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Note on Transliteration

I have adopted the now standard Hanyu Pinyin transliteration system for Chinese-language material and the Hepburn system for Japanese. With respect to personal names, I adhere to local naming practices. In Chinese and Japanese, the family name comes first. In Indonesia, naming practices vary. There are no fixed surnames, and single names are common. I have made the occasional exception when a variant of a name or a place has become common in English, such as Chiang Kaishek, which in Hanyu Pinyin would be Jiang Jieshi, and Hong Kong, which would be Xianggang.
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The map differentiates 'Areas controlled by Japan' in solid gray, 'Neutral Allies' with dotted shading, and 'Allies' with hatched lines. The Japanese-controlled areas include Manchuria, Korea, Japan, parts of China, Burma, Siam, French Indochina, British Malaya, Singapore, Sumatra, Borneo, Netherlands East Indies, Philippines, Taiwan, New Guinea, and various Pacific islands like the Marianas, Caroline Islands, Marshall Islands and Guadalcanal. The Neutral Allies include the Soviet Union, Mongolia and Kamchatka Peninsula. Allies include Australia, parts of China and areas between Manchuria and Burma.
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The map highlights major cities, rivers, and railway lines such as the Trans-Siberian Railway, China Eastern Railway, South Manchurian Railway, Beijing-Wuhan Railway, Long-Hai Railway, Tianjin-Nanjing Railway, and Wuhan-Guangzhou Railway.
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Other labeled areas include French Indochina, British Malaya, The Philippines, Portugese Timor and parts of Australia. Key cities and geographic features like the South China Sea, Celebes Sea, Java Sea, Banda Sea, and Indian Ocean are marked.
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Neighboring countries like Balluchistan, Afghanistan, Persia, China, Nepal, Sikkim, Bhutan, Burma, and Ceylon are also labeled.

  



Introduction

As taught in schools, exhibited in museums, and enacted in films, World War II is commonly portrayed in the West as a struggle in which the Allies, through immense sacrifice, triumphed over unbridled German and Japanese aggression. In this familiar version of the war, the fighting began with Germany’s invasion of Poland in September 1939 and intensified in May 1940 when Germany turned its armed forces west to occupy the Netherlands, Belgium, Luxembourg, and northern and western France. Britain successfully repelled Germany’s offensive thanks to Winston Churchill’s defiant oratory, its superior air force, radar technology, and geographic fortune: the protective barrier of the English Channel and the North Sea. The United States then secured victory for the Allies—after Japan’s attack on the US Pacific Fleet at Pearl Harbor—by mobilizing some sixteen million soldiers and putting its enormous productive capacity at their disposal. Following the D-Day landings in Europe on 6 June 1944 and the Red Army’s drive towards Berlin, the war all but ended when Germany surrendered on 7 May 1945. In this standard narrative, Europe serves as the focal point, the United States and the United Kingdom stand as the heroic saviours of freedom and democracy, and the Soviet Union plays an important but secondary role.

An Asian perspective on World War II yields a markedly different understanding. From this vantage point, the conflict looks much more like World War I in Europe, which ended three empires—those of Austria-Hungary, the Ottomans, and the Romanovs’ Russia—and gave rise to the birth of new nation-states in eastern and southern Europe, as well as the Middle East. The shocks resulting from the disintegration of these empires reverberated through the twentieth century and continue to do so today, as the Russia-Ukraine War and Israel’s conflicts with its neighbours attest.

World War II in Asia similarly dismantled three empires—those of the British, the Dutch, and the French—and led to the founding of new nation-states: Vietnam, Laos, Cambodia, Indonesia, Burma, India, Ceylon, and Pakistan. And the consequences of the conflict continue to reverberate. The Taiwan Strait, Kashmir, Korea’s demilitarized zone along the 38th parallel, and the South China Sea are just the most prominent issues that originated in Asia’s World War II and still have the potential to cause serious upheaval.

From this perspective, the defining theme of Asia’s World War II was not the defeat of the Axis powers but the transformation of a region of the world long dominated by European empires into one made up of nation-states. For many political, cultural, and intellectual leaders in Asia, the goal of the war was never solely to resist Japanese aggression but to liberate their countries from imperialism, to repair the damage imperial powers had done to their societies and economies, and to recover from the collapse of confidence that Western scientific and technical superiority had generated in their elites. Hence the refusal of the Indian National Congress to support the Allies unless India was granted independence. Hence, too, Chinese anger at being treated like an afterthought during the war. In Indonesia, Sukarno and other nationalists went so far as to welcome the Japanese, whom they perceived as the best available means to realize their dreams of independence. Figures such as Burma’s Aung San and India’s Subhas Chandra Bose made similar calculations, seeking alliances with the Japanese to break colonial domination. In each of these cases, Asia’s independence movements sought and gained the power to reshape their societies, build modern economies, and transform cultural traditions they deemed responsible for the decline of their societies.

Seen in this light, the central struggles that comprised World War II in Asia did not culminate in Japan’s capitulation. Western hopes for restoration of the pre-war imperial order—as expressed in the 1945 surrender ceremonies—were confounded almost as quickly as newspapers reporting Japan’s surrender arrived in the hands of the public.

The Allied post-war strategy envisioned the United States occupying Japan and dominating the Pacific, while Britain, France, and the Netherlands would reclaim their prewar colonies, while Chiang Kaishek’s Nationalists would re-establish control over all of China. This vision did not survive past the summer of 1946. Civil war broke out in China, Sukarno’s Republic of Indonesia took up arms against the returning Dutch, and in India communal violence between Muslims and Hindus developed into what was essentially a civil war.1 For Asia, the end of the war against Japan heralded less a new beginning, or even a significant reprieve from violence, than a new chapter in the region’s longer history of struggle against imperial legacies. Only when first India and then China and Indonesia achieved independence in the late 1940s did one period end in Asia’s history and a new one begin.

In the immediate post-war decades, with European empires dismantled and the Cold War taking hold, Asia’s transformation demanded little attention from the West. Though the leaders of Asia’s anti-colonial movements envisioned a grand future, their countries were regarded as part of the so-called Third World, as backward, poor, powerless, and overpopulated. Today, however, these dreams have come to fruition. Following Japan’s lead, the four Asian Tigers—South Korea, Taiwan, Singapore, and Hong Kong—became advanced industrial powerhouses. China’s economy, after a meteoric rise beginning in the 1980s, is now the second-largest economy in the world. India is following a similar trajectory, while Indonesia’s economy has likewise witnessed significant growth. Life expectancy and living standards in much of Asia have either caught up with Europe and the United States or will do so in the near future. This new Asia has its origins in the transformations of World War II, and understanding this history is necessary if we are to make sense of contemporary diplomatic tensions in Asia, Asian peoples’ conceptions of their founding histories, and their continuing struggle to overcome the legacies of empire.

That is the larger purpose of this book. By restoring the braided narratives of Asia’s peoples and nations before, during, and after World War II, Blood Dawn offers a vital corrective to simplistic Europe-centred accounts of the war and a necessary framework for appreciating how the war was lived in Asia and is remembered today. Without that framework, the rise of Asia in the twentieth and twenty-first centuries remains unintelligible; without it, the driving forces that now motivate the nation-states of Asia remain opaque. Asia’s liberation of Western hegemony is also among the most stirring accounts of individuals, peoples, and societies reclaiming their agency, asserting their right to determine their future themselves, and undertaking extraordinary risks to declare, pursue, and safeguard it.

The account offered in Blood Dawn does not diminish the importance of the struggle against Nazi Germany and a militarist Japan. We all must be grateful that we do not live in societies constructed according to their wartime ideologies and designs. Most histories of World War II, however, remain Western-centric, focusing mainly on the United States and the United Kingdom and perhaps the horrors of the eastern front. In doing so they overlook and obscure a theatre of the war and global history that daily assumes ever-greater significance. By integrating Asia into the history of World War II, we gain a more comprehensive, more nuanced understanding of the conflict, one that brings its designation as a world war into alignment with the reality of its global impact.2





Chapter 1

The Reordering of Asia, 1800–1930s

What a difference a century makes. Until the end of the eighteenth century, the wealthiest parts of China and Europe enjoyed comparable living standards.1 Trading companies, such as the British East India Company and the Dutch United East Indies Company (Verenigde Oostindische Companie [VOC]), struggled to find markets for European products in Asia, as Asian consumers had little interest in what they considered inferior goods. Meanwhile, to pay for imports of tea, silk, fine cotton textiles, porcelain, and lacquerware, bullion streamed from Europe towards Asia, especially to India and China. As late as 1820, China accounted for 20.5 per cent of global gross domestic product (GDP), with India contributing another 16 per cent.2 By the outbreak of World War I a century later, China’s share of global GDP had plummeted to 8.8 per cent and India’s to 7.4 per cent.



Asia’s downfall resulted from the imposition of territorially defined colonies in the region—first by the British and the Dutch, then by the French, and finally by Japan and the United States. Until the late eighteenth century, businesses like the East India Company and the VOC dominated Europe’s interactions with Asia; yet these companies rarely had any influence beyond the fortified coastal trading stations from which they operated. They were merely participants in a thriving intra-Asian trading system that included Japan, China, Taiwan, the Philippines, Vietnam, the Indonesian archipelago, and the Indian subcontinent. By the early twentieth century, however, this multinational trade network had given way to a set of territorially defined colonies directly governed by foreign states. This transformation, which none of the indigenous ruling houses survived, culminated in a set of geopolitical instabilities that would eventually lead to the outbreak of World War II in Asia in the 1930s. With the United States embracing isolationism and Europe veering towards war, Japan would seek to expand its empire, triggering a conflagration that would engulf Asia for the next two decades.

Europe’s colonization of Asia proceeded, we will see, in roughly three phases. The first lasted from the late eighteenth century until the mid-nineteenth century, by which time Britain had colonized India and the Dutch had established their dominance in the Indonesian archipelago. During this period, the opium trade, which linked together India, China, and the United Kingdom, was essential in making the British Empire, and therefore European imperialism in Asia more broadly, a profitable venture.

The second stage, which coincided with the Industrial Revolution and the consolidation of the nation-state in Europe in the second half of the nineteenth century, significantly accelerated the process of territorial colonization. In China, Britain, together with its junior partner France, forced the opening of numerous ports along not just the coast but also the Yangzi River, its main trade artery. They also compelled the Qing to allow their citizens to trade anywhere in China and their missionaries to preach the gospel throughout the country. During this same period, France colonized French Indochina; the Japanese became the masters of the Ryukyu kingdom (now Okinawa), Korea, and Taiwan; and the United States supplanted the Spanish in the Philippines. With the exception of Siam (Thailand), whose monarchs shrewdly positioned the country as a buffer state between the British and the French, by the late nineteenth century Asia was fully colonized.

Finally, as competition between these various empires intensified in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, the system created by the colonization of Asia would prove increasingly unstable. Despite various attempts to secure the existing imperial balance of power, such as the Anglo-Japanese Alliance of 1902 and a later effort by the United States to bind all empires in Asia together in a collective security arrangement, the system would collapse in the early 1930s when Japan attempted to expand its empire by invading Manchuria.3 This opening gambit set off a war between empires that soon escalated into a broad struggle against imperialism—one that ultimately shattered colonial rule and resulted in the emergence of the nation-state in Asia.

The first major step in Europe’s territorial conquest of Asia occurred in India. By the mid-eighteenth century, India’s Mughal emperor had become a diminished figure. Economic difficulties, invasions by outside forces, and factional infighting at his court had fragmented the empire and left regional rulers to assert their increasing autonomy. The situation was rich in opportunities for Europe’s two leading powers, the British and the French, as they exported their century-long struggle for supremacy around the world.

When forces led by the East India Company’s Robert Clive defeated the armies of Bengal’s ruler in the 1757 Battle of Plassey, Britain gained its initial colonial foothold in the country. In the wake of the defeat, the Mughal emperor, whose writ by now extended barely beyond Delhi, granted Clive the right to collect taxes in Bengal, and Clive proceeded to build a revenue-extraction regime so demanding that it contributed to a severe 1770 famine. Clive’s victory and foray into tax collection marked an important turning point in the history of European imperialism in Asia: While the East India Company had previously been merely a merchant house with trading posts in Calcutta (now Kolkata), Madras (Chennai), and Bombay (Mumbai), it would begin its transformation into a private company that would maintain its own armed forces and run its own government.

Colonial rule in India took another major step forward in 1799, with the victory of East India Company forces over Tipu Sultan, ruler of the kingdom of Mysore in southern India. Led by Richard Wellesley, older brother of the Duke of Wellington, who would defeat Napoleon at Waterloo sixteen years later, these same forces then prevailed over the Maratha confederacy, a victory that gained the Company areas around Delhi and parts of Gujarat on India’s west coast. The victories of the East India Company depended on two factors: First, its forces were better trained, had superior arms, and could rely on solid supply lines. Second, possessing excellent intelligence sources, the Company was also adept at exploiting divisions within India. At this time of war between France and Britain in Europe, the Company aimed to prevent the French from concluding alliances with Indian regional strongmen. After these feats of arms, the East India Company controlled much of eastern and southern India.

After the Napoleonic Wars concluded in 1815, the East India Company continued the work that Clive and Wellesley had begun. With a new sense of its own power and no longer challenged by its traditional French enemy, Britain proceeded to conquer the Indian subcontinent over the next four decades. It ruled either directly, by imposing its laws and institutions in the provinces of British India, or indirectly, by concluding treaties with more than 500 of what the British called the princely states, some as large as a European country, others comprising just a few villages. Treaties with these states gave the East India Company paramountcy: the right to maintain forces within their territory, to conduct their foreign relations, and to intervene in successions and in cases of supposed or actual gross misrule. They were, in essence, protectorates. It was as if, after their American descendants had rejected them, British elites, who liked (and like) to think of themselves as natural and gifted rulers, found a new outlet for their yearning to govern in India, where the decline of the Mughals had left the country seeking a new unifying ruling class.

Other European powers, most notably the Dutch, endeavoured to keep pace with Britian’s new territorial ambitions. Before the Napoleonic Wars, the Dutch VOC oversaw a network of trading stations linking Japan, China, India, Malaysia, Persia, and Yemen. It also had a base on the Cape of Good Hope in southern Africa, where ships sailing back and forth from Asia could take in water and food, as well as conduct repairs. The VOC made Batavia (Jakarta) into its central hub. While East India Company forces occupied parts of Java in 1811 to deny them to the French, then the masters of the Netherlands, this conquest was undone by the 1815 Treaty of Vienna, which required the Company to return Java to the Netherlands.

The Company was nevertheless uncomfortable with leaving the Dutch in control of the Sunda Strait (in between Java and Sumatra) and the Strait of Malacca (between Sumatra and Malaysia), through which vessels had to pass while travelling between Europe and Asia. In 1819, Stamford Raffles, then the governor of the East India Company’s colony on the south coast of Sumatra, founded a new trading post at Singapore on the southern tip of Malaya, which put an end to Dutch control of this important trade choke point in sailing routes. The Dutch government challenged Raffles’s action, but merchants pressured the two governments to settle their differences so that trade could proceed. In 1824, the Anglo-Dutch treaty established a territorial frontier between the Dutch and British colonial empires, which ran directly through the Strait of Malacca. The Dutch surrendered all claims and possessions to the north of the strait, and the British did the same for their possessions to the south. With this agreement, the interwoven patchwork of trading houses that had previously constituted European imperialism in Asia began to make way for territorially defined colonies.

To have an empire is one thing; to make it pay is another. The United Kingdom emerged from the Napoleonic Wars as a world-ordering power with a navy that ruled the oceans. Yet it also carried a huge debt burden, had an ailing economy, and faced significant unrest in Ireland. Ruled by a small but dynamic oligarchy in which landed interests prevailed, the United Kingdom desperately needed money to pay the interest on the loans it had contracted to finance the war against Napoleon and to support the navy on which its new global role depended. It achieved this only when it began exporting opium to China.

The officials of the East India Company had little difficulty accumulating great personal wealth. They did so by participating in inter-Asian trade, by winning military victories and demanding protection money, and simply by filching money from the East India Company. They were much less successful, however, in making trade with Asia profitable, the company’s original purpose. The Company’s woollens found no market there, and its warehouses in China and India burst with unsold British goods. By contrast, huge demand existed in Europe for Asian exports. In the 1809–1810 trading year, the East India Company sold £5.9 million worth of goods in the United Kingdom. More than half of this (£3.4 million) came from tea imported from China. The rest was from Nankeens (Chinese cotton textiles), Calicoes (the same from India), porcelain, drugs, sugar, and indigo.4 To settle accounts, the Company sent £18 million worth of silver to China and half that amount to Bengal between 1760 and 1833.5

The one British commodity for which there was a market in China was opium, and the East India Company would resolve the existing trade imbalance through the creation of a triangular trade route connecting India, China, and Britain. While innovations in chemistry would eventually transform opium into the base for heroin in the late nineteenth century, it was at this time a milder drug. It first became popular in China among elites as an item of conspicuous consumption and as an aphrodisiac.6 It then spread down the social hierarchy, becoming a relaxant, painkiller, and antidiarrheal. To control its production and distribution, the East India Company established closely supervised opium plantations in Bengal and imposed a monopoly on its sale in India. Unwilling to break the Qing dynasty’s prohibition on the import of the drug, the Company sold opium at auction to private British merchants in India, who shipped it to southern China. There, they handed it to Chinese smugglers, who used fast boats to take the drug into the estuaries, bays, and coves of the South China coast. The British merchants then exchanged the silver they earned from the drug trade with East India Company officials in Guangzhou in return for money drafts payable in London. The East India Company now possessed the silver necessary to purchase the tea it sold in Britain.

In the first half of the nineteenth century, the opium trade grew exponentially. In 1800, the Company delivered a few thousand chests of opium, each weighing 140 pounds. By the early 1830s, it was sending more than 20,000 chests. By the end of the decade, after the East India Company’s monopoly on trade with China was abolished, annual deliveries reached 40,000 chests.7 A decade later, that number had risen to 60,000.

In response, starting in the 1830s, the Qing dynasty began strictly enforcing its ban on the opium trade. Several growing concerns had motivated the ban: the spread of addiction, the bad behaviour and laziness that it supposedly caused among the poorer population, and the misimpression that the large-scale import of opium was draining China’s silver reserves.8 Enforcement, however, quickly led to tensions with British merchants. In 1839, for instance, Lin Zexu, the Governor-General of Guangdong and Guangxi provinces, demanded that British traders hand over all opium stocks in Guangzhou. The traders complied once the United Kingdom’s representative in Guangzhou promised that his government would indemnify them. On the banks of the Pearl River, 20,000 chests went up in flames.

The prohibition resulted in an intense debate in London about whether to wage war on the Qing dynasty.9 Private traders, including the Jardine and Swire merchant houses, pressed for action, convinced that a victory would open more ports and help make good on the abolition of the Company’s monopoly on the trade with China in 1833. The government, moreover, was reluctant to pay the British merchants the indemnities it had unwisely promised them; doing so would blow a hole in the government’s fragile budget. War represented a way to recoup these financial losses, and Britian ultimately decided that military force was necessary to protect its commercial interests in the region.

The First Opium War would last three years, from 1839 to 1842. The United Kingdom emerged victorious because its troops were better trained, its guns were more powerful, and it had the use of HMS Nemesis, the first ocean-going warship with a steam engine. The British also blockaded the Grand Canal, which carried supplies from the fertile Yangzi River provinces to the seat of the Qing dynasty in Beijing. The British captured the town of Zhenjiang, located over 200 kilometres up the Yangzi from Shanghai, where the Yangzi and the Grand Canal intersect. The imperial capital, strategically situated near the Great Wall that protected China from invasions by nomadic people to the north, was located in poor and arid North China; it could not exist without the supplies travelling up the Grand Canal. The British had the Qing by the throat.



The 1842 Treaty of Nanjing that concluded the war substantially altered relations between the two countries. It opened four more ports to trade and imposed on the Qing dynasty an indemnity of twenty-one million silver dollars. It included a clause that allowed British traders to conduct business with whomever they chose, a significant departure from prevailing policy, which confined their activity to the merchant houses in Guangzhou that the Qing dynasty had officially authorized to trade with Westerners. The Nanjing treaty also provided for the Qing’s cession of Hong Kong to the United Kingdom and for British citizens to be tried in British courts according to British laws. Finally, it stipulated that imports and exports would be taxed in accordance with a mutually agreed tariff, which meant that the Qing lost the autonomy to determine their own tariffs. A follow-up agreement set export tariffs at a low 5 per cent.10 The term unequal treaty, by which the Treaty of Nanjing is known in China today, is no misnomer.

The amount of information available in British archives regarding China in the first half of the nineteenth century far exceeds that for later periods, when the Industrial Revolution weakened the significance of the opium and tea trades for the United Kingdom. Before that, British imperialism in India could not be made to work without China. Opium made British imperialism profitable and turned Qing dynasty China into a semi-colony, where the British exploited special legal privileges and profited from the low tariffs on foreign trade that they forced the Qing’s rulers to accept.

In contrast to Britian, the Netherlands was a country with a lot of water and little land. It lacked a large aristocracy, and merchants and bankers were more politically important than landed interests. In Britain, those who made fortunes in India bought estates and built country houses to claim high social status and live upper-class lives. Their Dutch equivalents opted for the majestic townhouses along Amsterdam’s canals or in The Hague, the capital. Similarly, in their imperial ambitions, the Dutch focused on growing rich from trade rather than taxing land. They did not replace local rulers or seek to recreate Indonesia’s elites in their own image, as the British did in India, instead leaving them, their bureaucracies, and their customary practices in place.

Another important difference was that the Dutch were no longer a great power. During the Napoleonic Wars, France controlled the country, and after France’s defeat, the Netherlands were reconstituted as part of the great power deals made at the Congress of Vienna in 1814–1815. The Dutch Golden Age of the 1580s to 1670s, too far in the past to inspire a global role for the Dutch, provided little more than a consoling nostalgia. As a result, the Dutch did not join the scramble for Africa or Asia and instead focused on quietly exploiting their colony in the East Indies.

To make their colony profitable, the Dutch introduced the cultivation system in 1830. Within this system, commodities such as sugar, coffee, opium, indigo, tea, and tobacco were grown on licensed plantations. These plantations continued the traditional practice of the sultanates—of which there were hundreds in the Netherlands East Indies—whose subjects customarily provided one-fifth of either their labour or their product to the sultan.11 The Netherlands Trading Company, a private company of which the Dutch king, Willem I, was a major shareholder, then exported the commodities produced on these plantations—over which it had a monopoly—throughout Europe.12

The Netherlands East Indies became the pillar of Dutch prosperity in the nineteenth century. The Netherlands became, as the Dutch say, steenrijk, or stone rich, a phrase from the late Middle Ages when houses made of brick rather than wood were markers of wealth. Between 1830 and 1870, the Netherlands East Indies contributed between 20 and 30 per cent of the budget of the Dutch state.13 In 1845, commercial activities in the Netherlands East Indies increased Dutch GDP by 5 per cent. After World War I, this figure would rise to 10 per cent.14

If the Dutch focused on trade, the British trained their attention on land, on governing, and on exploiting their monopoly on opium cultivation in India. In 1793 the British East India Company created a class of hereditary tax collectors, zamindars, who obtained this privilege by paying a fixed fee, in perpetuity, to the Company. The zamindars were treated as large landowners and were expected to increase agricultural productivity, as the United Kingdom’s large landowners had done. To this end, they received extensive juridical rights over their peasants, including the right to evict those who failed to meet their exactions. This new system, supervised by salaried Company officials who were not allowed to trade on their own account, eroded the rights of intermediaries between the cultivator and the zamindar, and it removed communal entitlements—for instance, to grazing land. The ryotwari system, introduced by the British in southern India in 1820, differed in that taxes were collected directly from peasants. These tax rates were extraordinarily high—50 per cent for dry land and 60 per cent for wetland—and this system too undermined traditional communal practices and local social hierarchies.



Despite their differences, the British and the Dutch both claimed sovereign power in territorially defined colonies. The Dutch dissolved the VOC early in the nineteenth century and sent government officials to govern the Netherlands East Indies. In India, the East India Company remained a private company but nevertheless acted as a government. From that point forward, colonies throughout Asia became territorially defined.

The character of European imperialism continued to evolve in the mid-nineteenth century, in large part due to the Industrial Revolution and the strengthening of the nation-state in Europe. Steel steamships made it possible to transport more commodities over greater distances in shorter times, a development greatly enhanced by the opening of the Suez Canal in 1869. Railroads connected ports to hinterlands. Refrigeration allowed the shipping of perishable products, including meats, and telegraph lines enabled political, military, and financial news to travel between metropoles and colonies in hours or days rather than months. Navies were now equipped with fast cruisers and battleships, and armies possessed powerful artillery and mass-produced rifles rather than muskets. Medicines such as quinine reduced deaths due to disease, including malaria, which had felled earlier European arrivals in great numbers. Last but not least, empire became a significant concern for newly enfranchised and increasingly powerful segments of the population.

The story of King Cotton illustrates the economic reverberations of the Industrial Revolution.15 Technological developments, such as the invention of the power loom and the rise of steam power, allowed British producers to manufacture first cotton yarn and then textiles of sufficient quality and low-enough price to be competitive in markets around the world. Britain became the sweatshop of the world.* Cotton, the raw material for these goods, was not grown in Britain and had to be imported, first from Britain’s colonies in the Americas and the West Indies, then from the southern United States after the American Revolution, and later from Egypt and India. Because only cheap labour and a disciplined workforce made the cotton industry viable, its connection with slavery and imperialism ran deep.16 Armed forces too were needed to guard the sea-lanes connecting the United Kingdom to overseas markets and places of production.

By the mid-nineteenth century, Britain accounted for 45 per cent of the world’s cotton textile production, and such production was responsible for 11.5 per cent of UK national income.17 These figures declined only somewhat in the later part of the century. While both its European and American competitors erected tariffs to protect their own industries, Britain maintained its textile supremacy by producing high-quality products for these rival countries and by manufacturing much cheaper goods for countries unable to defend their industries, such as their Asian colonies.18

Imperialism also changed during this period due to rebellions across Asia, especially in China and India. While the British were able to exploit the decline and fragmentation of Mughal rule in the eighteenth century, similar opportunities did not exist in China until the mid-nineteenth century. For much of the eighteenth century, the Qianlong emperor was firmly in charge of a unified country and a centralised polity. Though the emperor’s successors were weaker, and the White Lotus Rebellion at the turn of the century rocked the dynasty, the British and the French were too preoccupied with killing each other during this period to take advantage of the situation. By the mid-nineteenth century, however, the Taiping rebellion (1850–1864) had weakened the Qing dynasty, leaving it as vulnerable to European colonization as India had been a century earlier. During this decade and a half, the British and the French, now reconciled, worked together to extend European influence in China.

The Taiping rebellion, which would claim the lives of an estimated twenty million to thirty million people, was driven by widespread social and economic dissatisfaction. The proximate causes include a rise in unemployment in China’s southern provinces as trade shifted from Guangzhou to Shanghai, elite dissatisfaction with scant prestigious career opportunities, local disorder due to the growing opium trade, and disruptive missionary activity. Hong Xiuquan, the leader of the rebellion, was a Christian who called himself the second son of God. While many of his followers similarly embraced a blend of Christian and Confucian beliefs, they were able to accept Hong Xiuquan’s claim that he was the younger brother of Jesus Christ in part because the Nicaean Creed, insisting that God had only one son, had not been drilled into the minds of the faithful from a young age. To overcome rebellion, the Qing allowed officials along the Yangzi provinces to raise large armies outside the regular military. The move was risky, as unlike the Qing, who were ethnically Manchus, these armies and local officials were predominantly Han Chinese. Nevertheless, these new forces remained loyal to the Qing dynasty and proved crucial in defeating the rebellion.



Given the turmoil in China, when an opportunity for intervention presented itself in 1856, British officials pounced. While Qing officials near Hong Kong were searching a British vessel, The Arrow, suspected of involvement in smuggling and piracy, they tore off its flag. In response, a local British official instructed British forces to bombard Guangzhou and force their way into the city, initiating the Second Opium War. Back in London, William Gladstone, leader of the Liberals, denounced the war as a disgrace in the British Parliament, and a vote in the House of Commons led to the fall of the government of Prime Minister Lord Palmerston. The elections that followed, however, returned Palmerston to power with an enhanced majority, and Palmerston decided to seize upon the opportunity the conflict had created. The naval force he dispatched imposed martial law in Guangzhou and deported Governor-General Ye Mingchen to Calcutta, where he died. After finishing its business in Guangzhou, the force sailed north to Beijing to begin direct negotiations with the Qing dynasty rather than going through local officials as the Qing had previously insisted.

British naval power persuaded the Xianfeng emperor to settle, and the resulting 1858 Treaty of Tianjin greatly expanded British privileges in China.19 Moreover, due to a ‘most favoured nation’ clause in many of the Qing dynasty’s trade treaties—a provision that guarantees equal treatment to the most favoured trading partner—these new privileges were also extended to several other countries as well. Soon after the British had departed, however, the emperor sought changes to the treaty, and the following year the Chinese denied Britain’s ratification mission passage to Beijing and tossed the military forces that accompanied it into the sea. To avenge this outrage and force the Qing to accept their demands, the British and French governments dispatched 20,000 troops to occupy Beijing. The forces also burned down a summer palace to the city’s northwest as reprisal for the torture and execution of some diplomats. Though the Xianfeng emperor had escaped to the Chengde summer palace, his health was shattered. There he died at the age of thirty.

His death created a familiar opportunity for British and French exploitation: a succession crisis in a divided country. In Europe, many predicted the Qing’s imminent collapse. Yet the Aisingioros—the Manchu family that had ruled the Qing dynasty for more than 200 years—would not lose their Mandate of Heaven so soon. Early enthusiasms about a Christian China disappeared after European missionaries found that God’s second son, Hong Xiuquan, lectured them rather than the other way around. To make matters worse, in 1861 and 1862, the Tai­ping attacked boomtown Shanghai, a move that threatened British lives and trading interests. Supporting the Qing in putting down the Taiping rebels became the strategic course of wisdom.

The 1857 Indian rebellion against the rule of the British East India Company also influenced British attitudes towards Asian traditions, rulers, and elites. The rebellion initially began as a mutiny of sepoys—Indian soldiers in the forces of the East India Company—whose officers demanded that they tear off gunpowder cartridges for muskets oiled with pork and cow fat, an insensitive order that equally offended Muslims and Hindus. Muslims do not eat pork, and Hindus regard cows as holy. Yet the mutiny quickly escalated into a broader rebellion against high taxation, disruptive modernizing reforms, and the deposition of local rulers. The violence by both sides was horrific, and the British did not suppress the rebellion completely until 1859. In response to the disaster, the British government dissolved the East India Company and appointed a governor-general, who was responsible to a minister in London. It also created the Indian Civil Service to rule British India directly. From this time on, the British publicly treated India’s rulers with greater decorum and displayed more respect for Indian traditions. Haunted by fears of native revenge, they also retreated into foreign quarters and exclusive clubs.

England was far from alone in furthering its colonial ambitions during this period. With dreams of restoring France’s position in Europe and the world, Napoleon III sent French troops to join the British actions against China during the Second Opium War. The son of Louis Bonaparte, Napoleon’s brother and for a while the king of Holland, Napoleon III was elected president of France in 1848 and elevated to imperial status by a coup in 1852. He reconstructed Paris, creating its famous boulevards. He also built up France’s position in Asia, carving out a colonial space among the colonies of the British in India, the Dutch in the Indonesian archipelago, and the Spanish in the Philippines.

In 1859, French forces took Saigon in South Vietnam and compelled the Nguyen dynasty to cede three provinces. The Nguyen dynasty, which had unified all of Vietnam in 1802, was structured like a Chinese dynasty, with a bureaucracy staffed by officials who had studied the Confucian classics. In the 1870s and early 1880s, inspired by visions of great commercial opportunities, French forces began to campaign in North Vietnam, which was linked to southern China by the Red River. With the death of emperor Tu Duc in 1883, the French expanded even farther into Vietnam.20

When the Nguyen asked the Qing dynasty, with which it maintained tributary relations, to come to its rescue, French Prime Minister Jules Ferry sent 50,000 troops to Vietnam. These French forces attacked Hue, the Nguyen dynasty’s capital on the coast in central Vietnam. The Qing interceded by sending troops to North Vietnam, but the French proceeded to destroy the Fuzhou arsenal in Fujian province opposite Taiwan and to occupy the port of Jilong in northern Taiwan. By 1885, the Qing had been forced to renounce their tributary links with the Nguyen dynasty, and France established protectorates over Tonkin and Annam in northern and central Vietnam, where it took over the collection of land taxes. In the following decades, French colon compelled peasants to grow rice, turning it into a monoculture and Vietnam’s most important export.21

While these developments were transpiring in China and Vietnam, the character of colonialism in the Netherlands East Indies was taking on yet another form. In 1879, under pressure from private interests in the Netherlands, the government ordered the abolition of the cultivation system and the implementation of a new liberal policy. The Netherlands East Indies government introduced a law that allowed anyone to acquire long-term leases on land, either from the government or from Indonesians, though land needed to maintain a community’s subsistence was exempted. Capital streamed into the country. In addition to sugar, tobacco, coffee, and tea, the country also began to export rubber, tin, copra, and oil. Exports rose rapidly over the next decade. The Dutch strengthened their grip on their colony by bureaucratizing the ruling sultans, turning them into a servile aristocracy. They divided the archipelago into seventy-six residencies, overseen by seventy-six bupati, or regents, themselves watched over by a Dutch government official known as the assistant resident.

At the time of the Napoleonic Wars, European imperialism remained superficial: It was limited in scope and economically inconsequential. Half a century later, it had become a prominent fact of life, not just in Asia but also in Europe itself, where national identities and colonialism became intertwined. The growing wealth of foreigners, along with their increasing military prowess and affinity for foreign intervention, reduced the prestige and confidence of local ruling elites across China, Vietnam, the Netherlands East Indies, and India.

We now come to the two events that completed the colonization of Asia in the final two decades of the nineteenth century: Japan’s construction of its own empire in Northeast Asia and the deepening involvement of the United States in Asian affairs in the 1890s. By the turn of the century, few places on the continent remained available for further colonization. At the same time, the rapid decline of the Qing dynasty in the 1880s raised the question of what would happen to China if it did collapse. Which colonial power would seize the opportunity and potentially rule over this vast territory? Would it be partitioned like Africa? If so, which country would seize which part of China? While the Dutch were content to focus solely on the Netherlands East Indies, the other powers involved in Asia’s colonization became increasingly suspicious of one another. This mutual distrust led to an era of instability, during which the nascent Japanese empire seized opportunities whenever it saw an advantage.

American involvement in Asia began in 1853 when Commodore Matthew Perry, founder of the US navy, sailed to Japan to force open its ports, which would facilitate the burgeoning US-China trade, and to establish a resupply station in Asia free from European control. Perry was an early advocate of the idea that great states have great navies, and he was convinced that only a show of naval power would convince Japan to end its isolation. He sailed into Tokyo Bay on 8 July 1853 with four warships, two of them driven by steam engines. The smoke belching from their chimneys stunned the Japanese. Perry anchored his ships within sight of the shogun’s capital, Edo, today known as Tokyo. Perry refused to deal with local officials, insisting on meeting only with the shogun’s representatives, all the while keeping on the pressure by displaying his ship’s guns and demonstratively exercising his troops. After handing over a letter from President Millard Fillmore demanding trade access, Perry departed with his flotilla, declaring that he would return to collect a reply. In February 1854, he did so with even more ships. Soon the shogun agreed to the Treaty of Kanagawa, which opened two Japanese ports to trade and allowed the Americans to maintain a consulate in Japan.

Given subsequent domestic turmoil—including the 1861–1865 US Civil War and the period of reconstruction that followed—the United States would not resume its involvement in Asian affairs until the 1890s, when rapid economic growth and the buildup of its navy made possible a return to the Pacific fray. After US sugar plantation owners came to dominate Hawaii politically and economically, the United States annexed the Hawaiian republic in 1898. That same year, Spain relinquished control of the Philippines to the United States after losing the Spanish-American War. While Philippine nationalists led by Emilio Aguinaldo fought US forces for three years in a bitter war, the Americans would eventually defeat these forces in 1903 and replace the Spanish as the colonial masters of the Philippines.

Japan’s emergence as an Asian power followed closely in the wake of the Meiji Restoration of 1868. Both prior to and during the restoration, a political revolution that marked the end of the Tokugawa shogunate and initiated an era of rapid modernization, Japan sent missions to the United States and Europe to study their political, military, and educational institutions—many of which it would adopt.

One crucial lesson that the Meiji reformers learned from the West was that nationalism and empire went hand in hand. Already in 1874, Prime Minister Okubo Toshimichi had sent a military expedition to Taiwan after sailors from the Ryukyu island chain, stretching from southern Japan to Taiwan, had been murdered there. While still formally an independent kingdom, the Ryukyus paid tribute to both the Qing dynasty and Japan, and Japan’s mission was to assert sovereignty over the Ryukyus. Four years later, Japan annexed the islands and turned the archipelago into the Okinawa prefecture. Japan also extended its influence in Korea, where, in 1875, Okubo emulated Commodore Perry’s visit to Japan and deployed gunboat diplomacy to force Korea to sign the Kanghwa Treaty, in which Korea agreed to open three ports.

During the following two decades, Japan continued to expand its influence over Korea, and these efforts would lead to war with the Qing dynasty in 1894. The Joseon dynasty, which had ruled Korea since the late fourteenth century, had enjoyed two centuries of general peace before the 1890s, when a succession crisis turned violent and a peasant rebellion tore through the countryside. One faction of the court requested that the Qing dynasty, with which Korea had tributary relations, help it suppress the rebellion. When it sent forces, the Japanese, invited by another faction, did the same.

Japan emerged triumphant from the war that followed, fought at sea and on land between July 1894 to April 1895.22 Unlike the Qing, Japan had a conscript army. Its soldiers had trained for three years, and they carried up-to-date and standardized weapons. Japan also had a competent logistical and medical corps, as well as engineering units, which supported their operations and were coordinated by a central command and a general staff. The Imperial Japanese Navy was smaller than the Qing’s, but it had warships of a more recent vintage with greater firepower.

Japan’s grand strategy aimed at colonizing Korea and Taiwan, restricting Russia’s eastern expansion, and establishing itself as the dominant naval power in the seas around Japan and between Korea and China. To force the Qing dynasty to accept their designs, the Japanese devised a battle plan to bring the Qing to the negotiation table. That plan called for the eviction of the Qing’s forces from Korea, the invasion of northern and southern Manchuria, and the seizure of the Qing’s two main naval bases guarding the approaches to Beijing. The plan worked. Once the Japanese had made clear that they had the capacity to invade North China and so could threaten Beijing, the Qing agreed to negotiate.

In April 1895, Japan and the Qing dynasty signed the Treaty of Shimonoseki. The Qing ceded Taiwan and the Liaodong Peninsula on the southern tip of Manchuria to Japan and agreed to pay an indemnity of 200 million taels (ounces) of silver to Japan. Russia, together with France and Germany, intervened to force Japan to give up the Liaodong peninsula, a favour for which the Qing was billed another 30 million taels. With control of Korea and Taiwan, however, Japan had become ‘the Britain of the East’: an island off the coast of a large land mass with colonies and a powerful navy.23 The Anglo-Japanese Treaty of Navigation, which went into effect in 1899, confirmed Japan’s status as a modern country. The treaty ended extraterritoriality and restored tariff autonomy to Japan. Japan’s status in the world rose further in 1902 when Britain and Japan concluded an alliance treaty.

The Qing dynasty never recovered. Prior to the 1880s, the self-strengthening reforms it had adopted after suppressing the Taiping rebellion had made significant progress. China’s international trade had taken off: Xinjiang province had been recolonized, naval yards and arsenals erected, telegraph lines laid, and coal and iron ore mines dug, while the first cotton mill had opened its doors in Shanghai. However, the Chinese economy experienced a downturn in the 1880s,24 and the Qing’s financial position quickly eroded when faced with the huge financial indemnities imposed on it, first by the Japanese and then by eight countries—Japan, Russia, the United Kingdom, the United States, France, Germany, Austria-Hungary, and Italy—that invaded China in 1900 when members of the anti-foreign, anti-Christian Boxer movement besieged their legations in Beijing.

While no doubt motivated to save their diplomats, these countries also wanted to ensure that they were on the scene if the Qing dynasty expired. It did not, largely because the invading countries feared the consequences of war in China and because the Qing dynasty persuaded them to accept payment of the indemnity as a single collective bond, which meant that each had a stake in its survival. These foreign powers did, however, mark out spheres of influence: the British in the Yangzi River valley, the Japanese in Fujian province opposite Taiwan, the Germans in Shandong province to the east of Beijing, and so on.

By the dawn of the twentieth century, few areas in Asia had not succumbed to direct or indirect colonization. The United States had taken control of Hawaii and wrested the Philippines from the Spanish. Japan’s rapid modernization gave it the military wherewithal to capture Taiwan and Korea. And the Qing dynasty, a shadow of its former self, had barely survived the crisis of the Boxer War. It would fall twelve years later.

Uncertainty about the future of the Qing dynasty—and after the Qing’s abdication in 1912, of the Chinese republic that succeeded it—became a major source of instability in the first two decades of the twentieth century. To address this precarious situation, two major attempts were made to create a sustainable balance of power in Asia. Neither, however, achieved its aim.

The first of these efforts was the Anglo-Japanese Alliance concluded in 1902. The agreement between the United Kingdom and Japan came about when the Russians reneged on their promises to depart Manchuria after the 1900 Boxer War. Russia had steadily moved east throughout the second half of the nineteenth century, and its occupation of southern Manchuria formed a threat to Japanese interests. The alliance, the British hoped, would satisfy Japan’s desire to be regarded as a great power, secure the territorial integrity of China, tie Japanese and British interests together, and, last but not least, develop a UK-Japan common front against Russian expansion. For Japan, the advantages of the alliance included gaining a prominent role in Asian affairs, securing British recognition of Japanese interests in Korea, and, just like Britain, acquiring a partner to help stem Russia’s march east.

Whatever its merits, the alliance prevented neither the Russo-Japanese War nor the Qing’s dynasty’s collapse. The former, which the Japanese fought to remove the Russians from Manchuria, was a momentous event. Japan’s naval and infantry forces comprehensively defeated the Russians, the first time that an Asian country defeated a European one. Unsurprisingly, this demonstration of martial prowess elated Japan’s population. Post-war negotiations, facilitated by US President Theodore Roosevelt, who was favourably disposed towards Japan, led to Russian recognition of Japanese influence in Korea (which Japan formally annexed in 1910), the departure of Russian forces from southern Manchuria, and Japan’s acquisition of the southern part of Sakhalin island. Despite this bounty, many Japanese were disappointed that the country did not receive the customary indemnity.

The second effort to create a sustainable balance of power in Asia occurred in the years following World War I. At the war’s outbreak, Japan joined the Allied side. This strategic manoeuvre provided cover for Japan to expand its empire by occupying the city of Qingdao and the surrounding Jiaozhou bay area, which had previously been a German colony. In January 1915, Japan presented China’s president with a set of secret demands that called for China to recognize Japanese influence over railways, ports, and major cities in Shandong province; afforded Japan a leasehold of ninety-nine years over southern Manchuria; expanded Japan’s sphere of influence in the rest of Manchuria and in Inner Mongolia; and gave Japan control over the Hanyeping Coal and Iron Works at Wuhan. After China leaked Japan’s demands, sparking an international protest, Japan abandoned a further set of demands that would have required the posting of Japanese advisors to the Republic of China’s ministries.

At the 1919 Paris Peace Conference that ended World War I, Japan drove a tough bargain, demanding that former German rights in Shandong province be transferred to its control. When China’s representatives protested and seemed to gain the support of the United States, Japan threatened that it would not sign the League of Nations covenant unless it included a clause on racial equality. As both Britain and the United States opposed such a clause, and as Italy had already walked out of the conference, American President Woodrow Wilson, British Prime Minister David Lloyd George, and French Premier Georges Clemenceau decided to accept Japan’s colonial demands in China rather than run the risk of the conference collapsing. As a result, however, relations between Japan and Britain soured.

Konoye Fumimaro, the Japanese prime minister who would lead Japan into World War II, was present in Paris for these negotiations and concluded from his experience that all the talk about democracy was merely a smokescreen. The purpose of the new world order, in his view, was to entrench US and European dominance.25 During his return to Japan, he travelled through the United States, where the racism he encountered offended him deeply. As he would later write about his journey, ‘That the white people—and the Anglo-Saxon race in particular—generally abhor coloured people is an apparent fact, so blatantly observable in the US treatment of black people.’26

In the aftermath of World War I, many Japanese concluded that the European powers and the United States would never truly recognize Japan as an equal; they would forever be left in the ‘waiting room of history.’27 This stance was strikingly different from that the Japanese had taken after the Meiji Restoration, when they believed that to achieve genuine acceptance from the West, Japan would have to distance itself from Asia. Now they were convinced that Japan could only gain Europe’s respect with the liberation of Asia. These suspicions were strengthened by 1924 US legislation barring Japanese from immigrating to the country and by US state laws prohibiting Japanese from owning land. Partly as a result, Japan would come to see becoming a challenger power, and restoring Asia’s geopolitical order in its favour, as its most promising path forward.

An equally important event for the future of international relations was Japan’s 1914 capture of the Marshall, Caroline, and Mariana Islands of Micronesia—territories that Germany had annexed in 1885 and that sit astride the sea links connecting the Philippines with Hawaii and the west coast of the United States. The United States responded to Japan’s conquest by formally adopting Plan Orange, a war plan to be activated in case Japan threatened the Philippines and other US outposts in the Pacific. These developments laid the basis for a confrontation between Japan and the United States over the Pacific.

In light of these and other tensions in the region, the US government invited representatives from the various colonial powers to meet in Washington, DC, in 1921. The discussions, which included the United Kingdom, Japan, China, France, the Netherlands, Belgium, Italy, and Portugal, besides the United States, produced three treaties. The Four Power Pact, involving the United States, the United Kingdom, Japan, and France, committed the countries to consult each other in case differences appeared between any two of them and to respect each other’s existing positions in the Pacific. A separate Five Power Treaty, involving the United States, the United Kingdom, Japan, France, and Italy, created a balance of naval power. It stipulated that the tonnage of Japan’s capital ships could be no larger than 60 per cent of those of the UK and US navies. Those of Italy and France could be no greater than half those of Japan. The final treaty, the Nine-Power Treaty, affirmed the territorial integrity and sovereignty of China. It also confirmed the open-door policy, agreed to after the Boxer War, requiring that all countries would trade with China on equal terms.

The interlocking agreements concluded in Washington provided a measure of stability for the next decade. They bound together, if only loosely, the United States and the United Kingdom in constraining Japan. However, the United States had only a limited commitment to upholding the treaties. Foreign trade was not significant to its economic well-being, and its shores were protected by two oceans. It had no serious national security interests in Asia.

The primary aim of this all-too-brusque tour of Asia from the 1800s to the 1930s, as it declined from one of the wealthier regions in the world to one of the poorest, has been to demonstrate that Asia’s existential crisis in the early twentieth century had a deep historical background. A century of colonization, first by European empires and then by Japan and the United States, precipitated and helps explain the distinctive trajectory of Asia’s long World War II.

Early in the nineteenth century, the British were still battling the French in India, and the Dutch were struggling to impose their grip on central Java and Sumatra. The Mughal empire was greatly reduced in size and prestige, but it remained in existence; the Qing dynasty had recovered from a rural uprising; and the Nguyen dynasty remained a major power in South-East Asia. In Japan, the Tokugawa shogun was still firmly in control. A century later, Asia, with the exception of Japan, was down—and almost out.

During the early years of the twentieth century, the competition between great powers intensified as empire came to be seen as essential for survival in an increasingly Darwinian world of international relations. Against this backdrop, the meagre attempts to create a collective security arrangement in 1921 soon proved insufficient to the task. As Japan had opportunistically taken advantage of World War I to extend its influence in China and the Pacific, it would do so again in the 1930s, when the United States turned inward and the European powers were distracted by conflicts on their own continent. This war of aggression would ultimately lead to the expulsion of colonial masters from Asia and the birth of Asia’s new nation-states. Yet, before this profound shift in the world order would arrive, the countries of Asia were already undergoing an equally profound yet more diffuse transformation: the rise of nationalism.



 

* Though traditionally referred to as the ‘workshop of the world,’ this phrasing, in my view, obscures the harsh labour conditions and the dreadful state of its filthy factories and polluted, stinking cities.







Chapter 2

Political Awakenings, Late 1800s–1930s

Several of the most celebrated works of twentieth-century Asian literature depict experiences of political awakening. In Indonesia, Pramoedya Ananta Toer’s Buru Quartet chronicles the coming of age of Minke, a Javanese student from a minor royal background, as he struggles with the injustices of colonialism, capitalist exploitation, and racism. In China, Lu Xun, considered the father of modern Chinese literature, published biting satires of great psychological insight to expose social and political decay. His seminal Diary of a Madman, which metaphorically depicts traditional China as cannibalistic, sought to spur the Chinese people to fashion a new future for the country. And in India, Kanthaputra by Raja Rau, one of India’s most celebrated novelists, offers a powerful portrayal of Gandhian nationalism as seen through the eyes of a Brahmin village boy who awakens to the realities of caste hierarchy. In each of these works, the characters, beyond merely coming to embrace an anti-imperialist ideology, also undergo significant personal and emotional transformations.

The same could be said of Asia itself. Political awakenings during the first half of the twentieth century brought profound internal shifts in how the region understood itself, and these transformations were at least as important as Japan’s grab for empire in precipitating the end of European colonialism in Asia. Paradoxically, while the carnage of World War I delegitimated nationalism in Europe, in Asia, many during this period came to embrace the nation—not only as a means to resist colonial


















































































OEBPS/image/logo.jpg
BASIC
BOOKS

LONDON





OEBPS/image/Map4.jpg
W 3
AFGHANISTAN S
: § KASHMIR™ s
o Srinagar
mm‘"!./\/ e CHINA

SIKKIM BHUTAN

ey

Sl W%M

)
ANDAMAN

COCHIN “ AND
mvmconl\&; {}\‘\ceku NICOBAR,

ISLANDS

\/ )

)

010 W W0 40 somils
e S
0 10 @ Ko 6o wokn

British India






OEBPS/image/Cover.jpg
HANS VAN DE VEN

WORLD WAR Il AND THE
MAKING OF MODERN ASIA





OEBPS/image/Map1.jpg
MONGOUIA o

B

MARIANAS
caROLINE
1SLANDS
TANOS  jarsmaLL
ISLANDS
\, GUADALCANAL
S #
e 5 ressconrlled by
e [
- % =]
Japanese Empire, 1942 )Af O 9 Al






OEBPS/image/Map2.jpg
e

Sovier unioN

MoNGouA

chins
S s
~






OEBPS/image/Map3.jpg
0,

rreven |

i) W e
'y \\moacm»«! sy e
e 2
R o
) 5
L 7S =" A
3 sRiTIsH e e
MALAYA L;
\Cm ) A ? e
m}x A \ R ,,,,.u;\f‘ e Lol
P
%’x "eV R < RS
s SRR iy

2 \..w

-
s

iy _— 7 s 4 ;
[ s S -
sunta SRy Snr SIS oo
g8 I

0w W s
I

Netherlands East Indies

“PoRTUGUESE
TIMOR

ST

Fausraaiia ol

»4.‘...‘

Indian Ocean Timor sea __J






