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Abstract

This paper illustrates the role of Seoul-based researchers within Japan’s efforts to
expand fieldwork and scholarship into central Inner Mongolia, and the creation
of the puppet state of Mengjiang (Mokyo) in the late 1930s and early 1940s.
Academics based at Keijo Imperial University (the antecedent institution to Seoul
National University) made efforts to document economic and geographical aspects
of the empire’s expanding Inner Asian frontier, at times taking on Koreans as
researchers rather than subjects of research. The present piece therefore lays
the groundwork for the uncovering of further narratives of Korean academic
involvement in Northeast Asia within the spheres of intellectual history and
histories of science.
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Introduction

By the mid-1930s, Japan’s colonial position in Korea was firmly entrenched.
The peninsula’s natural environment was being transformed to serve imperial
interests, with Korea functioning as a springboard for further industrial and
military expansion into continental Asia.> Korea’s geostrategic function for
Japanese imperial expansion has been frequently commented upon, as has the
role of Korean collaboration in this process.® Historians have made important
headway in documenting the overflow and interlinkages of Korean ideas, people,
and experiences into Manchukuo.” However, far less work has been done on
the position of Korea in the extension of Japan’s intellectual apparatus and
knowledge construction deeper into the continent, especially the areas we today
associate with the Chinese Inner Asian periphery.® This paper aims to harness
some of the recent progress in research on Japanese goals in Inner Mongolia,
and the journeys of Japanese researchers in their travels and projects which
connected Tokyo and Seoul (then known as 53k Keijo) to Inner Asia. Following
on the path taken by Nagashima Hiroki 7k E/ifC, our paper also aims to break new
ground in showing interconnections between Korea and the region associated
with Japan’s construction of Mengjiang (known as 558 Mokyo to the Japanese),
a puppet state that existed from 1939-1945 and whose defunct borders today fall
primarily but not exclusively within the People’s Republic of China (PRC) region
of Inner Mongolia.’

Japan’s moves into Inner Mongolia in the 1930s and 1940s are typically
discussed with respect to geopolitics, or secondarily, questions of their interplay
with the frameworks of ethnonationalism or religion under the umbrella of
Pan-Asianism.!? Scholars like James Boyd and, more recently, Deng Yannan, have
discussed military aspects in the region’s history with Japan.!! The connection,
if any, of events in Inner Mongolia in the 1930s and 1940s to those in Korea is
almost never examined, perhaps because Koreans are not deemed to be suffi-
ciently statistically prevalent, or because their discussion might detract from more
central and burning questions of Mongol ethnic autonomy or Chinese territorial
sovereignty. Historian Sakura Christmas makes an exception to this by making
parallels between Japanese research in Inner Mongolia and the Japanese anthro-
pological view of Korea, referring to the discussion of E. Taylor Atkins.!? The work
of Jin-Kyung Park provides another exception, revealing the dreams of Japanese
politicians in the late 1920s to initiate Japanese settlement of Inner Mongolia by
means of Korean pioneers.!3 Rare testimonies exist of Korean women who were
sex-trafficked into Inner Mongolia, where abuse took place at so-called comfort
stations in Zhangjiakou (55X [1) and Hohhot ("EAI754F) (then known as Kalgan
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EHi+ and Guisui ###Z, respectively).!* In the field of history of science, the role
of Korean academics working within Japanese institutions has become an area
of growing interest today within the larger project of writing the intellectual
history of colonial Korea, and this trend offers one means of drawing connec-
tions between Inner Mongolia and Seoul. We have been especially intrigued by
David Fedman’s innovative integration of Korean researchers into his history
of Japanese colonial forestry on the peninsula.'® While at present, it remains
difficult to follow the trajectories of specific Korean researchers or elites into
Inner Mongolia; we are endeavoring to draw such connections.

It is our intention with this paper to begin the process of integrating Koreans
into the broader wave of recent and ongoing academic production with respect
to Japanese historical actors and the connections between Inner Mongolia
and Japan. Within that new wave of studies, Sakura Christmas focuses on the
Hsing’an (%7 %) provinces of western Manchukuo, doing so in part through
the activities of a Mantetsu (fi#i#k South Manchuria Railway) researcher,
Kikutake Jitsuzo %7752/&.16 Christine Moll-Murata moves toward a more bottom-up
approach to looking at investigations and field work of Japanese academics in
Inner Mongolia.l” She describes the career of the Hiroshima researcher Imahori
Seiji &JEF—, who did extensive fieldwork in Hohhot in 1944, following several
years of study in Beijing. Moll-Murata further draws our attention to Japanese
economists active in the study of Mengjiang in the wartime era, such as Nakamura
Shin ##¥{5, and in this paper we aim to find similar economists with interests
in Korea and Inner Mongolia. In following individual histories or micronarra-
tives which crisscross the colonial period, our goal is to draw closer to the values
inherent in Gregory Clancey’s exhortation: “If the historian of science moves
between the (former) colony and the metropole repeatedly, just as his subjects
did, finding traces of them in both localities, we are much more likely to grasp
the texture of colonialism than if he/she simply mines an archive in a single
post-colonial location.”18

When it came to transnational institutions located “between the colony and
the metropole,” Keijo Imperial University GZi# B K%2) in colonial Seoul was a
significant example. The university was also an important node of research as
Japan extended its reach into Mengjiang. This paper will look at the empirical
networks based in the city, with a main focus on researchers who participated in
an extensive Korea-based 1939 fieldwork project in Mengjiang. Knowledge was
ultimately fed back to the imperial metropole in Japan, so we will at times zoom
outward to look at researchers beyond Korea. However, it is precisely this wider
angle that allows us to see the prevalence of outputs from researchers in Seoul,
which shows how Korea was a base of knowledge construction and conveyance
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for researchers and bureaucrats in the colonial metropole of Tokyo who were
concerned with resource extraction and development and curious about potential
for further colonization on the Asian continent.

In the context of colonial expansion, Japanese researchers based in
Seoul began to do more consistent and wide-ranging field research on Inner
Mongolia. Just as Korea was enveloped into Japan through the concept of
Naisen ittai Nfif—{&, Japanese writers and militarists put forward the concept
of Man-Mong, or “Manchuria-Mongolia” as a coherent continental space.!® This
writing at times connected to larger issues and questions of Japan’s continental
role, including Korea. But while Japanese scholars had been researching in
Taiwan and Korea in some cases for decades, in Inner Mongolia or Mengjiang’s
case the newness made research outputs all the more urgent. Usually, Koreans
were involved on the periphery of this work but at times more centrally
positioned as researchers. In the body of this paper, we will focus on a handful
of researchers with Korean ties, as well as noteworthy researchers who did
fieldwork in the Mengjiang region, beginning with those engaged in research
on colonial economies.

The study of the colonial economy has noted the extractive emphasis and
developmental debates amongst Japanese economists and economic planners
at the time.?% Scholars connected to Keijo Imperial University were a part of
this changing discourse, and as the Pacific War expanded, they took additional
interest in connecting Korea to the continental empire, the research about it, and
its resource potential. One of the most important of these connecting scholars
was Suzuki Takeo #7 AR, an economist at Keijo Imperial University from 1928,
teaching finance. He was promoted in 1935 after two years abroad (in an unspec-
ified and probably European country). His wartime career has received only scant
attention in English, but he was an enormous enthusiast for Korea’s importance
within the empire and its economic potential. The modern sociologist Yunshik
Chang called him “an ardent intellectual spokesmen for [the] view” that Japan
needed to use Korea as a base for continental expansion through Manchuria.?!
Suzuki’s beliefs about Japanese expansionism were not limited to discussions of
markets, exports, and tariffs; he also had interest in Japanese military logistics.
In 1939 he wrote about continental military base theory, after a few years of
outputs on the subject.?? In 1942, still based in Seoul, he wrote a book about Korean
colonial economy and argued Korea was undergoing an “industrial revolution”
at that time.?3

Suzuki was based in Seoul, but participated in the important 1938 expedition
to Inner Mongolia. According to the Report of the Mokyo scientific exploration
team of Keijo Imperial University, which conducted fieldwork in 1938, Suzuki was
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a subgroup leader and deputy to the formal head of the group, the legal specialist
Odaka Tomoo E &, who had to return early to Seoul.? Suzuki and others left
for the exploration of other places and regions in Inner Mongolia or Mengjiang,
while the core group was the “mountaineering detachment” that climbed the
highest peak of the Taihang mountain range (A171L), Xiao Wutaishan /N iE 1L
(2882 m).%5 In his chapter in this report on the political and economic situation of
MOoky®o, Suzuki stressed that during his stay, he “tried to visit Mongol gers (bao £)
as often as possible” to inquire about the actual economic conditions, production,
and consumption patterns of the Mongolian herding population. Suzuki reported
that in the vicinity of lama temples or dwellings of the nobility, Chinese traders
would assemble and sell their goods to the Mongols, likewise living and doing
commerce in gers.26 The Inner Mongolian steppes were in marked contrast to the
streets of more developed and densely occupied Seoul, but Suzuki continued to
monitor patterns of commerce nonetheless.

Song Byong-kwon assessed that Suzuki’s concept of the political economy
of colonial Korea could be “expressed as ‘Keizaiteki Naisen Ittai Ron’ (i1
MNfi—{4G# Economic Integration of Japan and Korea) in a theoretical sense.”?’
Suzuki, seemingly influenced by German notions of geopolitical and geographical
analysis current at the time, also produced work for the research group focused
on northern Korea and argued for the harnessing of the hydropower of the Kaema
Plateau and the industrial development of Hamhung and Chongjin as logistical
bases for Japan’s continental military.?® In 1943, he wrote a major work on Korea’s
role within the broader Pacific War.?? This text indicated that rural development
needed to be swept up into the broader war economy.?’ Song asserts that Suzuki’s
research had a transwar valance, having been “created for warfare in wartime
and [deployed] against reparation policy after World War I1.”31

Not all researchers working on Mengjiang's economy had a vantage point in
Seoul, such as Suzuki Takeo. Some were based in Harbin, like Yoshioka Hisashird
A PUER.32 Yoshioka’s discussion of Inner Mongolian trade was produced in
summer 1938, just as Japan’s offensives in China were bogging down and resource
mobilization from the continent became more imperative.33 We have yet to locate
an analysis that explicitly linked the Korean peasant economy (including that in
eastern Manchuria, or Kando 7t= or Jiandao [#5) with that of Inner Mongolia.
The differences in economic output and scale are of course noteworthy, but
discussions of animal husbandry among Koreans in northeast China and those
of Mongols in the interior might be one place to begin such a query.
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Nakamura Shin S

It is likely that the 1938 Keijo University expedition functioned as a trailblazer
for other groups, as mentioned by the Inner Mongolian researcher Ren Qiyi {T:H:
%.34 Later research teams were to come, such as the Kyoto University scientific
research investigation team for Inner Mongolia (Kyoto teikoku daigaku Nai Moko
gakujutsu chosatai FUERTH BRSNS H 24077 &%), Yet another, presumably
unrelated work on the economic conditions in Mengjiang emerged via Nakamura
Shin, who researched the resource potential of Mengjiang.3® The author was a
financial specialist with the rank of First Lieutenant of the Field Army. He is
reported to have been affiliated with the Buddhist Otani University in Kyoto and
in 1939 was sent to Zhangjiakou (Kalgan) as one of six group leaders of a Japanese
student battalion.3¢ As Suzuki had done earlier, but in much greater detail and
with more reference to the Mongolian economy, Nakamura gave overviews of
agriculture, herding, mineral resources, and the options for their exploitation. As
with most authors on the socio-economic situation of Mengjiang, cooperation and
conflict between Chinese migrants and Mongols and their specific economic roles
and agency was discussed in detail. At the same time, the colonial official Yamada
Takehiko and colleagues pointed toward options for of Japanese settlement in
Mokyo, which they assessed cautiously as less promising, mainly due to geopo-
litical reasons.3” The land issue was taken up further by Yamada Takehiko (LI
EUZ (1910-1940), a productive specialist on agriculture.3® Yamada’s work has
recently been revived by scholars in Inner Mongolia looking for more insights
into agricultural development and the roots of what would be the slow turn across
regimes and toward economic development and “land reform” in the region.*®

Geographers, geologists and other natural scientists

Alongside the economists and anthropologists who formed a large percentage of
the research community and funded projects from core and central institutions of
Japan, geographers and geologists were also part of research teams and centers.
Their integration intensified as the empire expanded into more peripheral or
unlikely areas, and the landscape and spaces encountered by its forces and
bureaucracies became more distant to the metropole and less and less familiar
to the Japanese. This process had occurred already on the Korean peninsula, but
it was certainly the case as Tokyo’s power maneuvered into Inner Mongolia or
Mengjiang. Here, Japan had conquered a truly continental landscape, connected
more to the spaces and lands of Inner Asia, the deserts and steppes, than to the
coastal or oceanic terrains of its home islands.
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The scalar shift in landscape as Japan engaged with Inner Asia was not
unprecedented in its imperial or expansionist recent history. Japan’s conquest
of the Rytkyu Kingdom and Taiwan (Formosa) had expanded Tokyo’s perception
of the southern waters of Asia,*® and its stewardship of the former German terri-
tories of the Seas Mandate, known as the “Japanese Mandate for the Governance
of the South Seas Islands” or Z{TAIEHK FE RS (Inin tochi chiiki nan’yo gunto)
to the Japanese, and what is now Micronesia, the Marshall Islands, the Northern
Mariana Islands, and Palau, made it a nation of the deep and distant ocean, a
key player in the Trans-Pacific region.! By this expansion south and westward,
Tokyo's scientific and research communities were forced to develop knowledge
and expertise in these watery geographies and to engage with the technologies
and research methodologies that made them knowable.#> The same was true
of the continental landscapes of Inner Mongolia or Mengjiang, knowledge and
empirical analysis of which was subject to a turn in geographic theory and
research akin to that which followed Vitus Bering’s exploration of Kamchatka in
the northern Pacific and Mamiya Rinzo [#= #& with his mapping of Sakhalin
or Karafuto HEA.%3

Cartography and geographic analysis was developing at pace in the first decades
of the twentieth century, and though the age of the sailing ship and multi-year
expeditions (such as Bering, Humboldt, and von Krusenstern’s) was coming to an
end, the new technologies of flight were generating opportunities for landscapes
and spaces to be considered from different aerial perspectives, which drove an
expansion of analysis at a much larger scale. Sakura Christmas’s recent doctoral
work, as mentioned previously, details some of this in relation to the geopolitics
and transport logistics of Central Asia.** Developments in the geological sciences,
plate tectonics, and a deepening understanding of the age of the earth itself also
spurred transformations in the perception of the time scales that humans and
human societies engaged with landscapes and of the impact they had on local,
regional, and global geographies and topographies.*> These initially came together
in the work of the Berkeley School of Geography, led by Professor Carl Sauer of
the University of California, Berkeley, who in papers such as his “The Morphology
of Landscape”#6 (1925) and his “Recent Developments in Cultural Geography”4’
(1927) suggested that social, cultural, and political landscapes are at least in part
a product of their environments and topographies on geographic, geologic, and
temporal scales. For Sauer, the cultures of the southwestern United States and
Mexico could be analyzed as products of the region’s soils, its geology, and its
experience of seismic activity.*® Carl Sauer and his colleagues in Berkeley would
apply this scalar approach primarily to Latin America, but their approach to
geographic analysis proved very popular also to research communities from
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nations such as Germany and Japan, whose politics were becoming expansionist
and seeking an understanding of landscape at a wider scale.*?

While there was much in the way of interaction between the Berkeley School
and geographers from Germany, Albrecht Penck was invited to teach summer
courses at the University of California, Berkeley, alongside Sauer in 1928.5°
Penck’s subsequent links to Japan show how the more expansive approach to
the discipline emerging in Berkeley was influential for Japanese geographers
and their encounters with newly colonized spaces such as Inner Mongolia or
Mengjiang.5! Among the geography departments and research institutions of
the imperial universities, expansion into Northeast China and the conquest of
Manchuria and setting up of Manchukuo as a new colonial domain generated
a great deal of interest in the new landscapes of the former Manchu homeland.
Connections with the cultures and spaces of Mongolia and Inner Mongolia led
to the establishment of a number of Man-Mong or Man-Mo6 Research Groups,
who felt tasked and inspired by these new territories and the opportunities they
presented to consider them in detail.52 After the establishment of Mengjiang, this
trend and the empirical communities repurposed themselves with a wider scope
of analysis as continental research groups, expanding the scope of their research
to the wider and deeper spaces of Inner Asia.>3

Keijo Imperial University in particular had a very active Man-Mong Research
Group, which transformed in the late 1930s into a Continental Research Group.>*
Though Keijo did not explicitly have a geography department within its institu-
tional structure, geography and geopolitics were taught there through occasional
courses within the history faculty, and a group of scholars and students coalesced
into the group, led by the scholarship of the University of Tokyo’s Tada Fumio
(who is encountered in a following section).>® This group would go on to engage
in fieldwork in Korea (Chosen), Manchukuo, and Mengjiang on a number of
occasions, funded by both the institutions of Imperial Japan and the Government
General of Chosen, adding a spatial element to that analysis provided by the
economists, anthropologists, and political scientists from Keijo and other imperial
institutions.>6

Tada Fumio ZHNESE

The geographer Tada Fumio, a Professor of the University of Tokyo (and later in
life of Komazawa University) was a part-time lecturer at Keijo from the mid-1930s.
Two of the authors of this paper have written in some detail in a previous
paper about the role Tada Fumio played in both the development of geographic
analysis of landscapes beyond the mainland and at Keijo Imperial University
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in particular.’’ Tada Fumio’s mentor, the great Japanese geographer Yamasaki
Naomasa [LIFE / and future Vice President of the International Geographical
Union, had recommended him for a Foreign Ministry-sponsored journey to
China in 1924, which was his inaugural fieldwork abroad. In the early 1930s,
Tada Fumio toured Europe, making contacts in Berlin and Halle in 1930, and
presented research at geographic conferences in Paris and Amsterdam in 1931.
During his tour of Germany, Tada Fumio met with Norbert Krebs (1876-1947),
with Carl Troll,’8 and with Herbert Lehmann (1901-1971).3° Tada Fumio’s relation-
ships would broaden as he gained importance in his field and hosted German
researchers in Japan, including the geographer Martin Schwind (1906-1991). In
the 1930s, Schwind’s efforts to convey trends in Japanese geographical studies to
German readers resulted in several small cooperative projects with Tada Fumio.
Tada Fumio would invite Schwind to a lecture series in Tokyo 1939, where he was
working between continental fieldwork journeys.%°

Tada Fumio traveled extensively around the province of Jehol and visited such
cities as Chengde 7#{#fi and Chaoyang #IfH, multiple times.®* The trip ranged
into the Inner Mongolia region, and citing Von Richthofen’s nineteenth-century
studies of the Mongolian plateau and its links to the Liaodong Gulf, Tada Fumio’s
research sought to combine analysis of the three distinctive areas of Jehol, uniting
the Gobi Desert, the Jehol mountain lands, and the plains of south Manchuria.5?
In 1935, Tada Fumio began traveling to Korea, where he would conduct fieldwork
and teach.3 Tada Fumio would play a role in Japanese geographical studies of
Korea, but these were less significant than his role in underpinning the teaching of
geography at Keijo Imperial University.54 This academic post served as a base for
his many continental trips and enabled him to combine his studies of the south-
western pocket of Manchukuo, the Liaodong peninsula, and the Korean peninsula.
As the Japanese Empire embarked on a range of military, economic, and cultural
activities seeking to integrate Inner Mongolia into its orbit, Tada Fumio traveled
to Mengjiang and engaged in a fieldwork exercise surveying, analyzing, and
considering the new landscapes under Japanese control. This work was done
alongside scholars and researchers from Keijo Imperial University, including
Koreans from Keijo’s Man-Mong Research Group. As with Tada Fumio’s work on
Mongolian nomads from his 1933 expedition to Jehol, the report on this expedition
to Mengjiang addressed the level of development among Mongolian nomads and
their housing and social arrangements as well as the social and environmental
geographies around Mengjiang’s second largest urban space, Hohhot. Tada Fumio
describes his travel with Keijo University group to Zhangjiakou and Manchukuo,
as well as the Mengjiang trip in a 1940 paper on “Inland hills and climate change”
in continental Asia.55
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Kobayashi Teiichi and Kim Chong-won

While Tada Fumio was a human linkage between Korea and Inner Asia with
his extensive fieldwork, other researchers in Tokyo would simply remain in
Japan and draw from fieldwork data to process their results. Kobayashi Teiichi
/IR E — was one such example. A geologist by training, in the late 1930s and early
1940s, Kobayashi presented a series of papers that focused on areas of Japanese
empire in northeast Asia, most of all Korea as well as Mengjiang.%6 Kobayashi
was an avid reader of Tada’s work, citing Tada’s 1939 lecture on Mengjiang well
into the 1980s in summing up research of the pre-1945 era. Kobayashi was not
reliant only on published outputs by other researchers but maintained a personal
network whereby various agents could bring him specimens from the imperial
periphery. For example, a paper he published on the doubly peripheral region of
Jinbei %L, in or adjacent to Mengjiang,®” credits Onuki Yosio, a colleague from
the “Manchurian Railway Company” (presumably the South Manchurian Railway)
for obtaining the specimen.5® His work on the northern Korean border region also
relied on external research. In a paper focusing on north P’ydngan province in
northern Korea, Kobayashi credits Takahashi Eitaro from the Geological Survey of
Chosen for providing the sample.®® This type of Tokyo-based research highlights
the need and the interconnectivity of researchers actually in the field, like Tada,
and the importance of Korea as a continental base for the researchers in the
colonial metropole.

Given his reliance on scholarly networks, Kobayashi’s work does speak to
the question of how cognizant or respectful the Japanese researchers were of
Republican Chinese scholarship. Kobayashi produced work on the geology of
Anhui Zf#, in central China, which bears citing as a counterexample to much
of Tada’s work in that Kobayashi’s survey of pre-1945 research on East Asian
geology, specifically names and incorporates specific Chinese university research
groups. Amid the crushing military conflicts of the Japanese military units in
China, his engagement at length with the writings of Chinese scholars on the
region, even quoting papers from Republican Chinese scholars of the 1920s at
length, is exceptional.”? In the early 1930s, Kobayashi worked together with a
Korean researcher, Kim Chong-won <33, co-authoring a paper. Kim Chong-won
was a Korean geologist with notable research achievements in the colonial era
and a promising postwar career in US-occupied South Korea. which was cut short
by his premature death during fieldwork in 1947.71

In April 1928 Kim Chong-won entered the Department of Geology at the Faculty
of Sciences at Tokyo Imperial University and graduated in 1931. Of course, this
would mean he was moving in much the same circles as Tada Fumio, who was
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freshly graduated from and now employed at the same university. Kim then
traveled back to northern Korea, worked for the Geological Survey of the Japanese
Government-General of Korea (1931), and published his first paper, a geological
study of the Kanggye “J#|A| area (then in North P’ydngan province FH& 1,
today Chagang-do A7 £).72 This endorsement presumably led him to work with
Kobayashi and they co-authored papers.’> However, Kim and Kobayashi’s example
of intellectual cooperation was relatively rare. Looking at fields of research of
natural scientists, like the interest in bees and insects of Tsuneki Katsuji # A<,
it is possible to find scholars with interests spanning from Korea to Mengjiang but
without any evidence of meaningful cooperation with researchers.’

Tada Fumio was one of the rare researchers who returned to South Korea,
around the time of the normalization treaty of 1965. We have been able to read
his notebooks from this visit, and he apparently consulted the United Nations on
development projects dealing with river slopes, flooding, and erosion. Again, the
authors of this paper look to the problem: Where are the Koreans in this research,
on these research teams, and on these expeditions? In the field of humanities, we
find via investigation of the philosopher Miyamoto Kazuyuki, that seven Koreans
graduated from Keijo from 1933-1938 with degrees in Chinese philosophy—statisti-
cally outstripping the six Japanese who graduated from Keijo with the same degree
in the same period of time.”> There is, however, no connection to Inner Mongolia.
We also find some new work analyzing the strata of research assistants at Keijo,
which may provide pathways into discovery regarding human interaction.”

The fieldwork report from 1938 mentions another name: the entomologist Cho
Pok-song gAY (1905-1971).77 Cho was an assistant for the preparatory course of
biology at Keijo Imperial University, and together with his mentor Mori Tamezo
RE = (1884-1962), he contributed a catalog of animals and insects live and
fossilized found in Mokyo during the field trip in 1938.7® According to Kim Sung
Won, Cho made a career that led him as a researcher to the Nanjing Museum.
After the war, he continued his research and teaching at Sungkyunkwan and Seoul
National Universities and was celebrated as the “father of Korean entomology.””®

Conclusion

More transnational work is needed to understand relationships between the
research communities of colonial Korea and the rest of the empire. This research
note has focused on one interface of colonial Korea—that with Mengjiang, the
puppet state sponsored by Japan in Inner Mongolia and northern China from
1937-1945. As colleagues have pointed out in East Asian Science, Technology
and Society: An International Journal, major blind spots continue to exist within
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the history of science and Japan’s history of empire.8 More needs to be done to
knit together the discursive world at the time in which Korean colonial elites or
other colonized literati would have been able to engage, collaborate, and develop
research fields. By looking at individual researchers we can start to reconstruct
and better understand the workings of the empirical and academic worlds of
the Japanese empire in Korea and beyond and ultimately how Koreans in war
and under colonization might have engaged with the expanses, institutions, and
peoples north and west of the Amnok or Yalu River.
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