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Abstract

The purpose of this research is to examine Jadititsdes towards the formation of the first
Yugoslav state through the case of South Slav peisoof war who were imprisoned in
Japan between 1914 and 1919. Since captivity ob¥lag POWSs during WWI in Japan and
Europe remains a relatively unknown aspect of JegeYugoslav relations, the examination
of archival sources documenting South Slav captinitJlapanese prison camps during the
War should provide a fresh perspective on Japainiking regarding the Yugoslav question.
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Japan wants to gain control over China. This is asecret. Russia and England don't like it much, b
since they are allies of Japan, they cannot dofgngtabout it. America, on the other hand, seems to
be much more upset about the Japanese behaviotlyrbesause they want to keep an open door for
their trade with China. Since America is afraidstart a war with Japan, we can assume that in the
near future it will be friendlier towards Englandnd even more hostile towards Germany. Japan just
got a new Prime Minister who is known to be a fessiman

! This article has been revised and corrected ad&@&h 2020.
2’Japonska in Amerika [Japan and the US]gvenski GospodaP November 1916.
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Introduction

In this passag8lovenski Gospodaa popular Slovenian weekly, described Japan duha

First World War as an uncompromising, bold natiwet could stand up and claim its own.
Japan was perceived as a strong and fearless gahatiwvas intimidating even to the United
States. What is more noticeable, however, is @@ is portrayed as a Great Power that had

significant influence and ability to affect intetimaal power dynamics, especially in Asia.

Given Japan’s Great Power standing during the Wiatild War, | ask myself how were
Japan'’s relations with Europe affected by the fitebal conflict. In the present article | am
particularly concerned about Japan’s reactionbéalisintegration of the Austro-Hungarian
Empire and her views regarding the birth of thstfifugoslav state in the Balkans, the
Kingdom of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes (KSCS).

Historiographers from former Yugoslav nations hageexpressed great interest in Japanese
foreign policy during the First World WarDespite Japan’s improved international status
after the conclusion of the Great War, we still fypanderstand her thinking about the
postwar political settlements in Europe. Even Iedgiown about Japan’s interactions with
East-Central European nations during the PariseP@aaference. These historiographers
have remained oblivious to Japan’s diplomatic pestowards allied secret arrangements,
such as the Treaty of London (1915). FurthermarergJapan’s geopolitical, historical and
cultural distance from these regions, it is ofteplied that Japan had almost no direct

linkage to or influence on European affairs.

Such thinking, however, is not entirely justifieadaunderestimates Japan’s true weight
during and after the First World War. For examplaing the Paris Peace Conference Japan
was a member of the Big Five and was assigned@aszeat on all central peace
committees. In relation to the Yugoslav questiefegrams from Japanese diplomats point to
Japan’s close working relationship with the Italglegatiorf. Her diplomatic proximity to
Italian representatives suggests that Japan wasntiotly oblivious to the political situation

in the Adriatic basin. Furthermore, both countiese often compared and portrayed by the

3 The term Yugoslav (Jugoslav) means South Slav.pfésent article will use both terms interchanggabl
4 B. Bertalanic, ‘The Adriatic Question and The Yslaw Prisoners of War in Japan’, PhD diss., Uniteisf
Tokyo, 2012, pp. 91-94.
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media as close partners with a common adversarytiited State3Due to the macro
political developments after 1917 and gradual ceémgrof a complex network of secret
treaties, Japanese thinking concerning the futaliégal order in Europe seems to had been
predetermined long before the Paris Peace Confetten& place and even before the new

East European states were recognized internatjchall

For the above reasons the present article will @xadapan’s stance towards the formation
of the first Yugoslav state after the collapseh& Austro-Hungarian monarchy. Their
relations will be analyzed through a case studyugjoslav prisoners of war (POWSs) who
were imprisoned in Japan between 1914 and 1918e Saptivity of South Slav POWSs
during WWI in Japan and Europe remains a relativelynown aspect of Japanese-Yugoslav
relations, the examination of archival sources dosnting South Slav captivity in Japanese
prison camps during the War should provide a fpgsispective on Japan’s thinking

regarding the Yugoslav question.

The study is based on the analysis of primary ssutitat were discovered in the National
Archives of Japan. All primary documents are fréva Diplomatic Archives of the Ministry
of Foreign Affairs and the National Institute foe&irity Studies at the Japanese Ministry of
Defense. Most of the documents are digitalizedadbe accessed online through the
website of the Japan Centre for Asian Historicatd®ds (JACAR), which works under cover

of National Archives of Japan (NAJ).

1 Narratives of War Captivity in Japan During WW

I

Experiences of POWs in Japan appear in strongasirtty narratives of captivity in other
war theaters, for example Russia or the Westent,frehere prisoners suffered from hunger,
illness and physical abudapanese narratives tend to emphasize harmoripasekse-
German relations and various aspects of interalltlialogue among prisoners and local

communities’ These relations are often romanticized. Prisoasg®ften depicted as cultural

5'Japan’s case like Italy’'sNew York Times21 April 1919.

6 Wilson Unaware of Japan’s Deal®lgw York Timesl2 August 1919.

7 Japan Centre for Asian Historical Records (JACAR)://www.jacar.go.jp/, accessed on 26 March 2020

8 A. RachamimovPOWSs and the Great War: Captivity on the EasterorfrOxford 2002.

9 For example see T. Seto, ‘Chintao kara kita hdwthi [Soldiers who came from QingdacTokyo, 2006; H.
Muneta, ‘Ban@d-furyo monogatari: Nihon-jin to Doitsu-jin no kok&ywo koeta Wj6 [The Story of Prisoners
From Bando: Japanese-German Friendship That Crésseleérs]’, Tokyo, 2006.
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promoters or friends. Descriptions such as theiotiee following passage are not
uncommon:
'Lasting friendships were forged between the Gerpragsoners and the Japanese
villagers, and the bond has survived largely intacterman soldiers reciprocated by
teaching local residents how to practice dairy farg) bake bread and build

Western-style houses and stone bridges’.

Most of these narratives, however, appear unbathacd one-sided. During the Great War
German and Austrians, although predominant, wetéh@oonly POWSs in Japan. Among
researchers who offer a more balanced narrativetad©Ws in Japan we should mention
one of the leading Japanese historians on relaktietvgeen Japan and the Habsburg
Monarchy, AtsushOtsuru from Kobe University. In his extensive workthe Aonogahara
prison camp in Hygo Prefecture, he describes the multiethnic dinoensf Austro-
Hungarian POWSs in Japan. Based on his researclanveanclude that although the majority
of POWs in Japan came from Germany or Austriaafiaif them were ethnic Germans.
Among POWs there were as well Czechs and SlovaitesPFrench from Alsace and Jews.
Among the 300 Austro-Hungarian prisoners more #2% were of non-German origins.

They included ltalians, Croats, Slovenes, SerbsnBms, Czechs and Slovaéks.

One of the aims of this paper is to point out thatwould make an irreparable mistake if we
reduced the whole issue to an intercultural episodiee history of bilateral relations
between Germany and Japan or Austria and Japénislsens®tsuru demonstrates how
POWSs from ‘minor’ nations were not just passingtigh Japan on their way back home
from Russia, as it is often assumed, but were Hgtaa important part of the general
narrative on captivity in Japan. His contributigrsignificant also because it shows that
despite the predominant German representation ¥¥£&he multinational dimension of
captivity in Japan is important and deserves prepeirtiny. Furthermore, since among
POWs in Japan the German historical experiencestendominate and is heavily idealized,
minority experiences of POWSs from other nationsseguently tend to be overlooked. This
is a marked difference from, for example, the situnain narratives of captivity in Russia

where research tends to build on the multi-naticharacter of the POW population, rather

10" Japanese POW camp was a little slice of hofiaipei Times23 March 2004.
1L A. Otsuru, ‘Aonogahara-furyo-siyojo-no-sekai [The World of the Prison Camp in Aonloga], Tokyo, 2007.
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than neglect it. This is worth remembering, as larized and one-sided narratives carry
several negative consequences. For example, erpesi®@f prisoners from minority groups

tend to be brushed aside and, although sometinke®atedged, their stories remain untold.

2 Yugoslav POWs in Japan

All South Slav POWSs in Japan were Austro-Hungasiaitors from the Kaiser Franc Joseph |
class cruiser Kaiserin Elisabeth. At the outbreWorld War | in 1914 the cruiser was
stationed in China, and it took part in the defenisthe German-controlled port of Tsingtao
(Qingdao), which was captured by Japanese armedsan November 7, 1914,
Approximately 4,000 German soldiers and 300 Auktumgarian sailors were immediately
transported to Japan. They reached Hiroshima oreiber 17 and two days later continued
their journey to Himeji in Hggo Prefecture, where they were accommodated in {dstdd
temples. In September 1915 the Japanese milingfierred the prisoners deeper inside the
prefecture and accommodated them into a newly-ptigon camp in the town of

Aonogahard?

From the very beginning of captivity their diveestino-national backgrounds became a
constant source of tension and conflicts. Durirgghmmer of 1915 the newspap@be
Shimburreported that German prisoners in Himeji attempoekill several fellow prisoners

of Italian background. Apparently some prisonersrip expressed their sentiments of
allegiance to Italy, sang the Italian anthem, arehtually provoked a violent German
response. The incident was not an isolated evehivais probably an expression of the
diversified structure of the prison camp commuaityl the less advantageous position of the

marginalized ethnic groups like Italians, Croatssfians, Serbs and Sloveriés.

Japanese authorities were quick to restore pedes. immediately segregated and
transferred all POWSs of presumed Italian natiopdbta separate army facility in Marugame
in Kagawa Prefecture. The Italian embassy in Takgoeafter learned about the incident and
began a lengthy negotiation process with the JagalRereign Ministry for the release of

prisoners claiming allegiance to Italy. During tiegotiations they attempted to gain

2 See R. Greger, ‘Austro-Hungarian Warships of Waviar I’, London, 1976.
13 Otsuru, pp. 6-8.
4 Otsuru, pp. 73-76, 116-17.



jurisdiction as well over prisoners who were orgjiy from the areas claimed by Italy under
the Treaty of London, including Yugoslav regiorkeliGorizia, Istria, and Dalmatia. The
Japanese, however, not being a party to the trabbyyed the release of only those prisoners
who opted to join the Italian army and indirectbcapt Italian citizenship>

Events surrounding the release of Italian prisoaegsndicative of another issue that has
been poorly researched, namely the question abipeisrepatriation. The majority of
secondary sources surveyed implicitly indicate #tahe conclusion of the War prisoners
were repatriated via the same channels. This, hemvessinaccurate. The primary sources
analyzed in the present research tell a differemysWith the political order of Europe
shifting, repatriation actually represented a cdesible challenge for the Japanese
authorities.

As will be presented through the rest of these patpe repatriation of Yugoslav POWs was
indeed a complex issue that was addressed in $at@gas. In the beginning phases
Yugoslav authorities attempted to establish chanoktommunication with the Japanese
diplomatic representatives in Paris, but failedth# same time the Czech military
representative in Tokyo tried to solve the probieittn his own proposal. He suggested the
transfer of all Yugoslav prisoners to Siberia ameirtintegration into the military contingents
of the Czech legions. He failed as well. Finallyough French mediation Japan
acknowledged Yugoslav claims and began preparatmssnd them home. This proved to

be the final solution.

3 Search and Release of Yugoslav POWs in Japan

Reports about Yugoslav prisoners in Japan haddlreeen circulating during the war. For
example, in February 1915 a Slovenian clerical paywsr published a letter from a Croat
sailor imprisoned in Himeiji. The letter was daf@dcember 26, 1914 and was addressed to

the sailor's mother. He described his life in captiin the following way:

About our life in captivity, | must say, we are rimingry and they keep us warm. The

only problem is that we have no money. We canndk wat freely; they told us, we

15 Bertalanic, pp. 107-33.



couldn’t go outside until the Japanese ministryvaf allows it. In the morning we
wake up at 7.45; we wash up and around 8 o’clockeseive tea with white bread
and sugar. At 12 o’clock we have another meal, lysomade of one dish: goulash,
meatballs, fish or something else. Besides thadlae recieve two pieces of bread.
Dinner is served at 5 in the afternoon and is alade of goulash and rice. Compared
to lunch, we only get a quarter of bread. We carelsmme tea, but with no sugar this
time.

All day long there is nothing to do. We can washdathes and every eight days we
can take a hot bath. Those who have some readitegiaia read; others write or
dictate their letters to those who can write.

After all, we are treated well. | have even gaisethe weight and | feel healthier than
ever before. We regularly receive German newspdpars China. They tell us that

in this war Austria is doing well. A few days adgm®y wrote that the 'Kaiserin
Elizabeth’ was sunk in Tsingtao with the entirevcian it. But this is a lie! Yes, there
were a few deaths and wounded, but the majoritysadre safe on shore here in
Japan'®

The letter was probably one of the first reportswbrugoslav prisoners in Japan published
in the Balkans. Officially, however, the prisongrgestion surfaced only towards the end of
the war. In the beginning of April 1919 the Yugastielegation participating at the Paris
Peace Conference made the first attempt to cotitactapanese legation. Based on Serbian
intelligence they were searching for two navy Lenants, Viktor Klobtar and Viadimir
Marijaevt. Both were supposed to be held captive somewhetagart! There was,
however, a problem. The Japanese side refusedtavith the Yugoslavs. Their new
kingdom was yet to be recognized internationallyerefore, it soon became clear that
attempts to communicate with the Japanese delegatiBaris were a dead end and because

of that Serbia requested France and UK to medidateJapan.

At about the same time, however, in Tokyo they wenedling the Yugoslav prisoners

guestion from a different angle. There the Czeditary representative Dr. Vaclav Nemec

16'Nasi vojni ujetniki na Japonskem [Our prisonefsvar in Japan]'SlovenecFebruary 25, 1915.
17"Diplomatic note of Yugoslav authorities to thepdaese embassy in Paris’, DAJ, JACARIke Dainikki 2 April 1919, ref.
C030253180000, p. 273.
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was already aware of the Yugoslav prisoners anghligtmet with them several times.
Nemec had been in charge of the representatidmecCzech legions in Tokyo since
November 1918. Although he held the status of &amyl attaché, he was not the official
diplomatic representative for the Czechoslovak adtiles in Japan. The Japanese
government thus did not support his efforts, begdneswas not a diplomat from the
Czechoslovak Ministry of Foreign Affairs, but ratteerepresentative of the Office of the

Czech legions in the Far Ed8t.

Nemec was also a Pan-Slavist and he cared aboMutheslavs. On April 7, 1919 he wrote a
confidential letter to the Ministry of Foreign Affa of Japan (MOFAJ) where he proposed
the integration of the Yugoslavs with the Czechtany units in Siberia. According to his
information they were held in two prison campsapahn, in Narashino and in Aonogahara.
Before engaging the Japanese side he contactedgesiors in Vladivostok and requested
permission to negotiate their release and tratsf€iberia. His request was approved and he

was authorized to approach MOFAJ.

From the beginning Nemec did his best to securenibst favorable release conditions. He
was convinced that Yugoslavs should be treatedruhdesame terms as his fellow
Czechoslovak soldiers. He also suggested that emarnysign an oath of enlistment proving
that his choice to join the Czech fighting unitsSiberia was a deliberate of¥elThe Japanese
authorities agreed, but had a demand of their éwmrovided by established protocol, they
demanded the signing of pledges whereby the prnisgremised to refrain from fighting
Japanese forces. When the Czech initiative wasuaoeal, in total only twenty-two
Yugoslav prisoners decided to sign: six in Naraslaind sixteen in Aonogahaf@.

As the preparations to release the Yugoslavs beggoiding, France stepped in and

suddenly stopped the transfer. Nemec was contégtéte French ambassador in Tokyo and

18T, Vostry, Councilor at Czech embassy in Japanait-correspondence to author, June 10, 2009.

19 ‘Proposition of Dr. Vaclav Nemec to integrate Ystwy POWSs with the Czech legions in Siberia,” DASCAR, Ouke
Dainikki, 7 April 1919, ref. C03025318000, pp. 11-12.

20 Statements of Yugoslav POWSs on their agreemebetintegrated into the Czech legions in Siberiaeigin Narashino
prison camp’, DAJ, JACARQuke Dainikki 27 April 1919, ref. C03025318000, pp. 19-30; t8maents of Yugoslav POWs
on their agreement to be integrated into the Czegiohs in Siberia signed in Aonogahara’, DAJ, JACSRKke Dainikkj 5
May 1919, ref. C03025318000, pp. 57-56, 62-75.
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informed about the new developmeritBased on the Serbian request in Paris, France was
officially taking charge of the Yugoslav POWs irpda. Nemec had to withdraw his
proposal. He was disappointed and on the same dztg @& confidential letter to his contact
in MOFAJ where he explained his shock and condgéendescribed how he attempted to
persuade the French ambassador, but his propasalchehance. The French ambassador
explained his obligations under international lawd atated that, since his government
already agreed with the Serbian side, he was redjtir assume the official representation of
Yugoslavs. In the end Nemec remained skepticalRretce would really take to heart the
interests of the prisoners. In his telegrams herde=d his personal experience in the Russian
prison camps and warned the Japanese authoritssathe escalation of political tensions
among the POW&

France was, nevertheless, well aware of the Yuggskesence in Japan. Already in mid-
April 1919 they asked the Japanese authoritiesdeigle details about 150 South Slav sailors
from the Kaiserin Elisabeth that had been inteinethpan since the beginning of the War.
The Japanese authorities replied in a positive itome&d-May and promised to start a full

enquiry in order to establish the exact numbenahereabouts of the Yugoslav prisonéfs.

In the meantime Serbia also requested the assistdrRritain? The British ambassador in
Tokyo contacted Vice Minister Kijo Shidehara at MOFAJ, who immediately confirmed
that Japan was harboring some eighty sailors ob¥lay origins. Since the French side was
already taking charge, Shidehara informed the &rithat Japan had decided to manage the
affair through the French authorities and thatsppecifics concerning prisoner’s release were
to be elaborated by the Japanese government foltbeing months2®

21'Diplomatic note of Dr. Nemec to MOFAJ Uchida’, DAJACAR,Ouke Dainikki 30 April 1919, ref. C03025318000, p.
54.

22 'Confidential letter of Dr. Nemec to MOFAJ OkabB'AJ, JACAR,Ouke Dainikki 30 April 1919, ref. C03025318000, pp.
52-53.

23 ’Diplomatic note of French embassy in Tokyo to MEEDAJ, JACAR’,Ouke Dainikki 19 April 1919, ref. C03025318000,
p. 51.

24’Diplomatic note of MOFAJ to the French embassylokyo’, DAJ, JACAR, Miscellaneous documents on dighment
of POW Information Bureau and German prisoner of waring Japan Germany War, Vol. 15, 19 May 1919, re
B07090924300, p. 21.

25 'Diplomatic note of the British embassy in TokyoM©DFAJ’, DAJ, JACAR, Miscellaneous documents on dhment
of POW Information Bureau and German prisoner of waring Japan Germany War Vol. 15, 27 May 1919, ref
B07090924300, p. 25.

26 “Diplomatic note of MOFAJ to the British embassyTiokyo,” DAJ, JACAR, Miscellaneous documents on dighment
of POW Information Bureau and German prisoner ofdvaing Japan Germany War Vol. 15, 9 June 1919B@&7090924300,
p. 26.
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By the beginning of September 1919 the French esyliasTokyo had compiled a detailed
list of all Yugoslav prisoners. The list was detiee to MOFAJ and included sixty-three
Croats, ten Slovenes, seven Serbs and three Besfikvenes were from all corners of the
country: from Ljubljana came Lepold Voje, Anton by, Alojz Bart and Josip Jdr¢; from
Celje came Anton Rioza and Alojz Brsnik; from Mamiltame Ivan Lesnik; from Kranj
came Josip Kralj; from Vipava came GaSper Mesenelfeom Sezana came Franc
Malalan?’

The French diplomats were especially keen to e@stabbntact with Lieutenant Viktor
Klobucar. He was the only South Slav officer among theomers and was thereafter
designated as the chief coordination and liaisdicesffor the release and hand over of the
Yugoslavs to the French embag&yapanese military authorities granted him freeseto

the prisoners’ quarters, which smoothed commurtinat?®

After the Japanese authorities received the lest tequested additional information. More
specifically, they asked for a detailed itinerafytee repatriation plan. The French
ambassador at that moment did not possess thagtsgebwever, he later confirmed that
Serbia was requesting the assistance of the UKdegptransportatiod’ In the event,

Britain was not able to provide adequate transpoid, France had to assume responsibility.
They managed to find a corvette named Sphinx ergisi Asia, which took the prisoners
back to Europe. There were other complications tinoslated to logistics. French diplomats
complained that the Japanese authorities were aholdisorganized. Prisoners were
scattered all over the country and the authoritees no idea how to gather them in one

place3! By mid-September 1919 the release was finally &izad and the French consular

27etter of the French ambassador to MOFAJ Uchi@s,J, JACAR, Miscellaneous documents on establishmeROW
Information Bureau and German prisoner of war dudapan Germany War Vol. 15, 9 June 1919, ref. BOFR4300, p. 41.

28 Diplomatic note of the French embassy to MOFAdlmKlobuar case’, DAJ, JACAR, Ouke Dainikki, 18 June 1918, re
C03025318000, p. 275.

29 bid.

30 etter from the French embassy in Tokyo to MORchida’, DAJ, JACAR, Miscellaneous documents on distaiment

of POW Information Bureau and German prisoner of waring Japan Germany WarVol. 15, 17 June 1919, ref
B07090924300, pp. 29-30.

31°Letter from the French embassy in Tokyo to MOR4chida’, DAJ, JACAR, Miscellaneous documents on distiaiment

of POW Information Bureau and German prisoner of waring Japan Germany War Vol. 15, 13 June 1918, re
B07090924300, p. 47.
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department provided all the necessary travel dootsdeTowards the end of the month one
prisoner, Anton Jelas¢ from Istria, died from tuberculosis. He was buriedhe military

cemetery in Himejt3

The release papers were handed over to the POWs beginning of October 1939 The
French consular office later screened the docunardgound out that all prisoners except a
certain Otto Toffola, who was designated as amhahational, were fulfilling the necessary
conditions to be repatriated through the Frencimctks. Toffola was later, against his will,
handed over to the Italian authorities in ToRy@fter formalities were cleared they fixed the
dates for the release. It was agreed that ther@isovould be gathered in two separated
locations, Narashino and Aonogahara, and thenfaaesd to Kobe® The release was
finalized in the beginning of December 1919 whdmpasoners boarded the Spynx and sailed
back home”

Conclusion

The present article indirectly examines Japanitudtt towards the formation of the first
Yugoslav state after the conclusion of World W#rrbugh a case study of Yugoslav
prisoners of war in Japan between 1914 and 191@eShis topic remains a relatively
unknown aspect in the early development of Japaviageslav relations, the research was
concentrated on retrieving and examining primaryses from Japan’s National Archives

documenting South Slav captivity in Japanese presonps during the War.

The results of the case study show that at theoétite First World War both nations had
practically no relations and they communicatedulgtointermediates, mostly France and the

UK. Japan did not respond to the attempts of thgoslav delegates in Paris to establish

32 'Diplomatic note of the French Embassy in TokydM@FAJ with release forms for the Yugoslav POWsAID JACAR,

Ouke Dainikki, 20 September 1919, ref. C03025318p00,110-121.

33°Report on the death of Anton Jeld®/, DAJ, JACAR, Miscellaneous documents on establigitnoé POW Information
Bureau and German prisoner of war during Japan Geriviéar Vol. 15, 18 September 1919, ref. B07090924B8p064-65.
34 °Copies of release forms for the Yugoslav POWs’ JDACAR, Ouke Dainikki, 5-9 October 1919, ref. COZRPE00,
pp. 150-232.

35 'Diplomatic note of the French embassy to MOFAAJ, JACAR, Ouke Dainikki, 5 November 1919, ref. C23818000,
p. 148.

36'MOFAJ memo to the administrations of prison caripdlarashino and Aonogahara’, DAJ, JACAR, Ouke ixin 21

November 1919, ref. C03025318000, pp. 243-245.

37’Letter of MOFAJ Uchida to the US embassy in Toky@AJ, JACAR, Miscellaneous documents on establigitroéPOW
Information Bureau and German prisoner of war dydiapan Germany War Vol. 15, 10 December 1919B@5090924300,
p. 99.
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direct contacts and even tried to solve the regiiin problem of Yugoslav prisoners through
their integration into the Czech legions in Sibefiithough Japanese policy makers had no
vested interests in the political situation in Badkans, their military and foreign office
administrators were nevertheless entangled indhggal tensions that sprang among
prisoners, especially in the latter phase of tbaptivity while attempts were made to

repatriate them.

Sources also suggest that in their attempt to aeasions among prisoners the Japanese
authorities assumed the role of an arbiter. As aresee from the gathered documentation, in
their decisions the authorities often granted eoghsoners the liberty to choose their
nationality. This appears to have been in line \hi Japanese official practice of viewing
citizenship separately from territory and grantinigabitants the liberty to choose their
residence outside of the ceded territories, a jpattat can be tracked back to article 5 of the
Treaty of Shimonoseki (1895).

In the midst of nationalistic tensions among vasiguoups of prisoners, states like France,
England, Italy (and even Spain, to a certain dedreeame involved in the repatriation
process. Japan’s key interest was to get prisandrsf the country as soon as possible. This
was clearly stated in many diplomatic notes anahawehe bilateral agreements for the
release of prisoners during the war, for exampté Waly. In the case of the Yugoslav
prisoners it appears that several states were tsinedusly claiming the right to represent
them. For example, as early as 1917 Italian teraitalaims as stated in the London
agreement of 1915 were used as a justificatiorlBoming Italy’s jurisdiction over the
Yugoslav prisoners. Unfortunately for Italy, as th& ended France got the upper hand.

The present study also shows that Yugoslav POWapan to a great extent remained loyal
to the monarchy, even when they had the chancero®. For example when the Czech
representative in Tokyo Vaclav Nemec proposedtegiate them with the Czech legions in
Siberia, less than a third (22 out of 82) were greg to do so. Also when in 1917 Italy
promised a way out for those who showed sympathitdacause, only thirteen chose to do

s038 The majority decided to stay in Japan. This istivanentioning, because disloyalty and

38 Bertalanic,The Adriatic Question, pp. 128-133.
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desertion have been one of the central problemsigAastro-Hungarian POWSs and it
seriously affected the Habsburg military maneudensng the war. The notion that many
soldiers of the Habsburg monarchy were disloyalldesesh widely accepted in the
historiography of the Austro-Hungarian war effdmit cannot be claimed in the case of

Yugoslav prisoners in Japan.

The repatriation process also offers us some ihgng how Japan approached the question
of prisoners nationality. For example, as alrea@ytoned above not all of the prisoners
who were designated as Italians actually decidegbtback home by acquiring Italian
nationality. For many of them, going back home piwip meant returning to the front and
most of the men wanted to avoid that. The quesifqrisoners nationality became even
more complicated after the war ended. Prisonegpst being Austro-Hungarians and
became Croats, Slovenes, Poles, Magyars, Serb3hetgolitical situation in the Balkans
was uncertain. The borders between the new stadiésvere born out of the Peace
Conference in Paris were undefined. Disputes am&ldas were peaking. Due to this it was
impossible to decide who was a national of whietestJapan took a pragmatic approach. As
is mentioned above, Japanese authorities ofterddbkeprisoners to choose their nationality
and their way back home. This was, however, fegtieind for opportunism and many tried

to avoid being handed over to a specific stateeéuld they often decided to stay.

In conclusion, the present article presents antesty describing the experience of Yugoslav
POWs in Japan and | am convinced that it signitigacomplements and expands current
research on Austro-Hungarian POWSs in Japan. Itledfos diversify the current narratives
on POWs in Japan. Based on the results of thisstadg we could presume that the
nationality question surrounding the repatriatib®®Ws contributed to Japan’s early
encounters with various European nationality qoestiIn this sense, the present
contribution offers also a starting point for fuethresearch into the possible roles that Japan

played in the establishment of the new politicapro&Europe in the interwar period.
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