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1. T/，eme: 
This workshop aims to take advantage ofthe c町rentmomenturn in the study of early 

20"'-cen仙ryManchuria (what is called No巾 .eastChina today) by invi加.gselected junior and 
senior scholars from various disciplines to establish intellectual dialogues that cross national 
boundaries and bridge typical periodizations (1911 and 1949 in C悩nesestudies，如d1945 in 
Japanese and Korean sωdies). Participants will analyze various勿pes組 dge町esof materials 
合omand about Manchuria， with particular emphasis on how literary and historical so町ces
reflect different representations of political紅姐sitionand indi対dualidentity from the late Qing 
empire to the present. As a historical borderiand， Manchuria invites atte出onωtransnational
and仕組sculturalperspectives as well as to individual and experiential boundary甘ansformations.
百leworkshop will address such topics as nation-building， the colonial inlagination， and the 
effect of these larger processes upon individual reω凶卵ationsofe伽 icand田町田H畑町.
In the process， we hope to enco町agescholars to share血.eir五eldworkexperienωs， archival 
research information， and ωbring a sharper focus to the p紅白ularproblems affecting work on a 
region that has reshaped企omborderland ωbordered land，組dstill bears m組ysigns of its 
transnational past. 

勤勉nchuria'smilitary， political， and economic history has of course been well studied 
Much less well studied， however， are the stories ofhow Manchuria was perceived within也e
ever-shifting frameworks of imperial， national， and colonial.regimes，組dof how people living in 
the region perceived themselves within and beyond the shi剣ngborderlines. By focusing on 
these questions， we hope to remedy an obvious gap in the scholarly li旬ra旬re-a gap that exists 
largely owing to post-war taboos白紙haveforbidden discussion of what Manchuria really meant 
to people before and after the Japanese invasion ofChina in 1937， except in飽rmsof strict 
nationalistic interpre旬tions.τ'houghsuch work has contributed much ωo町 understandingof 
this region， its acceptance of contemporary national borders as defming也eproper limits of 
scholarly inquiry seriously han司persour understanding of the cultural and political processes that 
had such a profound impωt on the region. Overdetermined nation-centered narratives， we feel， 
simply do not do justice to血ecomplicated c叫旬ralsi旬ationin Manch町ia，a place in which 
C悩nese，Japanese， Manchus， Mongols， Koreans， Russians， and Poles all claimed as “home." In 
this connection， we also hope to advance a∞nceptualization ofManchuria as a “borderlalld，" In 
白isconnection， we also hopeωadvance a conceptualization ofManchuria as a “borderland，" 
which we take our cUi居合omthe US and European history. This， we believe， will permit more 
powerful analyses ofthe Manchurian situation and will also provide a way for broader 
comparative白in記ng
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The historical importance of出isregion has recently been revived as the latest generation 
of Chinese leaders has called for new development projects in Northeast China. We hope that 
出isworkshop will con出buteωadeeper， more sophisticated understanding of the ωmplex 
history of組 areathat was a focal point of international contestation a cen制ryago， when the 
older political s回 .cturesofEast Asia began to give way to new national forms and勘蜘.churia
found itself redetined， not just by economic and political forces， but by pOW1自由1cultural forces 
as well. 

11. Organ包ation

刀leworkshop will consist of fo町 panels:

Panel 1 will focus on也ehistory of cultural trends in Manchuria加 dculωral representation of 
Manchuria血history.

Faye Yuan Kleeman's paper， "1nscribing Manchuria: Gender， Ideology， and Pop凶ar
Imagina由民"exarnines how popular cultural media shaped and sustained the image of 
Manchuria during the interwar era. Specifically， it willlook at two types ofvisnal飢 dtex回 1
texts: heroic adventure tales for teenage boys and the e紅白mother.・likeimage of pioneer women 
如 dtheir role in blending gender desire and imperial optimism inω世leid叩 .logyof empire 
blUlding. The cons首uctionof pop叫訂imaginaries，企創nedwi血血世lecontext of popular 
litera加re(ωishu bungaku )狙dpopular叫 ture(削'shubun白.)，demons回 teshow gender played 
a very specific role in this negotiation and how thωe images and discourses， trafficking between 
正hem自首opole飢 dthe colony， reinforced each other 

Atsuko Sakaki' s paper will analyze the writings of Abe K，δbδ(1924-1993)， a modern 
Japanese novelistlplaywright. The exilic nature ofKobo's work has been a伽 butedto his 
boyhood in Manchuria， a territory of ambiguous origin伽 tdissolved into a void after the demise 
ofthe Empire of Japan. Unlike the older generation of Japanese writers who were ei曲目r
committed ωthe advancement of an agenda of li旬rarycolonization or who thrived on the 
ostensible hybridity of the construc飴dempire ofManchukuo on the 0也er，Abe invalidated the 
notion of nationality as an“identi恥ationmodality." 1t is not coincidental that his fiction， tl悶加
works， and films， which lack an apparent national identity， made a brilliant intemational debut in 
the wake ofthe Algerian War， when the contingency and persistence ofthe modem nation-state 
were at once highli俳句dand exploded from wi白血andwithout. In出ispaper， Sak紘ishows
how Manchukuo contributed to the rhetoric showcased in one of Abe' s most famous works， 
Suna no onna (Woman in the Dunes， 1964). Abe， she argues， embodies廿leaporia of co・
presence of the desire for ar低ulationof national boundaries and the penchant for the extinction 
白ereof

David Tucker in his paper， "Colonial Cherries，" w出ex釦 tinehow Japanese colonial 
adntinistration in Manchuria and仕leManchukuo govemment devoted significant resources to 
landscape and park design as a part of urban plarming. A key and recurring el聞記ntwas cherry 
plantations. This paper examines cherry-viewing plan泊.tionsas part of parks， shrines， and 
memorial complexes intended to help to claim， civilize， memorialize，叩dsi伊iちraJapanese 
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presenωin Manchuria. Japanese colonists held that chenies were not native to China， and were 
culturally specificωJapan，so也叩usewas part of the attemptωtransform Manchuria， and 
make it less c叫turallyChinese. As cluturally significant locations， Tucker argues， cherry 
plan匂tionswere also sites of cultural anxiety and conflict. 

Panelists of Panel II，“Borderlands in也.eNational Imagination，" will discuss how the nation is 
imagined in this borderland， and how伽 lima伊lationhas influenced people' s iderr向
reconfig町atIons:

Mark Elliott' s paper will discuss Japanese studies of Manchurian history. Still a taboo 
term in much academic discourse，“hゐnchuria"is widely held ωbe a geographical fiction 
created by也.eJapanese imperiallcolo凶alima伊lation.This belieえ血oughnot entirely accurate， 
is at the same白nenot entirely untrue， either. For the Manchuria出atc創neto worldwide 
attention in the e釘ly19008 was indeed in great meas町e血eproduct of the Japanese imperial 
mind， which saw in the region a land with a history and culture sep紅ate企omthat of the rest of 
China. Moreover， the notion of an independent Manchuria following ωown historical path 
infonned much thinking about Japan's role in the region dぽ血gthe first half of the 20皿 cenl制ry.
To町 tobetter understand contempor町 perceptionsofManchuria as a region，帥papぽ
revisits the arguments put forward in articles and books on白ehistory ofManchuria written by 
Japanese scholars such as Shiratori， Tam町a，Yi飢 0，Kuwabara， Inaba， Hane白，and Wada. What 
historical vision ofManchuria did these men advance? What were也errSOlrrces組 dtheir biases? 
How did they affect opinion at the time， in Japan， in China， and in the West? What can we rnake 
of their arguments today? In seeking to answぽ thesequestions，也e.paper aims notωpass 
judgment on the validity of their conclusions but to assess the role of Japanese historical 
scholarship in the construction of“Manchuria. " 

Shao's paper will組均ze陥 nchus'memories ofManzhouguo. Manchuria was regarded 
as the Manchu sacred homeland in也eQingdynas句人 Butin the late 19m century，也eManchus'
Manchuria become the “Cockpit of Asia，" in which various powers competed for economic and 
politi叫泊t抗措 Manzhou伊 0，under Japanese con釘01，used Manchu history to legitirnate its 
nationhood. Shao asks， How did世leestablishment and collapse ofManzhouguo affect民伽nchus
and出世perceptionof identity in也ehistorical context of state-formation and n泊on-b国l必ng
during the first half of the 20血 century?Based on unpublished investigation reports， aIDlals of 
local history (or local gaze伽 ers，difangzhi)， genealogical records， memoirs， and interviews，由is
paper analyzes Mal).chus' perception of e伽IIc組 dnational identities， viewed也roughthe prism 
oftheir memories ofManzhouguo. 

Tak Matsusaka will凶kabout“Japan'sManchur剛 Myths."He will review the 
dyn甜 IIcsof myth production along with the complications that the imagined Manchuria created 
for those charged with mana伊ngthe "real" Manchuria，企om1905 tlrrough世le1930s. He will 
analyze how journalists and other writers as well as public officials produced a body ofmyths 
白athelped to condition Japanese白血恒ngabout China's No地 east.He ∞ncludes that the 
prorrlIse of ample living space tllat would relieve overcrowding in Japan was among the most 
pow巴由1yet rrlIscons回 .edofthese ideas. 
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Panel白ree，“Ethnicityin Borderl釦 d，"provides a plaぜorrnfor scholars who 蜘 diese伽 IC
groups in Manchuria: 

Chris Atwood， an expert on Mongol history， will discuss“E白nicityand State Serviωm 
Hulun Buir." In白eeighteen白cen伽ry，the Manchu Qing d戸astyse凶edthe Hulun Buir area of 
nor世lwestManchuria (now in northeastem Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region) with 
baunerrnen of diverse ethnic origins: Daurs， New and Old Barga Mongols， Solon Ewenkis， 
Orochen，佃d"Oolod" (Zunゆar)Mongols. While this diversity was in part the result ofManchu 
social engineering， it also reflected long-standing pat防rnsof Siberian Mongol moiety 
organization. The Daurs and Ewenkis had， sinωat least the s民teenthcen飢ry，been linkedぉ two
interrnarηing moieties of a "Solon"ω曲 derationwhich kept the Barga Mongols and Orochen 
in tribute. In the course of the nineteenth釦dtwentie也centuries，successive Manchu and 
Mongolian models of抑制lineale白血cityorientedωservice of a larger sta旬weresuperimposed 
on白is.moeity-based social s飢lCtぽ'e.Histories and local伊zeteersofHulun Buir， wri仕組合om
the nineteen血tomid-twentieth century， reflect the tensions and changes inlplicit in出s
supenmposltion. 

Suk Jung Han， a Korean Sociologist， will present lrpaper titled，“'FromPt服組toFengtian: 
the Nexus between Korea and Manchukuo in the 1930s."回spaperおaninquiry of the close 
relationship between Korea and Manchukuo during colonial period which has long been i，伊ored
in Asian and Western historiography. Han points out that Manchukuo is vi凶 forthe
contemporary Korean history， partic叫訂ly伽 S旬te-forrnationofNor白銅dSouth Korea in也e
post-liberation period 面白projectwould回 .ce蜘 humanand matぽialflow between Korea 
and Manchukuo with the focus ofthe rise ofPusan harbor. With the Japanese包keoverof
Manchuria and the subsequent state-building in吐leearly 1930s， Korea becanle a jumping board 
for Japanese expansion toward the Chinese continent. Ptisan h釘.borwas血epivo鈎1point to並Ik
Jap組 andChina. In a sense， EぉtAsiawasor伊nicallyconnected through Pus組.百usinq凶ry
would broaden the scope of the study of the Japanese colonialism by covering the relationship 
not only between the me甘opolisand its peripheries， but also between peripheriesτ'his paper will 
give us some implication for the influence from Manchukuo ωKoreain也epost-liberation 
period. 

Ding Yizhuang will i目的ducetous“Suiqiren in Liaodong: Be何 eenBaunerpeqple組 d
Civilians." Nowadays， in the field ofChina studies， it has been well-acc叩ted白atthe difference 
between“qiren" (baunerpeople) and“minren" (civilians) also distinguish Manchu and Han. Her 
paper will challenge such an釘伊Jlllentwith an analysis of the“suiqi" comm凹吻.“Suiqiren" 
refers ωa specific community of Han banner people who were emigr溜ltsfrom Shangdong 
Province and who were integrated into the banner sys総min正heQingd炉lasty.People ofthe 
“suiqi" community have complica制 identitiesthat make them di能rentfrom both Manchu and 
Han communities. They call themselves “suiqi ren"， a terrn that never appears in組yo侃.cial
history but accurately reflec飽howthey perceive their own identity. Ding will focus on血e
おllowingquestions: How do the “slUqi" people and their offspring remember the Qing d:戸Iasty?
How do they view the identity of their ancestors? How do they perceive世leirown ethnic 
identity? Answers to these questions w出remindus of the existence of similar communities 
whose overlapping social and e白nicboundaries make their identity complicated. 
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At the end of the workshop， all participants wi1l join a roundtable discussion of the 
present si制ationof and the prospects for Manchurian studies. Professor Nishimura Shigeo and 
Dr. Ron:ald Suleski 'wi1l be the mediator， and each ta1k on recent scholarship in Japan and discuss 
themes and approaches of the workshop papers， and it is hoped that all p紅白cipantswill share 
information about archival research， fieldwork methodology， and questions釦 dproblems for 
futurework 

11. P，ωrels (tentative): 

1. Cultural Manchuria 
Atsuko Sak必ci(University ofToronto): "Manchuria， Aporia， and Abe Kobo" 
Faye Yuan Kleeman (University of Colorado， Boulder):“Iuscrib血gManchuria: Gender， 
Ideology， and Popular Imagination" 

Da吋dTucker (University ofIowa): "Colonial Cherries" 
Chair飢 dDiscussant: Gavan McCormack (ANU) 

2. Borderlands in The Natio皿alImagina“on
Mark Elliott伺訂vard):“JapaneseScholarship in the Making ofManchuri組問蜘ザ'
Dan Shao (Fairbauk Center):“Manchus' Memories ofM!ffi.Zhouguo" 
Yoshihisa Tak Matsusaka (Wellesley):勺apan'sManchurian Mytlls" 
Ch剖rand Discussant: Rana Mitter (Oxford) 

3. Ethnicity in Manchuria 
DingYi油uang(CASS):“Suiqiren in Liaodong: Between B組問rpeopleand Civilians" 
S.J. Han (Dong-A Universi勿):“From町民組ωFengtian:The Nexus Be抑 eenKorea and 
Manchukuo in the 1930s" 

Christopher Atwood (lndi加 aUniversity)“E白血cityand State Service加HulunBuir" 
Chair and Discussant: Prasenjit Duara (University of Chicago) 

4. Roundtable discussion (Prospects， archival research， methodology problems) 
Nishimura Shigeo (Osaka Gaidai): Japanese studies ofC悩neseModern Northeast in the 

Past Ten Years 
Ronald Suleski (Fairbauk Center): General comments on papers 
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