so by peaceful means…. In Japan we are 

working hard to enhance the legislative foundations for our security. Once in place, 

                                                      
21 Japan Kantei: Abe Shinzo, the joint meeting of U.S congress, April. 29, 2015  
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Japan will be much more able to provide a seamless response for all levels of crisis. 

These enhanced legislative foundations should make the cooperation between the 

U.S. military and Japan's Self Defense Forces even stronger, and the alliance still 

more solid, providing credible deterrence for the peace in the region. This reform 

is the first of its kind and a sweeping one in our post-war history. We will achieve 

this by this coming summer.” 22 

After his speech, some American critics, including politicians and war 

veterans, have urged Abe to officially make a strong public expression of contrition 

for World War II, however he only portrayed a nuance of apologetic tone. A 

California Democrat Representative Mike Honda sent a letter to Japanese 

ambassador while Prime Minister Abe is attending the Joint meeting in Washington 

asking Abe should ‘squarely face history’. Also, he harshly argued that, it is utterly 

shocking and shameful that Prime Minister Abe continues to evade his 

government’s responsibility for the systematic atrocity that was perpetrated the 

Japanese Imperial Army against the so-called ‘comfort women’ during World War 

II.23 During the U.S Japan joint meeting, President Obama asked again whether 

                                                      
22 lbid 
23 Josh Richman, Mercury News:April.29, 2015 
http://blogs.mercurynews.com/internal-affairs/2015/04/29/rep-mike-honda-blasts-japanese
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Prime Minister Abe would give an officially full apology for Japan’s wartime 

actions, but Abe’s response was the same as before.   

"I am deeply pained to think about the 'comfort women' who experienced 

immeasurable pain and suffering as a result of victimization due to human 

trafficking, this is a feeling that I share equally with my predecessors. ‘Comfort 

women’ is a Japanese euphemism for the thousands of Korean and other Asian 

women forced into prostitution at Japanese military brothels before and during 

World War Two.” 24 

Since Abe shows his stance with little attention in past historical 

distortion and try to whitewash Japan’s role of wartime aggression, Japan domestic 

concerns are not much different to his stance. Regard to the 70th anniversary of the 

end of World War II, recent poll showed that 39 percent of Japanese said ‘colonial 

rule’, ‘aggression’ word should be used in the statement and opposition was 38 

percent.25 While, Abe cabinet show strongly veering to the conservative and right 

position gesture in his speeches, publics reflections are very strained to pro and 

cons.    

                                                                                                                                       
-prime-minister/ 
24 Nathan Layne and David Brunnstrom , Reuters , April.29,2015 
http://www.reuters.com/article/2015/04/29/us-usa-japan-abe-idUSKBN0NK09P20150429 
25 Japan Economist and TV Tokyo June 26~28 poll from 1407 citizens  
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CHAPTER III 

Major Collision between Apologetic Murayama 

 and Revisionist Abe 

 

1) Aggression and Colonial Rule  

Both Abe and Murayama has held a regrettable stance regarding past war 

time tragedy, yet, those apologies showed different emotional depth in the words 

and terms from that they used during the official statements. Murayama presented 

strict gesture of apology with using of world ‘deep remorse’ and ‘heartfelt apology’. 

However, Abe’s stance changed several times with words he used and also his 

stances are ambiguous which he repeatedly changed his position with denial and 

inheritance about previous statement.  

Abe’s statement during the U.S joint session, ‘deep remorse’ was 

imprinted differently with the Japanese governmental issue of transition to Japan’s 

public press. From his statement he used the same word as Murayama stated in 
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1995, with Japanese transition ‘痛切な’(tsu-usetsuna), however, even though 

Abe used the same English word as Murayama did, his speech during the 

Asia-Africa conference, he used different transition with the word ‘深い’(hukai). 

According to this translation, it might be interpreted as Abe’s is upholding previous 

Murayama Speech and Abe is repeatedly emphasized that and his cabinet will 

uphold Murayama Statement in 70th Anniversary of War’s End.26 Also, since some 

critics and international scholars asked about the purpose of changing the word and 

interpretation, regard to this matter, MOFA claimed that there is no intention to the 

change of Japanese transition, because both have a similar meaning”27. However, 

even though Abe’s apology wording have changed to the more stronger term, his 

recent statement did not mention the full apology of the past war-time and 

neglected the most conflicting issue that nowadays Japan, Korea and China faced.     

To the point about colonial rule, Murayama officially admitted that Japan 

waged war of aggression, including one against China in 1930s and 1940s. As 

                                                      
26 Japan Kantei: Abe Shinzo, the joint meeting of U.S congress, April. 29, 2015 
27 Woo Sanggook, segye, 2015 
http://www.segye.com/content/html/2015/04/30/20150430005085.html?OutUrl=naver 
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Murayama straight forwardly admitted the colonial rule and aggression, on the 

other side, some nationalistic politicians showed that Japan fought ‘wars of 

self-defense’, and Abe also expressed same position. Abe argued that what is 

described in the Murayama Statement especially the term ‘aggression’ can be 

viewed differently depending on which side one is on.28 This could be regarded as 

the point William A. Johnson has explained in his theory.29 Abe also claimed that 

the definition of ‘aggression’ has not established either among academics or by the 

international community.30 Abe and administration has never denied the fact of 

‘aggression’ and said that he will up hold Murayama statement ‘as a whole’ 

however, with his statement and tone as a history revisionist, he denies it officially.  

Other than Abe’s Statement, on the same day while Abe was visiting the 

U.S Congress, one of Japan’s representative war apology memorial museum ‘Peace 

Osaka’ deleted the word ‘aggression’ from their exhibition illustrative material.31 

                                                      
28 Peter Li, Japanese War Crime, 2009 pg.41 
29William A. Johnson, Violence and modernism: Ibsen,Joyce and woolf 2003 
30Justin Mccurry, the guardian, May.26,2015 
http://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/may/26/shinzo-abe-japan-colonial-aggression-sex
-slaves 
31Lee Jongsun, Korean Daily, 2015 
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In regards to Abe and Japan’s behavior, it reflects that the Abe administration’s 

history reorganization shifted to much more towards revisionist action.  

 

2) Yasukuni Shrine  

Table1. Three former Prime Minister and Abe visited Yasukuni Shrine since the 

end of the cold war 

. 

Visited Date Visited Prime Minister and Purpose 

August, 1985 Nakasone Yasuhiro ,End of the War anniversary 

Claimed termination in 1986 by international diplomatic 

matter  

July, 1996 Hashimoto Ryutaro  

August, 2001 Koizumi Junichiro, visited 5 times until October 2005 

April, 2007  

1st Abe 

Administration 

Abe Shinzo, tributary payment in the name of Chief Cabinet  

 

December, 2013 

2nd Abe 

Administration  

Abe Shinzo, visited for his 1st year administration anniversary 

April, 2013- tributary payment in the name of Chief Cabinet 

and also 168members of National Assembly visited on same 

day  

Source: Seoul News 201332  

 

                                                                                                                                       
http://news.kmib.co.kr/article/view.asp?arcid=0923060172&code=11141700&cp=nv 
 
32 Choi Jaehyun, Seoul News, December.27,2013 
http://www.seoul.co.kr/news/newsView.php?id=20131227003004 
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During Murayama’s administration, he criticized straightly to those who 

visited Yasukuni shrine. From previous Murayama statement, there was a phrase 

‘Japan must eliminate self-righteous nationalism’, visiting the Yasukuni shrine 

could be interpreted as an act of self-righteous nationalism. However, after former 

Prime Minister Hashimoto Ryutaro and Koizumi Junichiro visited Yasukuni Shrine, 

Abe also made tributary payment during is 1st and 2nd administration and finally 

visited shrine in 2013 explaining it as just an action of ‘respect’ for those who were 

killed during the war. In 1979, Japanese media revealed that shrine enshrined 14 

A-Class war criminals since this report, Japanese prime ministers’ visit to shrine 

was strongly criticized from foreign diplomats and former war victim countries. 

Murayama strongly criticized other former Prime Ministers and also Abe’s offering 

and his visit to shrine. From the interview he repeatedly said that the ministers 

should not visit the Yasukuni Shrine. “I've already made clear reflections on 

history in the 'Murayama Statement'. I hope the Abe administration could carry on 

the spirit of the 'Murayama Statement' and end visits to the Yasukuni Shrine.” 
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Murayama strongly pointed about the negative point of Abe’s action and his 

previous revisionist move.  

“Abe's attempt to change the constitution of peace is unforgivable as it 

goes against the principles of the constitution, and ignores the will of the Japanese 

people. Although the Cabinet has agreed to lift the prohibition on collective 

self-defense, it still needs the parliament's vote next year to finally put the decision 

into effect. I call for the Japanese people to take this period of time to voice their 

opposition," 33  

Since, the international community made negative reflection on Abe’s 

visit to Yasukuni Shrine, Abe responded that Yasukuni shrine is similar to the 

Arlington National Cemetery in the U.S, and his action was only to show respect 

for war victims.34 Like this, his nationalistic behaviors are repeatedly raised 

through his speeches and actions and he attempts to justify his revisionist action.  

  

 

                                                      
33CCTV, 2014: :interview with Murayama right after three politician visited Yasukuni 
Shrine. http://english.cntv.cn/2014/10/20/VIDE1413768001673721.shtml 
34 Sarah Kim, Korea Joonang Daily May. 21,2013  
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Table2. Abe’s previous actions regard to Yasukuni Shrine during LDP’s 

Deputy if Assistant Administrator  

October.10, 

2004  

TV interview 

· (Regard to Yasukuni visit by Prime Minister) It is very natural act to visit 

Yasukuni and official dispute is meaningless. Prime Minister Should visit 

Yasukuni. 

November.27, 

2004 

Tokyo Forum 

. “Visit to Yasukuni should be carried on by next and the after Prime Minister as 

well” 

· “We should not worry about the economic conflict with China, rather fundamental 

mean is more important” 

May 28,  

2005  

Sapporo Forum 

· (Regard to Koizumi’s visit) showing respect to victim is compulsory and next 

Prime Minister should carry on as well. 

· Regard to Korea and China’s conflicting with Japan, the issue is restricted to 

Japan’s domestic problem.  

Source: Japan outlook 201135 

 

 

 

3) History Textbook Distortion 

Regard to the Falk Pingel, UNESCO’s guide book on textbook research 

and textbook revision, it claims socio-political context of textbook writing that, 

“Textbooks are one of the most important educational inputs: texts reflect basic 

ideas about a national culture, and … are often a flashpoint of cultural struggle 

                                                      
35 Japan Outlook 2011, MOFA: KOREA  
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and controversy.” and “transmitting knowledge, textbooks also seek to anchor the 

political and social norms of a society. Textbooks convey a global understanding of 

history and of the rules of society as well as norms of living with other people.”36 

Japan's nationalists have launched three major distortions on school 

textbooks over the past half century. Within the treatment of colonialism and war, 

distortion was first surfaced in 1955, the late 1970s and the mid-1990s. The present 

history textbook revision have three major arguments at Japanese domestic as well 

as regional global political contexts to gain insight into the persistent contention 

over colonialism and the Pacific War in historical memory and its refraction in 

textbook treatments.37 

1980s and 1990s history textbook distortion was stayed as more of 

Japan’s domestic issue and overseas scholars, or media did not illuminate to the 

specific details or stance.  The transformation of history textbooks into objects of 

                                                      
36 Falk Pingel, UNESCO Guide book on textbook research and textbook revision 2nd 
revised, 2010 (pg,7-8) 
37 Mark Selden. Yoshiko Nozoki, ‘Japanese textbook controversies…’,Asia pacific journal. 
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international debate dates from the summer of 1982 when Japanese Politician 

started reorganization of the Japan’s history text book for middle and high school.  

Table.3 History textbook distortion from 1980s ~  

Politician Figure Date of trigger Reference point 

Masuno Yukiyasu 

(松野 幸泰) 

Japan Land 

Minister 

Date unkown, 

1982 

During the 

interview 

Ministry of 

Education 

Ogawa Heige 

(小川平二) 

Japan should show concrete stance toward Korea’s reaction 

on Japanese text-book issue.  

Korea Should not interfere in Japan’s domestic affairs.  

Tsuno Yukiyasu 

(松野 幸泰) 

Japan Land 

Minister 

July23 ,1982 

During the 

interview 

Korea’s text-book also has some errors. 

For example, for the colonial period, Korea printed it as 

war of aggression, however at that time, Korea had 

domestic situation and it is unclear to mention as 

aggression.  

Masuno Yukiyasu 

(松野 幸泰) 

Japan Land 

Minister 

August 6, 1982 

During the 

interview after 

Cabinet meeting 

all nation have their self view of history and the text book 

is based on the same notion so it would be too much 

complicating if others make dispute in this.  

For, example, Ito Hirobumi’s (伊藤博文) assassin became 

hero and glamorized by Koream but Japan would raise 

voice on this, since it is Korea’s domestic affairs. Korea 

also should retreat the past and do self-reflection to 

promote amity.  

Nakayama Nariaki November 27, ‘Comfort women’ or ‘compulsion labor’ issues are 
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(中山 成彬) 

Minister of 

Education, Culture, 

Sports, Science 

and Technology 

2004 

Betbu, Town 

meeting 

 

gradually diminished, and any country has their dark side 

of the history, and self-torture education should be 

stopped.     

Nakayama Nariaki 

(中山 成彬) 

 Minister of 

Education, Culture, 

Sports, Science 

and Technology 

January 29, 2005 

During the 

celebration  

In Miyajaki ken  

(宮崎県)  

· There are still some history text books remaining with as 

Japan only did crime with self-torturing, we should change 

it as patriotism rather than a self-torture.       

Simomura 

Hakubun 

(下村博文) 

Minister of 

Education, Culture, 

Sports, Science 

and Technology 

March.6, 2005  

Speech in 

Tokyo(東京) 

 

·  Regard to the Neighborhood clause and strict Marist 

Leninist (Marxism-Leninism), history textbook cannot be 

overlooked with the wrong fact, so we established 

“Japanese Federation of evangelism and history education” 

and hope history text to book to be reformed in normal 

status.  

Abe Shinzo 

(安倍 晋三) 

Deputy of Chief 

Secretary of LDP 

March.27, 2005 

During Tokyo 

Symposium  

· “‘Comfort Women’ story is a made-up by Yoshida Seiji 

(吉田淸治), and it was reported by Asahi (朝日新聞), 

which means that Japanese media’s made-up” 

“According to Husosha(扶桑社), It is government’s best 

act to support district of education committee. It is time for 

our administration to support further work” 

Nakayama Nariaki 

(中山 成彬) 

Minister of 

Education, Culture, 

Sports, Science 

March.29, 2005 

Council meeting 

of  

Ministry of 

Education and 

·Dok-do should be listed as one of Japanese Island and it 

should be mentioned in the list of instruction guidance.    

Also in April 1st, during the press interview even though 

Korea embassy in Japan requested for the prudence of his 

rash act, he claimed that his stance is natural and would not 
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and Technology Science.  

 

change his stances.  

Abe Shinzo 

(安倍 晋三) 

Deputy of Chief 

Secretary of LDP 

April.8, 2005 

During his 

speech in 

Tokyo(東京) 

·Abe claimed ‘Japan have not made any complaint to 

Korean, Chinese history textbook’, regard to the 

examination of Japanese history text book, complaining of 

Korea and China is treated as clear interference in Japanese 

domestic affairs.  

 

Machimura 

Nobutaga 

(町村 信孝)  

Minister of 

Foreign Affair  

April.24, 2005 

TV interview 

· Both Korea and Japan only uses a government designated 

textbook, and this is very much of ridiculous.   

Mori Yoshiro 

(森喜朗) 

Chairman of  

Korea- Japan 

Inter-Parliamentary 

Union  

May.26, 2005  

During banquet 

of 

‘Mori’ party 

Council 

 

·(regard to Korea and China’s criticism on Japanese history 

textbook) 

Japan has adhered to post war pacifist view toward world 

peace and we will not turn to militaristic nation. Japanese 

history text book should not illustrate Japan in vicious 

country. 

Japan is democratic country and any text book has its own 

board of education for qualification and using it. Japan is 

not trying to make any beautification in past history.     

He also added that he is not trying to make any stimulate 

Korea-Japan-China’s triangular relationship; the only 

matter is how media would interpret this issue on each 

country. 

Source: Japan outlook 201138 

                                                      
38 Japan outlook 2011, MOFA: KOREA 
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‘Examination of the history’ triggered reports that the Japanese Ministry 

of Education (MOE) had ordered history textbook authors to make various 

revisions and to change the term "aggression/invasion" into "advancement" to 

describe Japanese invasion of China. Liberal Democratic Party Committee for 

Historical Investigation (自民党歴史検討委員会) was established in 1993 with Shinzo 

Abe as key member and this was his first start year of the Diet. Its formation came 

after Kono Statement on the comfort women issues and Prime Minister Hosokawa 

Morihiro’s general apology to victims of Japanese aggression. 39The group was 

conservative for backlash against what they call “masochistic” history which their 

central assertion of the group was “Greater East Asia War” and war to free Asia 

from Euro-American imperialism. The book entitled ‘An Affirmative Summation 

of the Greater East Asia War’ was written by the LDP members and the main 

arguments in this book are that (1) the Great East Asia War was not an invasion, 

but a just war to ‘Liberal Asian Countries’ and (2) the Nanjing Massacre and 

                                                      
39 Matthew Penney The Abe Cabinet - An Ideological Breakdown 安安内閣 所属団体

通してのイデオロギー的的的, Asia-Pacific Journal: Japan Focus, Jan. 28, 2013 
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‘Comfort Women’ were fabrications so it is the government’s responsibility to 

revise the history text books because Japanese text books are teeming with negative 

terms such as ‘aggression’ and ‘invasion’.40 Contradictory to this, committee in 

1998 NGO formed Children and Textbooks Japan Network 21, to resist historical 

revisionism and fight the elimination of critical of Japan’s war record from 

textbooks.41   

After the harsh controversies between Japan’s domestic and international 

distortion, in 2000s, rather than text book reformation, territorial dispute was the 

major issue between Japan, Korea and China. On March 30, 2010 the Ministry of 

Education promoted Japanese primary school history text book for the year of 2011. 

5th and 6th grade history text book contains that Dok-do is Japanese territory and 

also eliminated some of past war crimes. Their attempt to change Dok-do into 

Japanese territory was passed by the Ministry of Education. Both Korea and China 

                                                      
40 Marc Gallicchio, The unpredictability of the past. 1995(pg.171-175) 
41 Matthew Penney The Abe Cabinet - An Ideological Breakdown 安安内閣 所属団体

を通してのイデオロギー的的的, Asia-Pacific Journal: Japan Focus, Jan. 28, 2013 
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claimed to rectify fundamental error in history textbook and this is still not 

amended.   

 

4) Revising Constitution 
 

Chapter II . Renunciation of War 

“Article 9: Aspiring sincerely to an international peace based on justice and order, the 

Japanese people forever renounce war as a sovereign right of the nation and the threat 

or use of force as means of settling international dispute. 2) In order to accomplish the 

aim of the preceding paragraph, land, sea, and air forces, as well as other war 

potential, will never be maintained. The right of belligerency of the state will not be 

recognized.”42 

 The Article 9 of the Japanese Constitution, was reclaimed by Murayama’s 

1995 Statement reinsuring no-war commitment, however, the Japanese government 

has taken the position that as a sovereign state Japan naturally has the right of 

collective self-defense under international law, but that the Constitution of Japan 

prohibits the exercise of that right. Abe have claimed over many times that revising 

the constitution has always been an objective since the LDP was launched, and the 

                                                      
42 Japan, Kantei, The constitution of Japan  
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most important action behind this is that Japan need the support of a majority of the 

people in a referendum. His concern with support from the public was acted under 

the banner of ‘strong Japan’ to public.43 

During his speech in 2014, under the name of ‘proactive contribution to 

peace’ and reconstruction of legal basis for security, Abe mentioned that Japan’s 

military cooperation in UN meant to do peace-keeping work so to the appropriate 

response for the future obligation. Moreover, Japan is a country that depends a 

great deal on the peace and stability of the international community and to work 

even more proactively for world peace and to raise the banner of ‘Proactive 

Contributor to peace’. 44 To revise the Constitution, Abe and his cabinet also 

attempted to revise Article 96 in order to make amendments. In order to reinterpret 

Article 9, Article 96 should be revised as well.    

 

 

                                                      
43 MOFA:JAPAN 2013 
44 MOFA : The 13th IISS Asian Security Summit -The Shangri-La Dialogue-Keynote 
Address by Shinzo ABE, Prime Minister, Japan 2014 
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Chapter IX. Amendments 

“Article 96: Amendments to this Constitution shall be initiated by the Diet, through a 

concurring vote of two-thirds or more of all the members of each House and shall 

thereupon be submitted to the people for ratification, which shall require the 

affirmative vote of a majority of all votes cast thereon, at a special referendum or at 

such election as the Diet shall specify. (2) Amendments when so ratified shall 

immediately be promulgated by the Emperor in the name of the people, as an integral 

part of this Constitution.”45 

Abe’s attempt to revise the Peace Constitution Article 9 and 96 is to 

allow the Japanese Self-Defense Force to undertake the missions that fall under the 

collective self-defense category and also to escape from the post war regime. His 

statement suggests that Japan will undertake greater cooperative roles alongside the 

US military to ensure the successful realization of the rebalancing strategy. The 

success of this strategy is critical for East Asia in the context of China’s rise and 

North Korea’s repeated acts of belligerence in the region. ASEAN has gained 

greater focus in Japanese foreign policy strategy under the Abe Cabinets and his 

clear message to ASEAN was that they could rely on Japan to ensure the current 

                                                      
45Japan, Kantei, The constitution of Japan 
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status quo is protected through the application of international law and the 

strengthening of the US-Japan alliance. Abe’s attempt to bring Japan closer to a 

‘normal country’ to impose on the right to exercise collective self-defense is having 

faster phase with recent statement. 46  

Japan’s shift from a passive to dynamic defense posture and from a just 

global civilian power47 towards a normal nation, the quandary is how should Abe 

cabinet effectively implements its proactive pacifism without engendering 

domestic and regional dilemmas.  

 

 

 

 

 

                                                      
46Kosuke Takehashi, The diplomat, 2012  
http://thediplomat.com/2014/02/shinzo-abes-nationalist-strategy/ 
 
47 Bhubhindar Singh, Japan’s Security Identity: From a peace state to an International 
State .Oxon:Routledge.2013, pg-177 
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CHAPTER IV 

Comparative Analysis of Political Leverage 

 

1) Apologetic Murayama  

In 1993, when the LDP’s hegemony was over and Japanese long time 

LDP’s politics was broken for the first time, and non-LDP Prime Minister 

Hosokawa Morihiro admitted that Japan’s war was ‘definitely an aggressive war’. 

Moreover right after this, Hosokawa’s Chief Cabinet Kono Yohei’s Statement with 

apology of Comfort Women issue. Finally Murayama made fullest apologetic 

statement over the past war crime, yet more specific dispute issues were neglected 

since, the Murayama Statement excluded apologies about specific war 

compensation, comfort women issue and compulsory manpower draft. Also in 

October 5, 1995 during the cabinet meeting Murayama stated that the Japan-Korea 

Treaty of 1910, also known as the Japan-Korea Annexation Treaty, was legal 



39 
 

action.48 These responses by Murayama could be interpreted as some absence of 

responsibility of Japanese colonial period and shows the limitation of Murayama 

Statement.  

Murayama’s official apology impressed international critics since it was 

the strongest statement over past war time aggression and a move toward pacifist 

security posture. Yet, since domestic political regime was unstable with the fall of 

long regime history of LDP during mid 1990s, historical distortion and specific 

structural reconciliation was still neglected after the statement. The right factions of 

the LDP sharply criticized Diet resolution of apologies during war time aggression. 

Several cabinets’ members either belonging to the LDP or opposition parties and 

some influential politicians publicly denied wartime aggression again.  

Watanabe Michio(渡邊 美智雄), one of the LDP member from the former 

Deputy Prime Minister and Foreign Affair, during the press interview in 1995, 

claimed that Japan governed Korea. He claimed that ‘domination’ and ‘colonial 

                                                      
48 Park Sisoo, Korea Times 2008 
http://koreatimes.co.kr/www/news/nation/2008/04/113_21919.html 
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rule’ is not written in the San Francisco Treaty nor do the official papers exist. 

Even though Prime Minister Murayama made full apology regard to the past 

colonial rule, fragmentation within politician made the Japanese foreign policy in 

disharmony. Due to this matter, the Foreign Administration of Korea had strongly 

argued about Watanabe Michio’s claim and later retracted his position with an 

apology.49 Moreover after Murayama’s Statement, conservative politician have 

formed their own committee to uphold their conservatism and these conservative 

politicians are regarded as Japanese Neo-Conservative politician.50 In 1995, LDP 

Committee for Historical Investigation, on the 50th anniversary of the end of the 

war statement, the committee edited its book entitled ‘A Summary Account of the 

Greater East Asia War’, with conservative scholars and pundits, and individuals 

like Nanking Massacre denier Tanaka Masaaki, contributing to the essays. This 

committee had consistently suggested that history of Japanese war crimes has been 

completely falsified and ‘true’ historical record is needed. Abe and other members 

                                                      
49 National Archives of Korea, 2011 
50Toshiya Takahashi, Japanese Neo-Conservatism: Coping with China and North Korea , 
Volume 6, Number 3 (Spring 2010) p.21  
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of committee asserted that politicians should stay out of historio-graphical debates, 

which should be left to those historians.51 

In January 1996, Murayama resigned and was succeeded by Hashimoto 

Ryutaro of the LDP. Neo-nationalist politicians and organization began the 

offensive on history textbooks and demanded reformation of the textbook 

screening system, which continues today.52 

The Diet Representative Japan Conference Round Table (日本会議国会

議員懇談会) formed in 1997, with a broad membership outside the political center 

and claims over 30,000 members which also Abe is a member o this. This 

committee is dedicated to spread conservative notion of constitutional revision, 

text-book reform, the centrality of the imperial family in Japanese history and 

culture, and respect for the flag and anthem. They have published book about 

comfort women issue recently, which entitled ‘The Military Comfort Women Were 

                                                      
51 Matthew Penney, Asia Pacific Journal: Japan focus , 2013 
52 Questions for history textbooks, Tokyo: Tentensha, 1997 : At its convention in January 
1996 immediately after Murayama’s resignation, the SP changed its name to 
Shakai-minshuto (abbreviated as Shaminto; Social Democratic Party, SDP). In September, 
approximately half of its lower house members left the party to join a new party Minshuto 
(Democratic Party). In the lower house election in the same month, SDP gained only 15 
seats, losing its position as the major opposition party to Minshuto. 
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Not Forced’ in 2011.53   

International critics claimed that even the Murayama statement has been 

upheld by cabinets of Japan though it still does not make much of turning point, 

and fragmentation of Japan’s domestic political structure which later on made 

Japanese politic veering to the right-winger politician under the reformation of 

LDP.   

 

2) Revisionist Abe 

Behind Abe’s revisionist movement, domestic and international view over 

his response showed totally different temperament. Since Abe was re-elected in 

2013, he proposed new Japan’s national security shift from ‘passive pacifism’ to a 

‘proactive pacifism’. Under this act, with his historical revisionist movement, he 

claimed that Japan would contribute more proactively to world peace and 

international cooperation. In regards to this he established a Japanese National 

                                                      
53日日会議国会議員員員会, http://www.nipponkaigi.org,Matthew Penney, Asia Pacific 
Journal: Japan focus , 2013 
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Security Council (NSC) and also the first National Security Strategy (NSS) and 

National Defense Program Guidelines (NDPG) that introduced the concept of ‘a 

Dynamic Joint Defense Force’ which emphasizing his the Japan’s Self-Defense 

Forces.54 

Abe’s revisionist stance was previously expected through his past 

statement and response. One of claim for the Abe’s revisionist gesture was his 

comment about the ‘Definition of Aggression’. The definition of Aggression was 

adopted on December 14, 1974 in General Assembly resolution 3314(XXIX) after 

protracted intergovernmental negotiations. The Definition has scarcely ever been 

used for its primary purpose as a guide to the Security Council in determining 

aggression by States. From the International Law, the acts set out in article 3 

qualify as acts of aggression: Invasion of a State by the armed forces of another 

State, with or without occupation of the territory, heads the list of aggressive acts 

set out in article 3. It is scarcely used for its primary purpose as a guide to the 

                                                      
54 MOFA,Japan 2013 
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Security Council in determining aggression by States, and it became new source 

for discussion of the definition of the individual crime of aggression within the 

International Criminal Court Jurisdiction.  

Abe’s attempt to redefine the mean of the ‘aggression’ that international 

rule and international community have accommodated the terminology over long 

ago, and origin of the definition ‘aggression’ was based on the term ‘war crime’ so 

it needs to be revised in better international mutual understanding.55 Regarding 

Abe’s revisionist political stance, Murayama made his clear position regard to 

recent Abe’s revision gesture and movement over refuting Murayama Statement. 

Murayama strongly stated that there is no need to change in past 50th anniversary 

statement, and all Cabinets after Murayama have expressed their intention to 

follow statement which has taken root in all Asian nation as well as in China and 

South Korea. Also, Murayama conveyed China to release a new statement based on 

                                                      
55Audiovisual library of International law, odification division, office of legal 
http://legal.un.org/avl/ha/da/da.html 
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new international stances regarding economical, political and integration of East 

Asia’s relationship. 

The international community was much more pessimistic since, Abe’s 

suggestion which he was not consistent with the former apologies from Murayama. 

He attempts to propel a right-wing movement and revisionist agenda to set a new 

goal of normalizing Japan’s military service through constitutional change.56 

Regarded to Abe’s recent statement in the U.S Congress, 187 scholars of Japanese 

and East Asian studies (including Pulitzer Prize-winning historian John Dower, and 

Ezra Vogel, professor emeritus of history at Harvard University) sent open letter to 

Prime Minister Abe, Japan to accurately address its history of colonial rule and 

wartime actions, particularly the “comfort women” who were forced to work in 

Japanese wartime military brothels.57 

                                                      
56Kosuke Takehashi, The diplomat, 2012  
http://thediplomat.com/2014/02/shinzo-abes-nationalist-strategy/ 
57 Eric Johnston, Japan Times,May.7 2015 
http://www.japantimes.co.jp/news/2015/05/07/national/politics-diplomacy/187-scholars-ur
ge-abe-address-japans-wartime-history/#.VZrEoPntlBd 
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 On March 9, 2015, German Chancellor Angela Merkel visited Japan and 

suggested take on a more active role in maintaining the stability and prosperity in 

the international community. During this official meeting where Prime Minister 

Abe also attended, she criticized Japan’s revisionist move. From Germen’s 

previous stage, Merkel visited Israel in 2008, and stated that holocaust was the 

biggest disgraceful act of German and made a strong apology to the National 

Assembly. During the official meeting with Abe, Merkel mentioned German’s post 

war case and requested Abe to ‘squarely face the history’. Even though participants 

waited for his response, Abe failed to fully answer her question.  
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3) Revisionist Prime Minister Abe and Veering to the 

Political Right Side 

 While Abe’s revisionist acts are interpreted as negative by international 

critics, on the other side, domestic reflections are far more different to the period 

when former Prime Minister Murayama Tomiichi’s administration had reflected. 

Compare to the past 1990s, especially of the Murayama Cabinet, Nationalist-Right 

politicians are more vocal and vigorous to implement their view within the present 

politician structure: Out of all 475 Seats, First party of LDP (291), all other major 

parties are liberal-center, including the second party Democrats (73), Innovation 

(41), Komeito (35), Communists (21) and the Future Generation (2). There are 

several reasons for the 2nd administrations of Abe Cabinet’s are more vocal on their 

revisionist political gesture. Abe also won the both of the election, December 2012 

Japanese General Election 294 seat out of 480, and July 2013 The Upper House 

Election 115 seat out of 242 and he attained full conservative political power. 58 

                                                      
58 Kim Hyunki, Joongang-Daily september.4 2014 
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There are three major reasons to explain Abe and his cabinet’s revisionist stances. 

  Firstly, Abe’s 2nd administrations cabinet members are mainly organized 

by the right-winger politician who are belong to the right political organization. 

From his 18 Cabinet members, 15 politicians are belong to the ‘Japan Conference 

Round Table’, (日本会議国会議員懇談会) and ‘Taibonyoung’(大本營), which 

the group objectives under the united right-wing forces in Japan, aim to revise 

Imperial system through the ‘New Constitution’ and to seize the supremacy of the 

Self-Defense Forces troops for reconciliation in East Asia.  

Table 4. Shinzo Abe’s present Cabinet members affiliated to the official 

right-wing organization. 

Position Name Political Group  

Deputy Prime 

Minister 

Aso Taro ‘Japan Conference’, Constitutional Revision, Devotee 

Political Caucus, Visiting Yasukuni Shrines, Conservative 

policy Society, North Korea Kidnap Victims, Japan Rebirth 

General Affairs/ 

Finance Minister 

Shindo 

Yoshitaka 

Constitutional Revision, Devotee Political Caucus, 

Conservative policy Society, visiting Yasukuni Shrine, 

Territorial Protection Federation, Japan Rebirth 

Cabinet Secretary Suga Yoshihide Japanese Conference, Devotee Political Caucus Conservative 

policy Society, Historical Investigation, Japan Rebirth 

                                                                                                                                       
http://article.joins.com/news/article/article.asp?total_id=15731244 



49 
 

Attorney General Danikaki 

Sadakazu 

Japanese Conference, Constitutional Revision, Visiting 

Yasukuni Shrines 

Foreign Minister Gasida Humio Japanese Conference, Devotee Political Caucus, Historical 

Investigation 

Minister of 

Education 

Shimomura 

Hakubun 

Japanese Conference, Constitutional Revision, Devotee 

Political Caucus, Conservative policy Society, Historical 

Investigation, Japan Rebirth 

Minister of Labor Damura 

Norihisa 

Japanese Conference, Devotee Political Caucus, Visiting 

Yasukuni Shrines 

Minister of 

Agriculture 

Hayashi 

Yoshimitsu 

Constitutional Revision, Devotee Political Caucus, Visiting 

Yasukuni Shrines 

Minister of 

Industrial 

economy 

Moteki 

Yoshimatsu 

Japanese Conference, Devotee Political Caucus 

Minister of Land Ota Akihiro National War Memorial Society (Komeito) 

Minister of 

Environment 

Ishihara 

Nobuteru 

Constitutional Revision, Conservative policy Society, 

Devotee Political Caucus, Japan Rebirth 

Minister of 

Defense 

Onodera 

Issunori 

Japanese Conference, Conservative policy Society, Japan 

Rebirth 

Minister of Policy 

Coordination for 

Revival 

Nemoto 

Takumi 

Japanese Conference, Conservative policy Society, 

Historical Investigation 

Minister in charge 

of Nation's 

Infrastructure 

Resilience 

Furuya Geiji Japanese Conference, Devotee Political Caucus, 

Conservative policy Society Visiting Yasukuni Shrines, 

Historical Investigation, North Korea Kidnap Victims 

Okinawa and 

North Defend 

Minister 

Yamamotto 

Ichita 

Devotee Political Caucus, Visiting Yasukuni Shrines, 

Historical Investigation, Japan Rebirth 

Minister of Mori Masako Devotee Political Caucus 
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Consumer Affairs 

Minister of 

Economic and 

Fiscal Policy  

Amari Akira Japanese Conference, Devotee Political Caucus, Visiting 

Yasukuni Shrines 

Minister of Policy 

Research Council 

Inada Tomomi Japanese Conference, Constitutional Revision, Conservative 

Policy Society, Devotee Political Caucus, Visiting Yasukuni 

Shrines, Japan Rebirth 59 

Moreover, Abe himself also belongs to several right-winger organizations, 

such as Japanese Conference, New Constitution, Devotee Political Caucus, Visiting 

Yasukuni Shrine, Historical Investigation, Conservative Policy Society, North 

Korea Kidnap Victims and Japan Rebirth. Regard to his political background and 

Cabinet members, Abe’s 2nd administration invoke conservative regime and 

political force is mostly structured under the right-winger society when it is 

compared to the period of Murayama’s Cabinet (The coalition cabinet consisted of 

13 Liberal Democrats, six Socialists, including the Prime Minister and two 

members of New Party (‘Sakigake’新党さきがけ). And if the coalition party 

Komeito’s (The New Komeito, coalition partner of the LDP) 35 seat approve of the 

Revising Constitution, Abe has two-thirds of majority seats in the house of 
                                                      
59 Table 4: sources gathered from Japan Kantei, Abe administration, MOFA:Japan 
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Japanese Diet, to make amendment of the Constitution. While previous LDP party 

composition had diverse politicians with different political thoughts and beliefs, 

Abe’s 2nd administration is making one strict vocal in conservative and revisionist 

power.60 Therefore, this could be seen as a political conservative shift in Japanese 

politics and Abe’s revisionist gesture is strongly enforced under LDP’s political 

power.  

Secondly, Japanese Citizen’s gradual desire of ‘Strong Japan’ is putting 

weight of Abe Cabinet’s revisionist stances, regard to the past economic failures, 

territorial dispute and international affairs. According to a Bloomberg report, from 

2012 to 2014, Prime Minister Shinzo Abe’s domestic approval rate had fallen to 44 

percent. However, when Abe pushed through a controversial cabinet resolution to 

reinterpret the Japanese Constitution’s in pacifist clause to allow for Collective 

Self-defense and some success of unorthodox economic reforms, known as 

“Abe-nomics”, Japanese support for Abe’s Cabinet increased. The approval rate 

                                                      
60 Odajima Dakashi, Asahi shinbun interview, Decemeber.29,2013 



52 
 

surged to around 50 percent for the first time since March 2014, and Japanese 

media interpreted rise of the support rate as the impact of recent territorial dispute 

with China, threat from North Korea and Japanese hostage crisis from Iraq, made 

Japanese people to desire for stronger Japan.61 Which means Japanese citizens are 

more alert to the national security issues compare to past government’s passive 

national security. Therefore, under the threat of territorial dispute and national 

security are what Japanese citizens reflected as ‘weak’ state, and justifying the idea 

of security strategy is one of reason for portraying a revisionist state. However, 

even though Japanese Citizen’s ‘Strong Japan’ desire is stronger than before, in 

regard to Abe’s bid to enact legislation for Japan to play a greater security role, 

49.8% were opposed to ongoing parliamentary session and 77.9% said prior Diet 

approval is necessary for the Self-Defense Forces to be send overseas for logistical 

support for other countries’ militaries from the latest poll conducted by Japan’s 

                                                      
61 Tokyo, Reuters, November,2014 
http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/11/10/us-japan-politics-poll-idUSKCN0IU13A201411
10 
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Kyodo News Agency through Japanese respondents. 62 

Thirdly, past reactive and passive state model of foreign policy seen as 

failures of Japanese international and economical affairs within compare to the rise 

of China model, and power transition in East Asia have made Japan to be more 

proactive state. According to Japanese Ministry of Defense, ‘Proactively 

Contributing to Peace’ is based on the principle of international cooperation.63 

Furthermore, this entails, building overall comprehensive defense architecture and 

strengthening its system to prevent and respond to various contingencies. Such as 1) 

strengthening the Japan-U.S Alliance 2) actively promoting security cooperation 

with other countries 3)building a highly effective and integrated defense capability 

based on an exclusively national defense oriented policy under the Constitution 

3)not becoming a military power that poses a threat to other countries while 

observing the principle of civilian control of the military and 4) the Three 

                                                      
62 Kyodo, The Japan Times, March 28~29 poll within Japanese Citizen  
63 Ministry of Defense, National Defense program guildelines for FY2014, 
2013(Tokyo;MOD),pg2-3 
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Non-Nuclear Principles.64 The recent China and Japan territorial dispute over 

Sengaku affected Japan by recognizing China as consistent threat to own nation 

which could be what Aaron Friedberg said about the ‘ripe of rivalry’ in East Asia.  

As Japan’s economy posted negative growth in two consecutive quarters 

and the economy slipped in to yet another recession, Abe faced multi-cornered 

criticism for not properly handling the economy. His opponents blamed his 

economic policies dubbed as Abe-nomics for pushing Japan into yet another 

economic slumber. Abe Cabinets had two strategies in mind 1) not giving sufficient 

time to opposition parties to consolidate their base and 2) avoiding political 

challenge within the party.65 Abe assured that  his historical revisionism under the 

‘departure from the post war regime’, by ‘bringing back Japan’, what he meant to 

bring back a militarily is to behave diplomatically and economically strong Japan 

from the political and economic abyss of the past decades within more of self 

normalizing state from the U.S. China’s dependency. These diplomatic 

                                                      
64 lbid pg2-3 
65 Shamshad A.Khan, Indian Council of world Affairs,‘Renewed Mandate to Japanese PM 
Abe;Assessing issues and challenges to his Cabinet’, Feburary.20,2015 
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relationships tends to be overestimated and since the breakage of bubble and Japan 

is often underestimated in the economic stance. For the economical relationship, 

Japan seeks to have greater intimacy with China along with strong U.S relationship. 

Therefore, the main of goal of Japan’s national interest is within national interest to 

normalize the state, Abe strategically using revising constitution clause and 

historical revision for the containment against China’s rising.   
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CHAPTER V 

 

Conclusion 

 

 This thesis is to analyze how much of Japanese war-time historical 

recognition and post war regime have been changed between former Prime 

Minister Murayama Tomiichi and Present Prime Minister’s historical recognition 

and wartime apology. It is clear that Murayama Tomiichi has showed apologetic 

political gesture to international society with pacifist implementation in Japanese 

national security and diplomatic matter while Present Prime Minister Abe Shinzo is 

implementing revisionist gesture in the constitution revision and historical 

recognition through his only nuance of apology in his statement.    

Moreover, Prime Minister Abe’s 2nd administration has been seen as 

gradual shift to extreme revisionist state compare to the former Prime Minister 

Murayama Tomiichi. As mentioned above, the feature of revisionist state are: 



57 
 

constitutional amendment, nuclear armament, ultimate strengthening national 

defense, past historical affirmation, public recognition of threat and armed Self- 

Defense forces, which mostly applied to recent Japan’s national status. Japan has 

been maintaining a unique precedence which President of the ruling party or 

coalition becomes the Prime Minister of the Country.  

 To sum up, Murayama’s historical recognition was showed from his past 

1995 Murayama’s Statement, Murayama showed strongest apology about past 

war-time aggression and colonial rule, but limitations are still unsolved within the 

compensation issue that Japan will not make any personal compensations. 

Regarding this matter Japan established in 1995 ‘Asia Women’s Fund’ under this 

organization Japan insist that they are comfort women issues are resolved under the 

international law. 66  Within the political fragmentation during 1995, which 

Murayama was to make very much of personal political color from LDP’s ruling 

party, Murayama had to make apology to international society. Therefore, 

                                                      
66 服部 龍二, ‘国際政治史の道標――実践的入門’, 中央大学出版部 2004 年, pg 
79~84 
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Murayama’s statement was very much of past oriented and neglected on future 

conduction. Even though limitation exists on Murayama’s Statement, his 

apologetic gesture was very much clear and widely understood in international 

society compared to the historical recognition of present Prime Minister Abe’s 

statement.  

Japan’s changing political tone is much clear to veering conservatives and 

revisionist in Abe’s Cabinets. Although Japan’s politic veering is to the strong 

right-winger realization, Japanese citizen’s desire for a strong Japan is increasing 

and Japan seeks to implement military power based on rising China and its threat. 

To see Japan’s revisionist act in war perpetrator’s position, rather than to see their 

revisionist act as avoiding Japan’s post war liberal democratic history, it might 

clear to see Abe and his Cabinet’s are refuting Japan’s 1990’s political apologetic 

gesture and political left-wingers of post war pacifists.  

Since Abe’s approval rate started to fluctuate again because of some of 

his decisions were not fully supported by a substantial number of Japanese, such as 
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reinterpreting the Constitution to allow exercising Collective Self-Defense by its 

defense forces and enacting a law to classify information known as a secret 

protection law. There is another poll showing that 81 percent of Japanese 

respondents responded that the Japanese government has not fully explained to 

their own citizen about Japan’s constitutional revising while 8 percent only think it 

is satisfied. 67  Not only is Abe’s revisionist gesture not welcomed by the 

international community, but also to domestic community.   

The year 2015 is the 70th anniversary of the end of the World War II, and 

the international community especially Korea and China is keenly awaiting Abe’s 

stance on the war anniversary. Abe kept on mentioned that he would uphold 

previous statement, but he also said it would be ‘future-oriented’. However, 

‘future-oriented’ seemed to vade war time responsibility in terms of war time 

aggression and colonial rule. For the more integrated East Asia’s Peace and to 

avoid ‘the cockpit of Asia’ Japan should strongly apologize for the past war time 

responsibility and those apologize and squarely faced historical recognition should 
                                                      
67Kyodo, The Japan Times, March 28~29 poll within Japanese Citizen  
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be mutually reasonable and understood to international community for the real 

‘future-oriented’ North East Asia.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



61 
 

APPENDIX 

Relevant Documents 

 

Murayama Statement by former Prime Minister Murayama Tomiichi 

 

“On the occasion of the 50th anniversary of the war’s end” in Japanese 

 

村⼭内閣総理⼤⾂談話 

「戦後50周年の終戦記念⽇にあたって」（いわゆる村⼭談話） 

 

 先の大戦が終わりを告げてから、50年の歳⽉が流れました。今、あらためて、あの戦争に

よって犠牲となられた内外の多くの人々に思いを馳せるとき、万感胸に迫るものがあります。 

 敗戦後、日本は、あの焼け野原から、幾多の困難を乗りこえて、今日の平和と繁栄を築い

てまいりました。このことは私たちの誇りであり、そのために注がれた国⺠の皆様1人1人の

英知とたゆみない努⼒に、私は⼼から敬意の念を表わすものであります。ここに⾄るまで、

米国をはじめ、世界の国々から寄せられた⽀援と協⼒に対し、あらためて深甚な謝意を表明

いたします。また、アジア太平洋近隣諸国、米国、さらには欧州諸国との間に今日のような

友好関係を築き上げるに⾄ったことを、⼼から喜びたいと思います。 

 平和で豊かな日本となった今日、私たちはややもすればこの平和の尊さ、有難さを忘れが

ちになります。私たちは過去のあやまちを2度と繰り返すことのないよう、戦争の悲惨さを

若い世代に語り伝えていかなければなりません。とくに近隣諸国の人々と手を携えて、アジ

ア太平洋地域ひいては世界の平和を確かなものとしていくためには、なによりも、これらの

諸国との間に深い理解と信頼にもとづいた関係を培っていくことが不可⽋と考えます。政府

は、この考えにもとづき、特に近現代における日本と近隣アジア諸国との関係にかかわる歴

史研究を⽀援し、各国との交流の⾶躍的な拡大をはかるために、この2つを柱とした平和友

好交流事業を展開しております。また、現在取り組んでいる戦後処理問題についても、わが

国とこれらの国々との信頼関係を一層強化するため、私は、ひき続き誠実に対応してまいり

ます。 

 いま、戦後50周年の節目に当たり、われわれが銘記すべきことは、来し方を訪ねて歴史の

教訓に学び、未来を望んで、人類社会の平和と繁栄への道を誤らないことであります。 
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 わが国は、遠くない過去の一時期、国策を誤り、戦争への道を歩んで国⺠を存亡の危機に

陥れ、植⺠地⽀配と侵略によって、多くの国々、とりわけアジア諸国の人々に対して多大の

損害と苦痛を与えました。私は、未来に誤ち無からしめんとするが故に、疑うべくもないこ

の歴史の事実を謙虚に受け⽌め、ここにあらためて痛切な反省の意を表し、⼼からのお詫び

の気持ちを表明いたします。また、この歴史がもたらした内外すべての犠牲者に深い哀悼の

念を捧げます。 

 敗戦の日から50周年を迎えた今日、わが国は、深い反省に⽴ち、独善的なナショナリズム

を排し、責任ある国際社会の一員として国際協調を促進し、それを通じて、平和の理念と⺠

主主義とを押し広めていかなければなりません。同時に、わが国は、唯一の被爆国としての

体験を踏まえて、核兵器の究極の廃絶を目指し、核不拡散体制の強化など、国際的な軍縮を

積極的に推進していくことが肝要であります。これこそ、過去に対するつぐないとなり、犠

牲となられた方々の御霊を鎮めるゆえんとなると、私は信じております。 

 「杖るは信に如くは莫し」と申します。この記念すべき時に当たり、信義を施政の根幹と

することを内外に表明し、私の誓いの⾔葉といたします。  
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“On the occasion of the 50th anniversary of the war’s end”  

(15 August 1995) 

The world has seen fifty years elapse since the war came to an end. Now, when 

I remember the many people both at home and abroad who fell victim to war, 

my heart is overwhelmed by a flood of emotions. 

The peace and prosperity of today were built as Japan overcame great difficulty 

to arise from a devastated land after defeat in the war. That achievement is 

something of which we are proud, and let me herein express my heartfelt 

admiration for the wisdom and untiring effort of each and every one of our 

citizens. Let me also express once again my profound gratitude for the 

indispensable support and assistance extended to Japan by the countries of the 

world, beginning with the United States of America. I am also delighted that we 

have been able to build the friendly relations which we enjoy today with the 

neighboring countries of the Asia-Pacific region, the United States and the 

countries of Europe. 

Now that Japan has come to enjoy peace and abundance, we tend to overlook 

the pricelessness and blessings of peace. Our task is to convey to younger 

generations the horrors of war, so that we never repeat the errors in our history. 

I believe that, as we join hands, especially with the peoples of neighboring 

countries, to ensure true peace in the Asia-Pacific region -indeed, in the entire 

world- it is necessary, more than anything else, that we foster relations with all 

countries based on deep understanding and trust. Guided by this conviction, the 

Government has launched the Peace, Friendship and Exchange Initiative, which 

consists of two parts promoting: support for historical research into relations in 

the modern era between Japan and the neighboring countries of Asia and 
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elsewhere; and rapid expansion of exchanges with those countries. Furthermore, 

I will continue in all sincerity to do my utmost in efforts being made on the 

issues arisen from the war, in order to further strengthen the relations of trust 

between Japan and those countries. 

Now, upon this historic occasion of the 50th anniversary of the war's end, we 

should bear in mind that we must look into the past to learn from the lessons of 

history, and ensure that we do not stray from the path to the peace and 

prosperity of human society in the future. 

During a certain period in the not too distant past, Japan, following a mistaken 

national policy, advanced along the road to war, only to ensnare the Japanese 

people in a fateful crisis, and, through its colonial rule and aggression, caused 

tremendous damage and suffering to the people of many countries, particularly 

to those of Asian nations. In the hope that no such mistake be made in the future, 

I regard, in a spirit of humility, these irrefutable facts of history, and express 

here once again my feelings of deep remorse and state my heartfelt apology. 

Allow me also to express my feelings of profound mourning for all victims, 

both at home and abroad, of that history. 

Building from our deep remorse on this occasion of the 50th anniversary of the 

end of the war, Japan must eliminate self-righteous nationalism, promote 

international coordination as a responsible member of the international 

community and, thereby, advance the principles of peace and democracy. At the 

same time, as the only country to have experienced the devastation of atomic 

bombing, Japan, with a view to the ultimate elimination of nuclear weapons, 

must actively strive to further global disarmament in areas such as the 
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strengthening of the nuclear non-proliferation regime. It is my conviction that in 

this way alone can Japan atone for its past and lay to rest the spirits of those 

who perished. 

It is said that one can rely on good faith. And so, at this time of remembrance, I 

declare to the people of Japan and abroad my intention to make good faith the 

foundation of our Government policy, and this is my vow. 
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Abe Statement by Prime Minister Abe Shinzo partially retrieved 

 

Address by Prime Minister Shinzo Abe to a Joint Meeting of the U.S. Congress, in 

Japanese 

 

米国連邦議会上下両院合同会議における安倍総理⼤⾂演説 

「希望の同盟へ」 

（2015年4⽉29日（米国東部時間）） 

 

第二次⼤戦メモリアル 

 

 先刻私は、第二次大戦メモリアルを訪れました。神殿を思わせる、静謐な場所でした。耳

朶を打つのは、噴水の、水の砕ける音ばかり。 一角にフリーダム・ウォールというものが

あって、壁⾯には⾦⾊の、4000個を超す星が埋め込まれている。その星一つ、ひとつが、

斃れた兵士100人分の命を表すと聞いたとき、私を戦慄が襲いました。⾦⾊（こんじき）の

星は、自由を守った代償として、誇りのシンボルに違いありません。しかしそこには、さも

なければ幸福な人⽣を送っただろうアメリカの若者の、痛み、悲しみが宿っている。家族へ

の愛も。 真珠湾、バターン・コレヒドール、珊瑚海…、メモリアルに刻まれた戦場の名が

⼼をよぎり、私はアメリカの若者の、失われた夢、未来を思いました。 歴史とは実に取り

返しのつかない、苛烈なものです。私は深い悔悟を胸に、しばしその場に⽴って、黙祷を捧

げました。 親愛なる、友人の皆さん、日本国と、日本国⺠を代表し、先の戦争に斃れた米

国の人々の魂に、深い一礼を捧げます。とこしえの、哀悼を捧げます。 

 

アメリカと戦後⽇本 

 戦後の日本は、先の大戦に対する痛切な反省を胸に、歩みを刻みました。自らの⾏いが、

アジア諸国⺠に苦しみを与えた事実から目をそむけてはならない。これらの点についての思

いは、歴代総理と全く変わるものではありません。アジアの発展にどこまでも寄与し、地域

の平和と、繁栄のため、⼒を惜しんではならない。自らに⾔い聞かせ、歩んできました。こ

の歩みを、私は、誇りに思います。焦土と化した日本に、子ども達の飲むミルク、身につけ
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るセーターが、毎⽉毎⽉、米国の市⺠から届きました。⼭⽺も、2,036 頭、やってきました。 

 米国が自らの市場を開け放ち、世界経済に自由を求めて育てた戦後経済システムによって、

最も早くから、最大の便益を得たのは、日本です。下って 1980 年代以降、韓国が、台湾が、

ASEAN 諸国が、やがて中国が勃興します。今度は日本も、資本と、技術を献身的に注ぎ、

彼らの成⻑を⽀えました。一方米国で、日本は外国勢として 2 位、英国に次ぐ数の雇用を作

り出しました。 

強い⽇本へ、改革あるのみ 

実は…、いまだから⾔えることがあります。20 年以上前、GATT 農業分野交渉の頃です。血

気盛んな若手議員だった私は、農業の開放に反対の⽴場をとり、農家の代表と一緒に、国会

前で抗議活動をしました。ところがこの 20 年、日本の農業は衰えました。農⺠の平均年齢

は 10 歳上がり、いまや 66 歳を超えました。日本の農業は、岐路にある。⽣き残るには、

いま、変わらなければなりません。私たちは、⻑年続いた農業政策の大改⾰に⽴ち向かって

います。60 年も変わらずにきた農業協同組合の仕組みを、抜本的に改めます。世界標準に

則って、コーポレート・ガバナンスを強めました。医療・エネルギーなどの分野で、岩盤の

ように固い規制を、私自身が槍の穂先となりこじあけてきました。人口減少を反転させるに

は、何でもやるつもりです。⼥性に⼒をつけ、もっと活躍してもらうため、古くからの慣習

を改めようとしています。日本はいま、「クォンタム・リープ（量子的⾶躍）」のさなかに

あります。親愛なる、上院、下院議員の皆様、どうぞ、日本へ来て、改⾰の精神と速度を取

り戻した新しい日本を⾒てください。日本は、どんな改⾰からも逃げません。ただ前だけを

⾒て構造改⾰を進める。この道のほか、道なし。確信しています。 

戦後世界の平和と、⽇本の選択 

 親愛なる、同僚の皆様、戦後世界の平和と安全は、アメリカのリーダーシップなくして、

ありえませんでした。省みて私が⼼から良かったと思うのは、かつての日本が、明確な道を

選んだことです。その道こそは、冒頭、祖⽗の⾔葉にあったとおり、米国と組み、⻄側世界

の一員となる選択にほかなりませんでした。日本は、米国、そして志を共にする⺠主主義諸

国とともに、最後には冷戦に勝利しました。この道が、日本を成⻑させ、繁栄させました。

そして今も、この道しかありません。 
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地域における同盟のミッション 

私たちは、アジア太平洋地域の平和と安全のため、米国の「リバランス」を⽀持します。

徹頭徹尾⽀持するということを、ここに明⾔します。日本は豪州、インドと、戦略的な関係

を深めました。ASEAN の国々や韓国と、多⾯にわたる協⼒を深めていきます。日米同盟を

基軸とし、これらの仲間が加わると、私たちの地域は格段に安定します。日本は、将来にお

ける戦略的拠点の一つとして期待されるグアム基地整備事業に、28 億ドルまで資⾦協⼒を

実施します。アジアの海について、私がいう 3 つの原則をここで強調させてください。第一

に、国家が何か主張をするときは、国際法にもとづいてなすこと。第二に、武⼒や威嚇は、

自己の主張のため用いないこと。そして第三に、紛争の解決は、あくまで平和的手段による

こと。太平洋から、インド洋にかけての広い海を、自由で、法の⽀配が貫徹する平和の海に

しなければなりません。そのためにこそ、日米同盟を強くしなくてはなりません。私達には、

その責任があります。日本はいま、安保法制の充実に取り組んでいます。実現のあかつき、

日本は、危機の程度に応じ、切れ目のない対応が、はるかによくできるようになります。こ

の法整備によって、自衛隊と米軍の協⼒関係は強化され、日米同盟は、より一層堅固になり

ます。それは地域の平和のため、確かな抑⽌⼒をもたらすでしょう。戦後、初めての大改⾰

です。この夏までに、成就させます。ここで皆様にご報告したいことがあります。一昨日、

ケリー国務⻑官、カーター国防⻑官は、私たちの岸⽥外相、中⾕防衛相と会って、協議をし

ました。いま申し上げた法整備を前提として、日米がそのもてる⼒をよく合わせられるよう

にする仕組みができました。一層確実な平和を築くのに必要な枠組みです。それこそが、日

米防衛協⼒の新しいガイドラインにほかなりません。昨日、オバマ大統領と私は、その意義

について、互いに認め合いました。皆様、私たちは、真に歴史的な文書に、合意をしたので

す。 
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"Toward an Alliance of Hope"  

(April 29, 2015) 

World War II Memorial 

Before coming over here, I was at the World War II Memorial. It was a place of 

peace and calm that struck me as a sanctuary. The air was filled with the sound of 

water breaking in the fountains. In one corner stands the Freedom Wall. More than 

4,000 gold stars shine on the wall. I gasped with surprise to hear that each star 

represents the lives of 100 fallen soldiers. I believe those gold stars are a proud 

symbol of the sacrifices in defending freedom. But in those gold stars, we also find 

the pain, sorrow, and love for family of young Americans who otherwise would 

have lived happy lives. Pearl Harbor, Bataan Corregidor, Coral Sea. The battles 

engraved at the Memorial crossed my mind, and I reflected upon the lost dreams 

and lost futures of those young Americans. History is harsh. What is done cannot 

be undone. With deep repentance in my heart, I stood there in silent prayers for 

some time. My dear friends, on behalf of Japan and the Japanese people, I offer 

with profound respect my eternal condolences to the souls of all American people 

that were lost during World War II.  

America and Post-War Japan 

Post war, we started out on our path bearing in mind feelings of deep remorse over 

the war. Our actions brought suffering to the peoples in Asian countries. We must 

not avert our eyes from that. I will uphold the views expressed by the previous 

prime ministers in this regard. We must all the more contribute in every respect to 

the development of Asia. We must spare no effort in working for the peace and 

prosperity of the region. Reminding ourselves of all that, we have come all this 

way. I am proud of this path we have taken. 70 years ago, Japan had been reduced 

to ashes. Then came each and every month from the citizens of the United States 

gifts to Japan like milk for our children and warm sweaters, and even goats. Yes, 
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from America, 2,036 goats came to Japan. And it was Japan that received the 

biggest benefit from the very beginning by the post-war economic system that the 

U.S. had fostered by opening up its own market and calling for a liberal world 

economy. Later on, from the 1980’s, we saw the rise of the Republic of Korea, 

Taiwan, the ASEAN countries, and before long, China as well. This time, Japan 

too devotedly poured in capital and technologies to support their growths. 

Meanwhile in the U.S., Japan created more employment than any other foreign 

nation but one, coming second only to the U.K. 

Reforms for a Stronger Japan 

As a matter of fact, I have something I can tell you now. It was about 20 years ago. 

The GATT negotiations for agriculture were going on. I was much younger, and 

like a ball of fire, and opposed to opening Japan's agricultural market. I even joined 

farmers' representatives in a rally in front of the Parliament. However, Japan’s 

agriculture has gone into decline over these last 20 years. The average age of our 

farmers has gone up by 10 years and is now more than 66 years old. Japan's 

agriculture is at a crossroads. In order for it to survive, it has to change now. We 

are bringing great reforms toward the agriculture policy that's been in place for 

decades. We are also bringing sweeping reforms to our agricultural cooperatives 

that have not changed in 60 long years. Corporate governance in Japan is now fully 

in line with global standards, because we made it stronger. Rock-solid regulations 

are being broken in such sectors as medicine and energy. And I am the spearhead. 

To turn around our depopulation, I am determined to do whatever it takes. We are 

changing some of our old habits to empower women so they can get more actively 

engaged in all walks of life.In short, Japan is right in the middle of a quantum 

leap.My dear members of the Congress, please do come and see the new Japan, 

where we have regained our spirit of reform and our sense of speed. Japan will not 

run away from any reforms. We keep our eyes only on the road ahead and push 

forward with structural reforms. That's TINA: There Is No Alternative. And there 

is no doubt about it whatsoever.  
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Post War Peace and Japan's Choice 

My dear colleagues, the peace and security of the post-war world was not possible 

without American leadership. Looking back, it makes me happy all the time that 

Japan of years past made the right decision. As I told you at the outset, citing my 

grandfather, that decision was to choose a path. That's the path for Japan to ally 

itself with the U.S, and to go forward as a member of the Western world. In the end, 

together with the U.S. and other like-minded democracies, we won the Cold War. 

That's the path that made Japan grow and prosper. And even today, there is no 

alternative. 

The Alliance: its Mission for the Region 

My dear colleagues, we support the “rebalancing” by the U.S. in order to enhance 

the peace and security of the Asia-Pacific region. And I will state clearly. We will 

support the U.S. effort first, last, and throughout. Japan has deepened its strategic 

relations with Australia and India. We are enhancing our cooperation across many 

fields with the countries of ASEAN and the Republic of Korea. Adding those 

partners to the central pillar that is the U.S.-Japan alliance, our region will get 

stable remarkably more. Now, Japan will provide up to 2.8 billion dollars in 

assistance to help improve U.S. bases in Guam, which will gain strategic 

significance even more in the future. As regards the state of Asian waters, let me 

underscore here my three principles. First, states shall make their claims based on 

international law. Second, they shall not use force or coercion to drive their claims. 

And third, to settle disputes, any disputes, they shall do so by peaceful means. We 

must make the vast seas stretching from the Pacific to the Indian Oceans seas of 

peace and freedom, where all follow the rule of law. For that very reason we must 

fortify the U.S.-Japan alliance. That is our responsibility. Now, let me tell you. In 

Japan we are working hard to enhance the legislative foundations for our security. 

Once in place, Japan will be much more able to provide a seamless response for all 

levels of crisis. These enhanced legislative foundations should make the 
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cooperation between the U.S. military and Japan's Self Defense Forces even 

stronger, and the alliance still more solid, providing credible deterrence for the 

peace in the region. This reform is the first of its kind and a sweeping one in our 

post-war history. We will achieve this by this coming summer. Now, I have 

something to share with you. The day before yesterday Secretaries Kerry and 

Carter met our Foreign Minister Kishida and Defense Minister Nakatani for 

consultations. As a result, we now have a new framework. A framework to better 

put together the forces of the U.S. and Japan. A framework that is in line with the 

legislative attempts going on in Japan. That is what's necessary to build peace, 

more reliable peace in the region. And that is namely the new Defense Cooperation 

Guidelines. Yesterday, President Obama and I fully agreed on the significance of 

these Guidelines. Ladies and gentlemen, we agreed on a document that is historic. 
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