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1．　lntroduction

　　Globalization　a　nd　re　gionalism　is　an　importan　t　ongoing　issu　e　in　a　cademic　worl　d．　Particularly　in

Northeast　Asia（NEA）　，　regionalism　b　ecame　an　academic　issue　in　the　post－C　old　War　era　with　the

eme　rgence　of　de－ideological　te　nde　ncy．　The　issue　was　more　mate　rialized　afte　r　the　financia1　crisis　in　Asia．

Regionalism　in　NEA　h　as　been　studied血ma町aspects．　Some　analysts　ar　e　concerned　about　the　laSt　ing

legacy　of　hist　orical　conflict　s　and　hatre　d　in　the　region．　O　thers　are　mainly　focused　on　the　rosy　economic

cooperat　ion　a　mong　the　thre　e　countries　in　NEA．　Also，　some　net　e　that　political　and　se　cur　ity　quest　ion　in

Northeast　Asia　would　change　th　e　balance　of　power　in　th　e　region，　so　t　hat　it　would　be　very　difficult　t　o

make　regional　cooperat　ion　in　the　r　egion．

　　Recently，　however，　Japan　announced　that　Japan　and　Singapore　would　have　an　agreement　on　Free

Trade　Ar　ea　（FlrA）　．　Also，　Ch　ina　and　Ase　an　countries　promised　e　ach　other　to　make　FlrA　betwe　en　C　hina

and　Asea　n　in　10　years．　’lhe　pro＄pect　s　of　regionalism　outside　North　east　Asia，　at　le　ast，　became　evident．

But　none　of　th　ese　above　ar　e　truly　materialized　in　NEA．　D　uring　last　ten　year　s，　c　ooperation　such　as

initiat　ives　of　Kore　a－Japan　MA　hasbeen　deeply　discussed．　But，　it　was　discussion　per　se　and　cannot

produce　a　ny　visible　outcome．　Then，　what　are　th　e　re　asons　to　hinder　NEA　from　making　coope　rative

re　gional　bodie　s　for　the　future　．　Some　analy　st　s　say　that　gr　owing　economic　interdependence　a　nd　economic

intensity　in　NEA　can　be　a　good　indicator　of　feasibility　of　economic　cooper　ation　in　the　r　egion．　Th　erefore，

the　reason　why　the　economic　regionalism　is　detarde　d　can　be　a　good　subject　of　research　on　N　EA．

　　This　pape　r　focuses　on　the　problems　of　regional　cooperat　ion　in　Northeast　Asia　on　the　perspective　of

’identity　polit　ics．’　1　list　irrationaL　emotional，　psycholQgical，　historical　and　cultural　factors　base　d　on　t　he

identity　politic　s　as　the　fact　ors　oi　undermining　North　East　Asian　regional　cooperation．　ln　reviewing

tre　nds　of　regional　cooperation　in　lnternational　Relat　ions　The　ories，　this　paper　sugge　st　s　that　eth　nicity　and

multi£ultural　identitie　s　are　important　factors　in　identity　politics，　which　embraces　certain　aspects　of　the

constructivist　approach．　ln　N　orth　East　Asia，　nationalism　h　as　been　intensifie　d　in　each　country　tor

formula　ting　modern　nationstat　es．　H　owever，　in　this　post－modern　era，　excessively　consumed　nat　ionalism

is　still　being　prevailed　in　thr　ee　c　ountries　（China，　Kor　ea，　Japan）　．　’lh　is　exc　essiv　e　nationalism　such　as
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te　rritorial　dispute，　textbook　issue　s，　a　diff　ere　nt　underst　anding　of　historical　fa　cts，　has　been　c　onsumed

mainly　by　the　st　ate　and　hinde　rs　various　identity　groups　to　understand　each　othe　r．　The　refore，　various

identities　should　be　e　ncouraged　to　corr　espond　e　ach　oth　er　for　re　gional　coope　ration．

2．　Theories　on　Northeast　Asian　regional　cooperation

　　In　international　relations　th　eories，　regionalism，　regional　cooperation，　regi　on　al　integration，　and

unificat　ion　are　net　separat　ely　detined　well．　This　becomes　mor　e　complex　in　e　xplaining　who　are　the　act　ors

for　the　regionalism；　sovereignty　state，　trans－border　regions，　individuals　or　international　non－

gov　ernmental　organisations

　　Genera皿y，　however，　regionalism　can　be　de血e　d　as　below；firstly，　e　conomic　coope　ration　in　a　particular

re　gion，　secondly，　collective　political　body　or　bloc，　and　tinally，　community　cons£iousne　ss．　Therefore，　in

int　ernational　politics，　regionalism　can　b　e　appe　ared　as　forms　of　political　and　se　curity　all　iance　s　or

international　regimes　and　free　trade　areas．　Particularly，　Track　II　non－governmental　or　semi－

governmental　cooperations　are　being　emphasized　more　than　cooperation　among　Track　1

（governme　nts）　．　These　can　be　expla　ine　d　by　th　e　th　eories　of　neoTealism，　neefunct　ionalism，　and　nee

libe　ralism　in　inte　rnational　politics

　　In　1990s，　however，　constructivists　question　on　the　existence　of　modern　nation　state　and　its

sove　reignty　as　a　tool　of　explai血g　international　relations．　For　th　em，　weakening　rde　of　modern　nati㎝

state　s　emerge　nc　e　of　trans－national　and　multi－national　bodies，　and　re　surge　nce　of　ethnicity　can　be　good

indicat　or　s　to　analyse　inte　rnational　relations　in　the　post－modern　era．　Therefore，　th　ey　emph　asize　ide　ntity

and　recognition　of　inte　rnatioma1　bodie　s　and　non－governme　ntal　organisation　in　particular．　Most　th　eorists

of　international　relat　ions，　howe　ver，　agre　e　on　four　points　below　in　e　xplaining　regionalism；　identity　of

mode　rn”at　ion　state，　act　ors　of　behaviour　suc　h　as　st　ate　or　non－state，　ra　tional　basis　of　explanation，　and

political　coope　ration．

　　In　application　of　their　theories　in　Nort　heast　Asia，　neo－realist　s　argue　about　two　r　easons　of　detardness

of　regionalism　in　NEA．　F　ir　stly，　C　hina　and　（South）　Kore　a　are　afr　aid　of　Japanese　economic　power　and　its

implicat　ion　in　．the　region．　Se　condly，　American　pre　sence　and　its　powertul　influence　can　be　a　negative

factor　for　the　re　gionalism．　Meanwhile，　howeve　r，　it　is　paradoxical　that　economic　inter　dependence　has

been　growing　without　any　regional　security　pact．　Ne　o－functionalists　explain　th　at　Northeast　Asia　does　not

have　homogeneous　basis　for　r　egionalism　such　as　common　consciousness　so　that　transstat　e　bodie　s　are

net　appe　ared．　They　point　that　entr　epreneurs　in　the　region　are　very　nationalistic，　not　multi－national．　So，

thre　e　c　ou　ntries　have　bee　n　lookin　g　tor　oth　er　countrie　s　as　th　eir　partners　than　NEA　reg　ion　su　ch　as

Singapore，　C　hile　and　etc．

　　In　reviewing　works　on　regionalism　in　NEA，　some　points　can　be　addressed．　Fir　st，　the　re　are　many

works　on　r　egionalism　in　NEA，　part　icularly　in　f　our　aspect　s　such　as　detardne　ss　political　integration，

economic　integrat　ion　and　se　curity　pact．　Se　condly，　these　works　can　be　explained　as　counte　r－works　for
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the　emerge　nce　of　regioma　l　e　ntities　in　eth　er　parts　of　the　world．　Thirdly，　the　debate　s　ar　e　mainly　base　d　on

rat　ional　indicators　such　as　economic　indicat　or　s　for　inte　rdependence．

3．　lden　ti　ty　po　litic　s　and　theo　re　ti　cal　frame　work

　　As　we　se　e　in　the　pr　evious　part　s，　curr　ent　the　ories　of　explanation　of　NEA　reg　ionalism　h　ave　many

limit　ations．　Moreover，　in　th　e　last　decade　of　the　20th　ce　ntury，　countries　ot　Northeast　Asia　were　raptdly

changed．　Cold　War　system　was　dismantled　in　the　world，　but　it　was　only　sect　ional　and　partly　change　in

NEA．　M　eanwhile，　eth　nic　revival，　technolQgical　improvement，　expansion　of　cultural　images　of　U．S．A　as

well　as　economic　deve　lopme　nt　we　re　evident　in　NEA．　These　new　tr　endswere　mixed　with　t　raditional，　and

mode　rn　shapes　of　NEA　and　produc　ed　a　rather　differe　nt　course　of　deve　lopment；　without　regionalism．

　　To　see　the　dev　elopement　and　re　gionalism　of　NEA，　1　th　ink　identity　polit　ics　should　be　introduced　in

analysing　r　egionalism　in　N　EA．　ln　identity　polit　ics，　re　vival　of　marginal　ide　ntities　and　various　identit　ie　s　in

multidimensional　society　are　emphasized．　lt　is　a　kind　of　approach　r　ather　than　a　th　eory　which　is　r　elated

to　the　curr　ent　theory　of　internat　ional　relations　construct　ivism．　But，　it　is　different　from　th　e　contructivism

at　the　point　of　explaining　stat　e　nationalism　which　is　re　late　d　t　o　modern　nation－stat　e　building，　and　of

emphasizing　nationalism　in　analysis　Nationalism　as　a　symbol　of　‘mo　de　rn’　period　is　be　ing　used　again

in　the　post　modern　era．

4．　Sp　eci　al　Ch　aracte　ri　stic　s　of　Northea　st　A　si　a

　　By　using　ide　ntity　politics，　1　will　explain　th　e　reasons　why　r　egionalism　in　NEA　has　not　been　worke　d

conside　rably　like　ether　parts　ot　the　world．　1　list　four　points　of　special　characte　ristics　of　NEA　as　the

re　asons；　an　imagine　d　map，　mode　rn　na　tion－st　ates　building　by　surge　of　nat　ionalism，　state　nationalism　and

finally　，　conflicts　in　NEA．

　　1　）　An　imag　ined　mind一　map　of　Northeast　Asia

　　An　imagine　d　min　d－map　of　N　orth　east　Asia　is　an　invente　d　form　of　mind－map　after　the　European

countrie　s　advance　d　to　Asia　an　d　inte　grate　d　the　re　gion　into　the　newly　modern　international　world．

There　for　e，　NEA　is　a　given　space　by　the　weste　rners　in　th　e　modern　era．　lt　means　that　making　N　ort　heast

Asia　is　not　base　d　on　homogeneous　identities．　lt　was　redefine　d　as　a　concept　by　others　and　has　been

appe　ared　in　mind　of　Northeast　Asian　pe　ople　as　well　as　the　world．　Now，　everybody　a　ccepts　N　ort　heast

Asia　naturally　as　a　geographical　term　as　well　as　political，　economic　and　se　curity　terms．　Then，　what　are

the　homogeneous　tactors　in　NEA？　Racial　and　eth　nic　aff　inities，　usage　of　C　hine　se　characters，　influence　of

Chinese　culture，　particularly　sinicised　Buddhism　and　Confucianism　have　been　addressed　as

homQge　ne　ous　factors．

Howe　ver，　these　h　omogeneous　tact　ors　are　only　emphasize　d　in　recent　pe　riod　aft　er　the　birth　of　modern一
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nation　stat　e　in　NEA．　In　fact，　thre　e　state　s　in　NEA　h　ad　dim　cont　acts　e　ach（油er　more　than　thr　ee　centur　iC　s，

at　lea　st．　Ming　dynasty　in　Ch　ina　had　a　isolat　ion　policy　since　the　14th　century　and　it　was　continued　in　t　he

period　ot　Manchu－built　Qing　Ch　ina．　C　hosun　dy　nasty　in　Korea　also　had　t　he　same　policy　from　the　early

period　of　the　15th　century．　Japan’　s　Tokukawa　regime　also　hadthe　same　policy，　alth　ough　t　hey　opened

some　ports　to　the　westerners．　Th　re　e　c　ountrie　s　communicate　d　e　ach　oth　er　only　in　formal　style　of

diplomacy，　t　ribute　system．　Trans－bor　de　r　trade　were　minimize　d　and　ille　gal　t　raders　we　re　often　execute　d　if

th　ey　were　found．　There　fore，　it　is　very　diff　icult　t　o　say　that　ther　e　were　gr　owing　int　er－relat　ions　among

them　and　we　can　find　homogeneou　s　｛actors　in　NEA　in　the　pre－modern　era．　People　s　of　the　three

countries　still　cannet　communicat　e　verbally，　although　t　hey　share　the　C　hinese　char　acter　s．　Separa　tion

made　the　se　countries　very　different　from　e　ach　other．

　　Therefore，　N　ortheast　Asia　is　a　modern　ferm　ot　c　oncept　wh　ich　was　invente　d　by　the　weste　rners　in

focusing　the　geographic　al　proximity．　”lhat　is　an　‘enforced’　concept　f　or　the　N　EA　peoples’mind．　J　apan

also　invente　d　a　new　concept，　Toyo　（literally　East　Seaq　but　meaningly　Oriental　or　Asia）　based　on　the

westerner’s　NEA．　Th　is　kind　of　inve　ntion　in　Tokukawa　Japan　wa　s　a　Japanese　e　ffort　in　which　Japan

want　ed　the　mse　bee　s　t　o　be　a　separate　e　ntity　apart　from　ether　‘dirty，　backwar　d　and　interior’　neighbor　s　in

Northeast　Asia．　ln　short，　a　new　modern　J　apan　was　start　ed　from　a　negat　ion　of　a　member　of　NEA，　and

keeping　a　distace　from　C　hina　and　Korea．

　　2）　Modem　nation－state　and　forming　nationalism　inNortheastAsia

　　Building　a　we　st　ern　model　of　modern　nat　ionsta　te　was　an　e　nforce　d　mov　ement　to　the　NEA　people　and

nationaHsm　was　invente　d（）r・re－emerge　d　as　a　di丘e　rent　form，　at　least，　in　three　countries．㎞p（漁nt　th血g

he　re，　howeve　r，　nationalism　h　ad　beentunctional　as　a　tool　of　separating　the　se　three　countrie　s　Later，

nationalism　in　NEA　became　an　evident　pr　oof　of　charac　teristics　of　thr　ee　countries．　Moreover，　negative

factor　ot　nat　ionalism　such　as　r　esistance，　segre　ga　tion　and　h　atred　became　e　vide　nt　as　J　apan　invaded　Korea

and　C　hin　a．　There　fore，　in　Northe　ast　Asia，　birth　of　modern　nation　state　wa　s　base　d　on　‘oth　erness’

rat　her　than　100king　for　homogeneity．　The　ex〈）e　ssive　consume　of　nationalism　in　NEA　can　be　explained　in

Japan’s　O　rientalism　and　J　apan’s　Asianism．

　　Modern　J　apane　se　nation　st　ate　was　formed　at　the　sa　me　time　during　the　procedure　of　invasion　and

colonialism．　lt　me　ans　that　thre　e　countries　did　not　start　as　parallel　and　e　qual　sovere　ign　st　ates．　Japanese

concept　o｛　hierarchical　nationals’　can　be　a　good　example　for　this．　J　apan　stated　that　J　apan　would　be

the　cente　r　of　t　he　civilization　in　NEA　and　other　parts　should　follow　the　line　of　J　apan．　’lh　is　th　eory　was

deve　loped　in　Kore　a　as　a　concept　of　‘Japanese－Koreans　as　the　Same　Ethnic　Roet’　and　‘Five　Nationals

（Japane　se，　Korean，　M　anchus，　Mongols，　Chinese）　Harmony’　in　Manc　huria．　ln　fac　t，　howeve　r，　th　ere

were　h　ie　rarchies　and　Japanese　should　lead　the　others　in　NEA　t　o　build　an　‘Europe　an　style　new　empire

in　Toyo　（Inoue　Kaoru）　．’　Ther　efore，　‘inferior’　peripheral　oth　er　Asian　state　s　sin　ould　cooperate　with

Jap　an．　Her　e，　‘invasion’　can　be　t　ranslat　ed　diffe　rently　as　‘libe　ration　from　the　we　stern　powers　by　Japan．’

　　Asian　ism　also　can　b　e　a　t　ool　f　or　Japa　n　for　the　expansion　of　J　apane　se　sove　re　ignty　to　othe　r　Asian
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countries　in　th　e　name　of　th　e　‘Pa　n　Asian　C　ommon　Pr　osperity　Sphere．’　Japan　took　this　te　rm　in　the

Sino－Japane　se　War　in　1937．　The　refore，　the　idea　of　Asia　n　coope　ration　was　happened　with　the　invasion　at

th　e　same　time．　This　was　a　Japane　se　t　oo1　of　‘civilising　project’　toward　s　the　Kore　ans　and　C　hine　se．

Against　th　is，　Kor　eans　and　C　hinese　sought　their　source　of　nationalism　at　the　anti－Japane　se　movement．

These　te　nde　nc　ie　s　make　three　NEA　countrie　s　more　se　par　ately　than　eve　r　in　the　modern－era．

　　3）　State　nationalis　m　in　NEA

　　Historical　experience　s　in　N　EA　in　modern　e　ra　sti　ow　an　excessive　consume　ot　nat　ionalism　in　Korea　and

China．　After　Japanese　surrende　r　and　conse　que　nt　Cold　War，　two　bloc　s　（China　and　N　orth　Korea　vs．　South

Kore　a　and　Japan）　confronted　each　other　without　normalising　the　ir　relations　until　1972．　Only　in　1992，

China　and　South　Korea　normalize　d　their　r　elationships　but　North　Korea　and　Japan　do　not　have　a　formal

re　lationships　until　now．　North　and　South　Korea　are　st　i11　divided　There　fore，　it　is　hard　to　say　that　peoPles

of　the　three　nations　in　NEA　could　h　ave　enough　time　to　communicate　e　ach　ether　to　make　a　common

grQund　of　homogeneity．　Rather，　Ch　ina　and　Kore　as　like　J　apan　above　expande　d　their　consume　of

nationa　lism　t　o　make　new　nation　stat　e　and　to　for　ming　national　unity　in　their　countries．

　　Chinese　e　ffort　to　emph　asis　of　nationalism　can　be　explained　as　a　part　o｛　their　policy　towards　the　55

ethnic　minorit　ie　s．　As　a　multi－ethnic　country，　th　e　first　task　of　the　Chinese　government　was　to　comple　te

nationa　l　goals　of　natiorrstate　；　t　erritorial　integrity　and　national　cohe　sion．　Ther　efore，　nationalism　in　Ch　ina

was　ch　aracterized　as　a　state　nationalism　in　which　the　st　ate　was　the　main　actor　to　provide　th　eories　of

nationa1　cohesion　and　practical　policie　s　on　their　nationals．　Here，　the　Chinese　government　had　a　policy　of

‘re　gional　autonomy’　in　which　cultural　nat　ionalism　could　be　pe　rmitte　d　to　the　e　thnic　minorities　unless　it

was　net　e　xpanded　to　a　cert　ain　torm　of　political　nationalism．

　　Also，　‘history　of　re　lationship　among　nationalities（minzu　guanxish　i）’　were　emph　asize　d　and　a　new

approach　to　the　orthodox　C　hine　se　history　was　eme　rged．　Here，　new　c　oncepts　were　intr　oduc　ed．　For

exampk｝，　Chin　a（Zhongguo），Chine　se（Zhongguore　n），and　its　st　ate　boundary（gu（加）of　the　ancestral

land　（zuguo）　in　the　history　of　our　state　（benguo）　were　disc　usse　d　because　China　was　regarded　as　a

united　multiethnic　state　from　ancient　times．　Therefore，　some　Chinese　scholar　s　claimed　that　the　c　oncept

of　‘invasion’　of　tra　ditional　Chinese　territory　by　the　barbarians　should　be　rejecte　d　on　the　ground　that

the　wars　we　re　between　nationalit　ic　s　with　in　ne　wiy　expanded　concept　of　C　hima．　C　hina’s　new　approach　t　o

th　eir　history　is　a　big　debate　issue．　Here，　it　should　be　only　e　mph　asize　d　that　this　kind　of　effort　was　a

manifestation　of　excessive　nationalism　by　the　Han－le　d　Chine　se　stat　e．

　　Th　e　Korean　p　en　insu　lar　was　n　o　exc　epti　on　for　this　exc　essive　c　onsume　of　nati　onql　ism．　Ko　re　an

nationalism　was　a　good　source　of　inde　pe　ndence　fr　om　J　apan．　But，　nationalsim　as　a　t　ool　of　mobilizing

their　people　were　widely　use　d　bet　h　in　South　and　North　aft　er　t　he　division　of　two　Koreas．　Th　is　e　xce　ssive

consume　of　nationalism　could　work　as　a　barrier　of　net　only　both　pe　ople　to　communicate　each　other，　but

also　two　Kore　an　peoples　to　under　st　and　other　NEA　count　ries．

　　4）　Conflict　ratherthan　cooperation
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　　The　ongoing　excessiv　e　consume　of　nationalism　in　North　East　Asian　countr　ie　s　has　been　a　negative

effe　ct　to　the　regionalism　in　N　EA．　lt　was　sta　rted　from　the　pr　e－modern　e　ra　to　the　r　ecent　per　iod．　The　n，

what　are　th　e　features　of　the　se　factors　of　conflict　in　real　world？　The　se　can　be　listed　as　debates　on　history

such　a　s　the　t　extbooks，　ter　ritorial　di＄pute　q　role　of　mat　ionalism　in　diplomacy　or　in　cooperation．

　　First，　debate　s　on　th　e　hist　ory　can　chase　up　to　the　ancient　history．　lt　trace　s　back　to　the　birth　of　each

nation，　st　ate　and　eth　nic　group．　Although　th　is　kind　of　de　bates　ar　e　purely　academic　in　t　he　West，　he　re　in

East　Asia　jt　is　aメhot　pet　atoモat　the　present．　Ch　ina　and　Kore　a（South　and　North）argue　the　owner　of　the

ancient　bronze　age　in　China’s　Northe　ast，　forme　rly　called　Manch　uria．　lt　was　initiated　with　the　discove　ry

of　bronze　sh　ort　swords，　which　were　used　from　the　20th　to　the　2nd　ce　ntury　BC．　As　I　state　d　below，

Ch　ine　se　sch　olars　considere　d　these　finding　s　in　the　pre　sent　Ch　ina’sterritory　as　a　belonging　of　the

Dongh　u，　the　ancestors　of　present　day　Mongolians　and　some　of　Han　Chinese．　Meanwhile，　N　orth　Korean

scholar　s　argue　that　the　owner　should　be　a　part　of　the　Dongy　L　the　ancest　ors　of　present　Kore　ans　This

kind　of　debate　s　in　history　of　East　Asia　can　be　found　in　ether　case　s　such　as　the　ownership　of　the　ancient

kingdoms　of　Kokuryo　（Gaojuri　9　n　Ch　inese），　Boh　ai　（Palhae　in　Kore　an）　between　C　hina　an　d　Korea．

Another　case　is　a　possible　existe　nce　of　Japanese　st　ate　or　at　le　ast　a　puppe　t　kingdom　in　southern　Kore　a．

The　proble　m　here　lie　s　in　th　at　it　is　net　only　debate　on　historical　facts，　but　also　it　functions　as　a　source　of

nationa　lism　in　each　country．　The　most　evident　dispute　we　can　see　is　the　‘Japanese　text　book　disputes．’

It　is　the　debate　net　on　the　ancient　time，　but　the　re　cent　past　wh　en　the　J　apan　invade　d　Kore　a　and　C　hina．

Japan　have　kept　th　e　position　of　negation　all　the　t　ime　to　th　e　Nanjing　M　assac　re，　comfort　wome　n，　and

biological　wanfare　in　North　eastern　C　hina．　These　ar　e　ongoing　issue　s　in　th　e　pr　esent　day　diplomacy　for

three　countries　in　NEA．

　　Secondly，　territorial　disputes　are　ir叩ortant　in　NEA．　Because　the　modern　nati㎝一state　is　a　territorial

state　and　e　ach　country　has　a　firm　st　ance　on　te　rritorial　issue　in　NEA，　it　is　an　important　subicct　net　t　o

forming　a　NEA　cooperat　ion．　We　can　s£e　many　cases　of　t　erritorial　disputes　between　Japan　and　C　hina，

Japan　and　Kore　a，　and　even　Korea　and　C　hima．

　　Thirdly，　nationalism　per　se　is　a　strong　force　in　three　countrie　s　in　East　Asia．　Emphasis　on　the

colle　ctive　identity　such　a　s　nat　ion　could　not　giv　e　a　space　for　the　people　in　the　re　gion　to　think　about　t　heir

identity　differe　ntly．　Pat　rietism　is　mor　e　importa　nt　than　th　e　loy　alty　t　o　othe　r　identitie　s　such　as　re　ligion，

re　gion，　gender　and　e　tc．　From　time　to　time，　these　exce　ssive　r　esort　to　the　colle　ctive　identity　were　worked

as　a　barrier　to　the　coopera　tion　on　t　he　governme　ntal　leve　l　as　well　as　notrgov　ernmental　le　vels．　Th　at　can

be　a　good　reason　of　explanation　why　inte　rnational　non－gove　rnmental　or　ganizations　were　not　activat　ed　in

NEA，　e　ven　in　most　deve　loped　country　like　Japan．

5．　Alternative　plans　for　better　coop　eration　in　North　East　Asia

　Alter　nat　ive　plans　for　future　cooper　ation　in　NEA　can　be　a　rev　erse　proc　ess　of　the　excessive　consume　of

nationa　lism．　Those　can　be　list　ed　as　weake　ning　excessive　nationalism，　e　mphasis　on　individual　ide　ntity

53



rather　than　colle　ctive　ide　ntity　and　growing　conc　erns　on　the　nongovernmental　se　ctors．　Coope　ration

should　have　a　ta　rget；　a　futur　e　Northe　ast　Asian　ident　ity．　At　t　he　moment，　possible　alternat　ives　are　policy－

level　consideration　on　the　ethnic　minorities　in　each　country　and　strengthening　role　of　th　e　NGOs

　　There　are　many　e　thnic　minorities　in　thre　e　count　ries．　They　have　been　exist　ed　as　a　ma　rginalised　being

in　each　society．　However，　ethnic　minorities　in　Northeast　Asia　are　a　good　indicator　to　see’　the

deve　lopme　nt　of　society，　inte　rnally　and　e　xt　ernally．　Panicularly　in　Northe　ast　Asia，　role　s　of　some　eth　nic

minorit　ie　s　should　be　addressed．　17，000　Ove　rseas　Chinese　（Huaqiao）　mainly　from　Shandong　Pr　ovince

in　Kore　a，　600，000　Koreans　and　Taiwane　se　in　Japan，　2　million　ethnic　Korean　s　（Ch　aaxianzu）　in　China，

200，000　Chaoxianzu　in　Sout　h　Korea　ar　e　the　ethnic　minorit　ie　s　in　NEA．　Until　now，　the　gover　nme　nts　of

NEA　h　ave　a　negativ　e　att　itude　to　the　minorities．　They　we　re　regar　ded　as　a　possible　force　of　splitting

nationa　l　cohe　sion，　of　dangerous　e　lement　of　se　curity　f　or　beth　internal　society　and　international　di＄putes

and　of　exit　door　of　the　marginalise　d　re　sidue　of　th　e　society．

　　Howe　ver，　a　new　attitude　sii　ould　be　introduced　to　each　society　for　bett　er　North　east　Asia　in　the　futur　e．

Ethnic　minor　it　ies　in　e　ach　country　can　be　a　good　me　diat　or　t　o　Nort　heast　Asian　pe　ople　wh　o　have　been

isolated　and　separat　ed　from　culture　s　of　oth　er　countrie　s　From　those　ethnic　minorit　ies，　Japanese　can

learn　about　the　new　culture　of　China，　K（）rea　and　Taiwan．　South　Koreans　also　can　le　arn　h　ow　to　co£xist血

harmony　with　th　e　people　who　have　differ　ent　cuft　ural　backgrounds．　The　re　are　many　ethnic　Koreans　in

Northe　ast　Asia　who　h　ave　different　pa　ssport　s，　diffe　rent　legal　statu　s　an　d　eve　n　cannot　speak　Korean

langua　ge．Also，　ethnic　minorities　do　have　a　t　endency　ot　thinking　of　‘ope　nne　ss’　to　ether　culture　s　So，　it

can　be　a　positive　f　orce　of　more　ope　n　and　mult　i£ultural　N　orth　east　A　sia　based　on　more　individually

define　d　identity．　They　are　nct　a　force　of　disinte　grating　the　pre　sent　c　ommunities　in　NEA．　Excessive

colle　ctive　ide　ntity　has　been　consumed　too　much　in　NEA，　this　is　a　trial　t　o　re　duce　the　exce　ssive　ness．

Pe　ople　can　think　about　their　community　again　in　open　society．

　　For　th　is，　non－govern　mental　organisation　s　sh　ould　be　forme　d　in　areas　whe　re　th　re　e　c　ountrie　s　can

com　munic　at　e．　N　GO　s　for　‘Ye　llow　San　d－wind　（Hu　angs　ha　）’　cou　ld　be　a　good　exam　ple．　Pr　ev　en　tin　g

desert　ificat　ion　in　North　China　also　could　be　a　good　cooperat　iv　e　body　betwee　n　Korea，　J　apan　and　C　hina．

Standing　committe　es　on　refugee，　fiood，　draught，　hunge　r　and　e　arthquake　in　the　nongovernmental　leve　ls

should　be　deve　loped．　Migration，　espe　cia　ily　labour　migr　ation，　also　can　be　a　good　subject　to　understand

each　othe　r．

　　In　conclusion，　re　gionalism　in　N　EA　cannot　compare　with　other　part　s　of　the　world　because　of　excessive

nat　ionalism　in　e　ach　country　in　modern　nation－stat　e　building　proce　ss．　lt　is　a　still　dominant　negative

power　of　f　or　ming　deep　cooper　ation　in　N　EA．　To　sobe　e　th　is　problem，　identity　politics　which　base　d　on

individual　identity　rath　er　than　colle　ctive　ident　ity　should　be　introduced　in　NEA．　F　or　this，　role　s　ot　eth　nic

minorit　ie　s　and　NGOs　sliould　be　emphasize　d　in　NEA．　That　could　be　a　source　of　multi－ethnic　culture　in

harmony　and　peace　with　ongoing　developme　nt　in　NEA．
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