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Abstract 
China, Japan and South Korea are three big economies in Northeast Asia that are in 

negotiations for a trilateral Free Trade Agreement (FTA). A concluded FTA among them will 

create world’s third largest regional market that consists of of 1.52 billion people and that 

accounts for 20% of world’s GDP. However the economic cooperation between the three 

countries has constantly been interrupted by political issues that root back in the history of the 

three countries. In the history the three countries have developed enemy images of one 

another, which have restrained their interaction over the years and influenced their current 

relationship. This thesis uses the enmification theory to explain how these enemy images and 

enmity feelings have emerged in the history and what impacts they have on political issues 

and the economic cooperation between the three. Examples on political issues that are brought 

up in this thesis are the recent intensified territorial disputes over Diaoyu/Senkaku islands and 

Dokdo/Takeshima islands.  

Keyword: China, Japan, South Korea, enmification, animosity, trilateral FTA, territorial 

disputes, Diaoyu/Senkaku islands, Dokdo/Takeshima islands   
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1. Introduction 

"Only when Japan faces up to its aggressive past can it embrace the future and develop 

friendly relations with its Asian neighbours," (Hua Chunying April 2013) 

“The ROK government once again strongly urges the Japanese government to 

immediately stop its retrograde behavior which ignores history, and to behave responsibly 

based on a correct understanding of history, so that Japan can restore trust from 

neighboring countries.” (Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade Republic of Korea 22 

April 2013) 

“In the past, Japan, through its colonial rule and aggression, caused tremendous damage 

and suffering to the people of many countries, particularly to those of Asian nations. 

Japan squarely faces these facts of history in a spirit of humility, and with feelings of 

deep remorse and heartfelt apology always engraved in mind, has resolutely maintained, 

consistently since the end of World War II, never turning into a military power but an 

economic power, its principle of resolving all matters by peaceful means.” (Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs of Japan 2006) 

In recent years, the relationship between China, Japan and South Korea has improved and the 

three countries have launched trilateral cooperation over several issues, mainly “soft issues” 

such as economic cooperation. The trilateral cooperation has not been able to go further to 

embrace the “harder issues” like security and political issues as is easily get interrupted by the 

historical problems. During the Japanese imperialism, Japan invaded and occupied its 

neighbors. At the same time as China and South Korea accuse Japan for not showing regret 

over its atrocities, Japan feels that it has apologized enough and accuse China and South 

Korea for constantly bringing up historical problems in order to get concessions.  

In order to examine the enemy building between the three countries we first need to look at 

the bilateral relations , which puts Japan in focus, since it is the one with tense relationship 

with its neighbor. (Pieczara 2012: 16) This thesis will therefore examine the Sino-Japanese 

relations and Japanese-South Korean relations. The theoretical framework for this study will 

be the enmification theory, which is a social-psychological theory that will explain how the 

three countries developed enemy images of one another. To examine this process, we have to 

look into the history and see how their interaction in the past has affected their relations today.  
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1.1. Background: Current relationship  

A Free Trade Agreement (FTA) is an agreement signed by two or several countries, 

concerning a free trade area between them where the tariffs, import quotas and other trade 

barriers are reduced or removed. The agreement can also regulate other references regarding 

the trade between the involved parties, and also other issues such as free movement of people 

and military issues. China and Japan have not signed a mutual bilateral FTA (China FTA 

network, 2013); however both parties have a FTA under negotiations with South Korea. The 

former Chinese President Hu Jintao and the former South Korean President Roh Moo-hyun 

decided in 2006 that a bilateral FTA would profit both countries, thus a joint study report for 

an FTA among the two parties was launched and the negotiations started in May 2012 

(Ministry of Foreign Affairs Republic of Korea, 2013). Japan on the other hand, has an FTA 

under negotiations with South Korea that has been suspended since 2004. (ibid)  

Beside the bilateral FTA negotiations between China and South Korea, and Japan and South 

Korea, there are also trilateral FTA negotiations going on between all the three parties. In 

2009, the three big economies China, Japan, South Korea agreed to establish a joint study for 

a trilateral FTA, and in 2012 the trilateral FTA negotiations were agreed to launch (China 

FTA network, 2013). As China, Japan and South Korea are major economies in the world and 

together account for almost 20% of the world’s total GDP and as East Asia is an important 

economic region in the world, a concluded FTA between them will bring benefit to not only 

the regional economic integration, but also to the world. (Joint Study Committee, 2011)  

A concluded trilateral FTA between China, Japan and South Korea will lead to a sustainable 

development and facilitating trade and investment as it removes trade barriers. The economic 

linkage among the parties will therefore strengthen, leading to a win-win-win relationship. In 

the joint study report, there is one chapter on Disputes Settlement Mechanism, suggesting 

Consultations, Good Offices, Conciliation or Mediation and Arbitral Tribunals or Panels, and 

this chapter also make sure that the awards or reports are executed by Arbitral Tribunals or 

Panels. This Disputes Settlement Mechanism under the FTA framework is believed to 

facilitate the process of conflict resolution between the three parties in a peaceful way. (Joint 

Study Committee, 2011) However the trilateral FTA is still under negotiations, which have 

together with other economic cooperation been impeded by political conflicts. Two examples 

of political issues that have lately interrupted the economic cooperation between China, Japan 
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and South Korea are the territorial disputes over Dokdo/Takeshima islands and 

Diaoyu/Senkaku islands.  

Dokdo/Takeshima islands are a group of islands that are claimed by both Japan and South 

Korea. South Korea claims that Japan recognized the islands as part of South Korea in the 17
th

 

century (Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade South Korea 2012: 7), but were taken over by 

Japan in 1905 before the colonization of the rest of South Korea (BBC 2012, 10 August). The 

dispute started during the San Francisco Peace Treaty (also called Treaty Peace with Japan) 

negotiations between Japan and the former allied power at the end of World War II (Koo 

2005: 18). The treaty states in Charter II Article 2 that Japan has to “renounce all right, title 

and claim to” several territories included South Korea and some of its islands, and to 

recognize the independence of South Korea. (Treaty Peace with Japan 1951; Charter II Article 

2) However, this treaty did not mention Dokdo/Takeshima islands as part of South Korea, 

leading to a conflict over the issue, especially when South Korea gained physical control over 

the islands (Koo 2005: 18) . South Korea argues that Dokdo/Takeshima islands were included 

in the territories that were returned in this treaty since it was occupied by Japan unjustly and 

violently. (Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade 2012: 10) Japan, on the other hand, uses the 

treaty to state that Dokdo/Takeshima islands are not under the jurisdiction of South Korea 

since it was not included in the renounced territories (Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan 

2013b: 10-11).  

Diaoyu/Senkaku islands are a group of eight inhabited islands that are claimed by both China 

and Japan. The islands are today controlled by Japan, but its jurisdiction over the islands has 

been contested by China, and also Taiwan. The dispute started in 1968, when the UN 

Economic Commission for Asia and the Far East (ECAFE) made a geological survey of the 

area and found a high possibility of oil and gas. (Koo 2005: 25) In this issue, Japan also uses 

the San Francisco Peace Treaty to claim its jurisdiction over the group of islands. In the treaty, 

Japan renounced Taiwan, but Diaoyu/Senkaku islands remained under the sovereignty of 

Japan. (Ministry of Foreign Affairs 2013a: 3)  China claims that the islands belonged to the 

country since ancient time, and were later taken over by Japan. After the Sino-Japanese war 

when Taiwan was returned to China, the islands should also have been returned as they are 

parts of Taiwan, and Japan occupied them violently and unjustly. (BBC 2013, 29 April) 
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1.2. Purpose 

The purpose of this paper is to analyze the enmity sentiments China, Japan and South Korea 

have towards each other; how these sentiments are constructed, why they persist even today 

and how they have affected the political issues and economic cooperation. Unlike many other 

researches within this field this paper presents this subject from a social-psychological 

perspective. Many studies have been done in this field, but mainly from the mainstream 

theories such as liberalism and realism. Therefore this thesis provides the readers another 

point of view when it comes to the trilateral cooperation between China, Japan and South 

Korea.  

Some argue that the economic interests can be the major factors for future reconciliation. 

However, this cannot be seen in the cases of Japan and its neighbors. Even if the economic 

integration in Asia Pacific has intensified, there are no significant improvements in the 

political field. (Heo, 2008) Thus, to rebuild the broken relationships, we need to look at the 

issue from a different perspective other than the economic perspective.  

The trilateral cooperation between China, Japan and South Korea is important to study 

because they are important countries and they are big economies in the world. Trilateral 

cooperation between the three countries is important as it provides security, peace and 

economic benefits in the Northeast Asia. However, today the cooperation is almost only 

around “soft” issues, further and deeper cooperation is not achievable as it always gets 

interrupted when sensitive issues are brought up. (Yeo 2012: 6) This paper tries to explain 

why this is the case, using the enmification as a theoretical framework. Enmification theory 

offers a good description of how China, Japan and South Korea developed enemy images of 

one another.  

When studying the enmification theory, this thesis will break down the trilateral relations into 

bilateral ties between China and Japan, and Japan and South Korea. The reason is that the 

trilateral cooperation is underpinned by the bilateral relations (Yeo 2012: 16), and they are 

affecting the cooperation greatly; for trilateral cooperation to include more security and 

political issue, there have to be improvements in the bilateral relations (Pieczara 2012: 3). 

Thus, if one learn about how the enemy images are constructed in these bilateral relations, one 

will better understand the current relationships between the three countries; one can see why 

they have not been able to develop the trilateral cooperation and one can further examine how 

the relationships can improve. 
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1.3. Problem formulation 

The problem dealt in this thesis is the lack of deeper cooperation between the three big 

economies in Northeast Asia; China, Japan and South Korea. Even though trilateral 

cooperation is going on between the three; the cooperation is still mostly around “soft” issues 

like economic issues where all three parties can find mutual interests, while security and 

political issues are more controversial and have been put aside (Yeo 2012: 6). In this way, the 

cooperation is only on the surface; every time the three countries try to go deeper there will 

always be something that stops them. The reemergence of the territorial disputes recently are 

good examples of obstacles for further cooperation (Rizzotto & Vadagnini 2011). The 

bilateral ties between the three countries are important in the progress of the trilateral 

cooperation, and the key bilateral ties that hamper the cooperation are the Sino-Japanese 

relations and Japanese-South Korean relations (Pieczara 2012: 16). When looking into these 

two relations, this thesis uses the enmification theory to explain why and how the three 

countries have created enemy images of one another through history. Four questions are set 

out in this thesis, one main question followed by three sub-questions.  

1. How does enmification through history explain the current relationship between China, 

Japan and South Korea?  

a. How have the enemy images been constructed in the bilateral relations (Sino-

Japanese relations and Japanese-South Korean relations)? 

b. How have the enmification affected the territorial disputes in Northeast Asia? 

c. How has the trilateral cooperation between the parties been affected?  

The main question is about how the enmification process explains the current relationship 

between the three big economies in Northeast Asia, with the focus on the political issues and 

their economic cooperation. Sub-question a) deals with the construction of the enemy images 

that emerged during the enmification process. First part of the analysis examines how this 

process took place in the history and why the enemy images persist until today, by looking 

closely into the history to find the different stages of the enmification process. Sub-question b) 

refers to the territorial disputes to see how the enmification China, Japan and South Korea 

have gone through affects the disputes. All three parties have been reluctant of letting go of 

the islands. While some people argue that the reason behind this is a matter of economic 

issues, there are others that believe that the reason lies in the history where the enemy images 

emerged. The second part of the analysis will argue for the latter reason for the territorial 
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disputes by analyzing their statements of position in the disputes. Sub-question c) deals with 

the trilateral cooperation between China, Japan and South Korea. Last part of the analysis will 

give an overall view of how the enmity feelings between the three countries affect their 

trilateral cooperation based on the “soft” issues with some empirical examples.  

1.4. Previous research 

There have been many researches done on the territorial disputes between China, Japan and 

South Korea from the mainstream theories; liberalism and realism. Among these are Liberal 

Peace and the Scramble for the Rocks: The Dokdo/Takeshima, Senkaku/Diaoyu, and Paracel 

and Spratly Islands Disputes, where the author Min Gyo Koo (2005) analyzes the territorial 

disputes from a liberal peace theory and argues that greater economic interdependence is the 

best method to prevent disruptive behavior in the region. The purpose of Koo’s paper is not 

the same as the one here in this thesis. As Koo primarily searched for a correlation between 

trade interdependence and dispute intensity, this thesis looks for reasons behind the conflicts 

in the history and it goes more deep in the social psychological explanation of the involved 

countries’ behaviors.  

In his thesis My Neighbor, My Enemy: Understanding the Protracted Conflict between China 

and Japan, Go Funai (2009) studies the enmifiction process between China and Japan. He also 

uses Tidwell’s four stages of the process (Tidwell 1998: 135-6). However, he did not include 

other aspects of the theory that is brought up in Rieber & Kelly’s (1991) and other authors’ 

work. In this thesis, Tidwell’s four stages of enmification is used, but also other features of 

the theory as stereotyping, selective perception, mirror-imaging of the enemy, dehumanization, 

biased attribution, attribution errors, and the psychological explanation of the need of an 

enemy. This thesis also includes South Korea’s relation with Japan, which is not studied in 

Funai’s paper. Funai mentions the recent conflicts between the parties, however did not look 

closer to the specific territorial disputes that are examined here.  

There are many papers written about the relationship between China, Japan and South Korea 

with the focus on the trilateral cooperation. As will be mentioned later in the analysis, these 

papers talk about how fragile the trilateral cooperation is; how it easily get interrupted by the 

political issues between the bilateral ties, and how it cannot develop to a deeper level because 

of these political issues. However, the papers do not go back in the history to explain why this 

is the case. This thesis mentions the fragile trilateral cooperation, but the focus lies in the 

explanation of why the three countries have difficulties of cooperate at a deeper level.  
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Karl Gusafsson (2011) studies the collective memories in the Sino-Japanese relations by 

analyzing the narratives in his awarded doctoral dissertation Narratives and Bilateral 

Relations: Rethinging the “History Issues” in Sino-Japanese Relations. He explains in 

detailed on how the collective memories have played role in the bilateral relations between 

China and Japan. This is also studied in my thesis; however this is only one part of the 

analysis. The major part of my analysis is based on the enmification theory. In addition, the 

Japanese-South Korean relations are also analyzed.  

There are other papers about collective memories and animosity. As mentioned above, this is 

studied here in this thesis as well; however I will go deeper and use the social-psychological 

perspective to explain the emergence of the enmity feelings between China, Japan and South 

Korea. In addition, unlike many of these papers, this thesis studies both the Sino-Japanese and 

Japanese-South Korean relations. Many papers about the relations in East Asia also examine 

the reconciliation process. This process is slightly discussed in the analysis, in the sense of 

how the relations can be improved. But not much focus is put on this topic.  

1.5. Delimitation  

Even though there this thesis is about all three countries China, Japan and South Korea, there 

will only be an analysis on the Sino-Japanese relations and Japanese-South Korean relations. 

The Sino-South Korean relationship will not be studied as the main purpose of this thesis is to 

study the enmification processes and China and South Korea has not strong hostility feelings 

towards each other. Japan on the other hand, has tense relations with the both neighbors 

(Pieczara 2012: 16), I have therefore chosen to examine Sino-Japanaese and Japanese-South 

Korean relations. Furthermore, the enmification is mainly focused on Japan in both relations. 

The reason is evident in the analysis part. Japan is the main actor causing its neighbor 

suffering, leading to the enemy-construction.  

When studying the trilateral and bilateral ties there are arguments implying that it is not a 

“one-directional” relationship, meaning that not only do bilateral relations impact the trilateral 

relations, but they are both influencing one another (Yeo 2012: 3). This thesis will only deal 

with how the bilateral relations affect the trilateral cooperation, and not so much about how 

the trilateral relation has improved the bilateral ties. That is because this thesis argues for the 

importance of improving the bilateral relations in order to develop a sustainable trilateral 

cooperation. However, one should not forego the fact that trilateral cooperation does improve 

the bilateral relations.    
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2. Enmification theory 

The theory applied in this thesis is called enmification. Enmification is a social-psychological 

theory that explains how the enemy images emerge within social context, e.g. family, peer 

groups and society, and how they maintain and reinforce hostility and antagonism between 

groups of people. (Oppenheimer 2006) The term “enmification” was coined by Robert W. 

Reiber and Robert J. Kelly in 1991. They describe it as “psychological and social factors and 

their concomitants that go into the process of enemy-making”, and it include several steps of 

processes, namely stereotyping, selective perception, mirror-imaging of the enemy, 

dehumanization, biased attribution, attribution errors, and the psychological explanation of the 

need of an enemy. (Rieber & Kelly 1991) All these concepts will be explained and 

incorporated in the four stages of enmification that will be described below. This theory part 

also includes some aspects from others theories in order to create a theoretical framework that 

can encompass the whole research object.  

For this paper, the enmification theory is more suitable than Realism and Liberalism. Neither 

of them include the main concepts of this paper such as identity, enemy construction etc. 

Enmification theory is a sub-theory under Constructivism that explains more about the 

identities and aims of the actors, which influence their actions.  This trend better explains and 

answers the research problem of this paper. The enmification theory is more specifically 

suitable for this paper, since it clearly explains how enemy construction occurs.  

An enemy can be defined differently depending on what discipline that is defining the concept. 

Here in this thesis, an enemy will be defined as an entity or opponent that is emotionally 

associated with negative values and meanings (Tidwell 1998: 127), and brings out strong 

negative feelings (Go 2009: 13). Enmification is the process of the negative association with 

the enemy (Tidwell 1998: 127). Having an enemy is like being obsessed. When there is an 

enemy, one does not longer control one’s own fate, but it is tied to the enemy’s. In this sense, 

the enemy influence both one’s feeling and thoughts that in turn affect one’s behavior. The 

feelings towards the enemy are combined of hatred and fear, and can be described by a 

borrowed concept of Nietzsche, namely “absence of peace of mind”. (Rieber & Kelly 1991: 6) 

There are several causes for enmity, among other things war, natural disaster, group 

instability, authoritarianism, claims of superiority, lack of human contact and when there is no 

strong opposition to enmification. (Tidwell 1998: 133-4)  
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When looking at the identity, one can identify four key stages in the enmification process, 

namely threat, distortion, rigidification and collusion. First, there must be an identified threat 

to one’s core sense of identity. When there is a threat, the recipient will defense oneself and 

might act in a threatening manner towards others as a defense. (Tidwell 1998: 135) To 

understand what is considered as a threat, it is therefore important to first define the core 

sense of identity. This thesis is based on collective identities that are more pervasive and 

persistent than individual identities (Smith 1992: 59), and it looks at the common identity of 

the whole population of respective China, Japan and South Korea. Collective identity 

encompasses a sense of shared continuity of a common future, and shared memories of their 

history; these two together lead to belief in a common destiny, which brings the people 

together in a group, and in this case in a country (ibid: 58). This common destiny is therefore 

the core sense of identity, and any threat to it will result in the following steps of enmification 

that will be described below.  

The second stage, distortion is the psychological responses to the threat. It resembles of 

reduction of cognitive dissonance, as the recipient deny or alter the meaning of the message 

received from the threat. Thus, people use excuses for justify their deep-rooted hostility 

towards one another, even if it leads to violence. (Tidwell 1998: 135) This can be illustrated 

by the citation of a child: “He did it to me first! I only hit him back” (Keen 1988: 23)  

At this stage something called attribution error occurs; we excuse our own behavior at the 

same time as we condemn other’s behavior. In wars, people need to justify their own action 

through dehumanization of the enemy. Since humans do not kill other human beings as a 

general rule, people need to blind themselves and create non-human stereotypes of the enemy. 

In doing so, people paralyze their thoughts and make it easier for them to carry out the terrible 

actions during wars. (Keen 1988: 24-5) Keen also brings up other images of the enemy. He 

describes the enemy as stranger, aggressor, faceless, enemy of God, barbarian, greedy, 

criminal, torturer, rapist, beast, death, worthy opponent and abstraction. Some of these faces 

of the enemy are relevant in the case of China, Japan and South Korea and they will be 

examined more closely in the analysis part. (Keen 1988) This way of judging the action 

depending on who exercise them, calls biased attribution as the judging is biased and 

prejudiced, and it lead to so-called mirror-imaging of the enemy that will be explain below 

(Oskamp 1965: 46) 
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The third stage, rigidification is a process where the recipient clarifies what is interpreted as 

self and what is interpreted as not-self. This can be illustrated as a wall of protection towards 

attacks on the identity. In the end, there will be a coherent ideology in the group that will 

contribute to the group’s identity. (Tidwell 1998: 136)  

In our brain, we naturally divide things into categories as a mechanism to organize all the 

things we encounter, and these categories are stereotypes. When individuals are under stress 

the categorization will be very extreme and enemy images emerge. (Tidwell 1998: 131) This 

is then sustained by selective perception as we will only see what supports our stereotypes and 

thus only acknowledge the negative features of the enemies. Enmification is a subjectively 

phenomenon and is constructed in our minds. These mental, emotional and social mechanisms 

are part of paranoia that decrease one’s anxiety and guilt by putting all one’s own unwanted 

characteristics onto the “others” (Keen 1988: 19) Enemies are therefore psychological needed 

because we need someone to set out our psychological toxins on. (ibid: 21). Enemies are also 

important in driving human social behavior, and in maintaining stability in groups. In 

instability groups leaders have been creating new enemies when the old ones are ousted in 

order to keep up the legitimacy for the groups. (Tidwell 1998: 126) 

The fourth and last stage, collusion, is the maintenance of the clash. The rigidification of the 

responses will be embedded in the self, and become a part of the individual’s identity. 

Eventually, all the parts of the conflict will be part of the identities of all the individuals 

involved, and influence their interaction with each other, and the conflict will in this way 

maintain. (Tidwell 1998: 136)  

Parts of Stuart Hall’s (1997: 234-5) theoretical accounts for the importance of difference in 

relation to the “others”, is the binary opposition. At the fourth stage, we recognize the others 

by the difference from us. “Us” and “them” are at the different side of the pole, and we 

incorporate all the negative characteristics into their side. Thus, we recognize the “others” by 

the “bad” characteristics that we have associated with “them”, and that we consider ourselves 

not possess. In this way, we have not only distinguished between “us” and “them”, but we 

have also given “them” these “bad” characteristics that have also become parts of “them”. As 

described earlier, these characteristics are our own unwanted characteristics that we put into 

“others” in order to reduce our anxiety. What is interesting to mentions is that the “others” on 

the other hand, do the same thing. Their view on “us” is a mirror image of our view on them. 

All the good characteristics we keep to ourselves are also claimed by them. This is therefore a 
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mirror-imaging of the enemy i.e. the enemy is portrayed as a reflection of oneself but with 

reverse attributions.  

There are two principles of enmificaion. First, we and the enemies are alike, but we project 

our own unwanted characteristics upon them. In one way we create a connection between us 

on the unconscious level, however since we do not recognize the unwanted characteristics as 

our own, the conscious level still perceive us as “us” and “them”. The second principle is just 

as paradoxically as the first one. Simultaneously as we keep our distance from the enemies, 

our hostility towards them still binds us to them. There is a conflict of us wanting to approach 

the enemy at the same time as we avoid them (Tidwell 1998: 132). 

These four stages of enmification clearly explain how enmification take place and how deep-

rooted it lies within the individuals. Once the enemy images have been constructed, they are 

difficult to deconstruct. The analysis part will present the four stages in the history of the 

Sino-Japanese relations and Japanese-South Korean relations. As hate can be both rational 

and irrational, it can result in deep-rooted and long-term prejudices, hostility and antagonism, 

making these enemy images manifest. (Oppenheimer, 2006) In such cases, actions that are 

otherwise seen as improving the relationships between persons or groups can instead be 

considered as threats. (Oppenheimer, 2006)  

There have been evident that enmity has been possible to pass from one generation to another. 

To look closer at how that is done, one has to examine the children’s development. Children 

are highly influenced by their environment, especially those they are closest to. This supports 

the argument for collective enmity; one gets influenced by its surroundings. Already as a child, 

people get into the enmification system s where they encounter political slogans, heroic 

stories, and historical traditions among other things. (Tidwell 1998: 139)  

Oppenheimer (2006) describes deeper how these enemy images were constructed already in 

childhood. In the age up to ten, the parenting plays an important role in how children view the 

societies. When the children grow older, the importance of the parental roles diminishes and 

other social factors play in instead, including the peers. In the process, the individuals start to 

develop the self-identity. Already in a young age the children will encounter internal conflicts 

within themselves, as one has different identities depending on the context. As their social 

world widen, the conflicts increase and the children develop a feared-for self. When the 

feared-for self grows to a threat, one’s defense mechanism will turn the internal tensions 
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outward onto another person or groups, leading to an emergence of an enemy image; they 

blame others for their anxiety. What persons or groups these feelings will be directed to can 

be influenced by societies’ or parents’ prejudice and targets of discrimination. This is seen as 

an external attribution as the individuals are influenced by the different contexts. 

This way of passing on the enemy-images and enmity feelings to the next generation reminds 

of some parts of the national identity theory, where people “pass on” their national identity to 

their children through recalling the national myths, memories, values, symbols, traditions and 

culture that are shared in the nation. This aspect is included in the discussion of how people in 

China, Japan and South Korea still have strong enmity feelings towards each other even 

though they are rooted back in the history. (Smith 1998) 

Until now, enmification has mainly been described on the individual level.  Rieber and Kelly 

(1991: 6-8) distinguish between enmification on the individual level and enmification on the 

collective level. To see how the enmification process has developed on national level, one has 

to look at the collective enmification. Enmification has its root in the individual’s psyche, but 

in groups it is possible to organize all the individuals’ antipathies in common lines through 

ideologies  The directed target of collective enmification is often beyond the individual 

experiences, and is therefore often less rational. The process of collective enmification has 

been seen almost everywhere, in groups particularly, but also on the national and international 

level where countries turn the hostility towards another country. Nations cannot hate, but 

citizens can (ibid: 6), and since the states consist of citizens and are govern by people, their 

images of enemies influence the way the state act.  

The third and fourth stage of the enmification theory explain how ideologies can be used to 

line up individuals together and set apart “us” and “them”, this will later become part of the 

individuals’ identity. This is exactly what happens on the national level. The ideologies bring 

the citizens together as “us” against the “others”. Who these “others” are depends on what the 

country has been through and who they target as “them” (Tidwell 1998: 140)  

These deep-rooted enemy images of China, Japan and South Korea can in the same way be 

explained by another social psychological theory, ontological security. Ontological security 

was first introduced by Anthony Giddens (1991), and later developed on the national level by 

Jennifer Mitzen. The theory stresses that actors maintain in the conflicts as routines, as they 

sustain the identities. Thus, they get attached to the relationship in the way they are, even if it 



Halmstad University 
Enmification of China, Japan and South Korea 

15 

 

is a relationship based on conflicts. The actors aim to minimize the uncertainty, so they can 

create cognitive order in the environment they are surrounded by. (Mitzen 2006) This is an 

interesting aspect to consider in the relationship between China, Japan and South Korea as 

shown in the analysis.   
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3. Method and material  

3.1. Qualitative case studies  

To analyze the research problem I have used a qualitative comparative approach. Qualitative 

comparative method is a comparison of a small amount of cases where the researcher does a 

thick description of each of them, and then makes a comparison. This gives a deeper 

understanding of each case. The focus does not lie on the comparison, but on the case studies. 

The cases are specifically chosen for this study and not randomly chosen. (Vromen, 2010)  

Qualitative comparative method can be seen as a method of structured, focused comparison. It 

is structured because the researcher formulates standardized and general questions that are 

reflecting the research purpose and theoretical framework. As these questions are consistent 

and general, they standardize the answers of each of the case under study and make them 

possible to compare. The method is also focused, as it focuses on a specific aspect of the cases 

that are studied. One needs to determine a clear research objective to undertake and a suitable 

theoretical framework to focus on. (George & Bennett 2004: 69-70) The aim of a qualitative 

research is not focused on finding causality by measuring the causal effects as it is the case in 

quantitative methods, but to understand the process from cause to an outcome. One could say 

that quantitative research give an explanation, while the main goal of qualitative research is to 

give an understanding of a phenomenon. (Vromen 2010)  

When formulating the research question for this thesis, I use the qualitative approach and 

asked a general question of how the enmification theory explains the current relationship 

between China, Japan and South Korea. Then I have three sub-questions that are also general, 

so they can bring forth standardized answers of both case studies I have chosen to examined, 

namely the Sino-Japanese relations and Japanese-South Korean relations. I have chosen to 

focus on the enmification theory to see how it can explain the case studies, which is reflected 

in my questions. In this way, my thesis is both structured and focused. The questions will also 

be answered by a ‘cause-of-effects’-explanation, that will clarify how and why history has 

played an important role (ibid) 

The qualitative comparative method let me go more in-depth and look at how history has 

impacted the relationships in Northeast Asia today. This would not be possible with the 

quantitative comparative studies, since it only test whether there are negative effects or not. 

With qualitative comparative method I can go beyond the relationship and analyze how 
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identities shape the actors’ behaviors, which cannot be identified with quantitative 

comparative methods. (Hopkin, 2002) 

There are particular two risks with this approach; one can argue that the results one gets from 

comparing a small amount of cases cannot be representative since the findings might only be 

specific to the certain cases (Hopkin, 2002). In my case, I believe this is not a problem. I 

examine the trilateral relations between China, Japan and South Korea, and the Sino-Japanese 

relations and Japanese-South Korean relations are the main research subjects in this topic 

since they are the main obstacles for a deeper trilateral cooperation between the three. The 

other risk is that the researcher might be bias in the analysis as he or she put all the focus on 

the specific cases (ibid). To avoid this risk I will use a great variety of sources. 

Other critiques of the qualitative comparative method are the lack of systemic comparison and 

that the case studies are not genuinely comparative. This might be true if one has not carrying 

out the method carefully. To avoid these problems, one first needs to clearly identify one 

phenomenon to study (George & Bennett 2004: 69), for example this thesis studies the 

enmification process in both cases to see how it has taken place and the effects of the enemy 

images. The phenomenon in this thesis is therefore the enemy-making. Secondly, one has to 

define a research objective cautiously, and also have a suitable research strategy to guide the 

selection and analysis of the case studies. One should not choose the cases after what is 

interesting or the data available, but after research objective and strategy. (ibid) As described 

above, I chose the specific cases because they are suitable for my research object. Thirdly, 

one needs to use a theoretical framework to give explanation to the phenomenon (ibid). This 

thesis has chosen enmifciation theory as the theoretical framework, and this theory is used in 

the analysis to study the cases and give explanations.  

The qualitative comparative method and the risks with the method have now been defined, 

identified and explained. The following part will deal with the procedure and implementation 

of the method. The first phase is to design the case study research, and this phase consists of 

five tasks. First one has to specify the problem and the research objective. This can be seen in 

my introduction where I define the problem formulation and the purpose of the study, where I 

explain why I chose to study this subject and describe my own contribution to the field. There 

are six different types of research objectives that are based on the theory. The one used in this 

thesis is called disciplined configurative case studies, as the research object is to use an 

already established theory, enmification, to explain the cases, and not to use the case studies 
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to build a new theory in the subsequent studies. Disciplines configurative case studies can also 

incorporate some purposes of heuristic case studies in the way that it identifies some new 

variables, and point out that some neglected areas need to be explain by another theory. (ibid: 

74-75) Enmification theory is chosen as the main theoretical framework for this thesis, but 

there will also be some characteristics from other similar theories incorporated, for example 

identity theory.  

The second task is to develop a research strategy and specify variables. After identifying the 

research objective, one needs to find a research strategy to achieve the objective. This 

includes defining elements that is used to carry out the analysis of the cases, and in the cases 

of this study, the elements are historical issues and events. (ibid: 79) The third task is to select 

the cases. As described above the selection of cases here in this thesis is based on the research 

objective. (ibid: 83) The fourth task is to describe the variance in variables. Variance is 

important since it tells if the theory needs to refine; the findings potential causal relationships 

depend on how variance are formulated (ibid: 84) The variable in this thesis, historical issues, 

are postulate as the cause for the enmity feelings existing between China, Japan and South 

Korea, and the enmification theory is used in the analysis to prove it. The fifth and last task is 

to formulate data requirements and general questions. This is part of the structure of this 

method; the answers of the questions have to be standardized so the cases will be comparative 

(ibid: 86)  

After fulfilling the five tasks of the first phase, we move on to the second phase that deals 

with the performance of the case studies. First, one needs to gather data through academic 

literature to get familiar with the cases. Then variables need to be identified in order to 

continue with the study. Next, explanations for the results of the cases need to be developed. 

For this step, it is important to consider the context the cases are surrounded by. (ibid: 89-90) 

Importantly to keep in mind is that case explanations are provisional, and will be challenged 

by other scholars; there will always be competing explanations of the same phenomenon. One 

should also transform the descriptive explanations into analytical ones by using the theoretical 

concepts and variables to explain the phenomenon. (ibid: 91-92) This is the analysis-part of 

the thesis where the history will be explained using concepts from the enmification theory, 

such as dehumanization, stereotyping among other things.  

The third phase is to draw implications for the theory out of the findings. In theory 

development, the phase can provide new variables, causal mechanism and interactions effect 
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of the phenomenon. There are three levels of implications on theory development. They can 

establish, strengthen or weaken historical explanations depending on if the theory can give a 

causal mechanism as an explanation of the cases.  Then the case studies can be generalized to 

either belong to the group that can be explained by the theory or to the other one that cannot 

be explained by the theory. There is another generalization where the findings of one case can 

be generalized to another group of dissimilar cases. These generalizations in this phase need 

to be performed extremely carefully since there will be a risk for overgeneralization. In this 

thesis, there is a conclusion at the end where all the findings are presented and where the 

cases are argued for strengthen the theory. 

3.2. Material  

The empirical materials are mainly official documents, press release, academic literature and 

secondary written sources. The official documents I use are statements and reports about 

relations and the disputed islands that are released on the official government websites in 

English, mainly in the respective countries’ Ministry of Foreign Affairs website. I also look at 

the joint study report on an FTA among China, Japan and Korea to see the importance of the 

FTA. Then I look at the press release to follow the news about the disputes, FTA negotiations 

and also the regional economic cooperation, how they have developed over time. As news can 

be biased depending on what who has written them, I carefully pick out the newspaper article 

that are being used in this thesis by consider the authors and news publisher. I am also critical 

against them and use a big variety of news to support the historical facts in order to be as least 

biased as possible. The academic literatures are mainly used in the theoretical and method part, 

but I also look at previous researches about the similar topic and mention them in the analysis 

as I discuss the conclusions and findings drawn by other researchers. The secondary written 

sources are mainly used in background information where I explain the history of the 

relationships over years and behind the disputes.  

First I look at the official documents and press release and introduce the current relationship 

between the countries today, where I bring up the on-going trilateral FTA negotiation, and the 

situation of the territorial disputes, Diaoyu/Senkaku and Dokdo/Takeshima islands. 

Afterwards, I use academic literatures to present the theory and method. I have chosen to 

focus on Robert Rieber’s work Psychology of War and Peace: the image of the enemy and 

Alan C. Tidwell’s work Conflict Resolved? A Critical Assessment of Conflict Resolution in 



Halmstad University 
Enmification of China, Japan and South Korea 

20 

 

the theory part since Rieber coined the concept of enmification, and Tidwell have developed 

the theory even further with the four stages of the enmification process.  

The analysis is divided into three parts; the first one deals with the enemy-making through 

history and first I use the secondary written sources to give a description of the history, and 

then I refer back to the theory and use the theoretical concepts to provide an analytic 

explanation of the case studies. The second and third part of the analysis deal with the 

territorial disputes and the trilateral cooperation. Here, newspaper articles are used to explain 

how they have developed, and I refer once again back to the theory to explain how the enemy 

images have affected the disputes and cooperation by using the theoretical concepts. In the 

third part when I am discussing the trilateral cooperation between China, Japan and South 

Korea, the official documents are used once again. In the end I have a conclusion where I 

present my findings and discuss about potential solutions to the deep-rooted conflicts between 

these three countries. Further researches are also proposed in the conclusion.  
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4. Analysis: History’s role in the current relationship between China, 

Japan and South Korea 

History has played a big role in forming the identities of China, Japan and ROK, and the 

enemy images they have shaped of each others. Even though the big role of the history, what 

really drives the mind of the people is the memory of the history. Collective enmification 

often goes beyond the individuals’ own experiences, and there is a need for a driving force in 

the emergence of shared emotions in a group for the process of the collective enmification 

(Rieber & Kelly 1991: 7). This is where the memory comes in. South Koreans and Chinese 

people that have not experienced the Japanese colonial occupation and the century of 

humiliation are reminded of these events through mass media, educational textbooks among 

other things. In this way memories overcome history as the main force of the enmification 

process. On the other hand, it is important to keep in mind that these memories are not made 

up to manipulate people, they are based on the history and are strongly emotional (Suzuki 

2007: 27)  

4.1. Sino-Japanese relationship 

4.1.1. First stage: threat 

At the end of the Qing Dynasty, there was instability in China, which later led to the Opium 

War in 1839, and made the country even more instable. The Western countries were blamed 

for this, and were considered as the enemies of China. The Treaty of Nanjing that ended the 

War granted Hong Kong to Britain, and opened up five mainland ports for trade. The 

following treaties further intrude China’s sovereignty. These “unequal treaties”, as China 

called them, later led to a second war with the Western countries as China refuse to comply 

with them. (Murphey 2009: 328-9) This was indeed a threat to China’s core identity, 

regarding China’s ancient cultural pride.  

The history created China’s self-image as victim. The Opium War led the country into the 

century of humiliation, thus it has strengthened its self-identity towards the others. Japan is an 

important ‘other’ (Suzuki 2007: 17). Because when the Japanese joined the Western powers 

as an imperialist country and attacked China in 1894, it was like being stabbed in the back of 

a little brother. Japan had always been like a member of the family that had adopted many of 

the Chinese arts of civilization for centuries. (Murphey 2009: 348) Thus, Japan’s defeat 

shattered the Chinese pride, and they felt humiliated once again and this time by a family 

member. This is believed to be the reason why China specially targeted Japan as the enemy. 
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The Westerners have always been seen as the “Others”, being defeated by them did hurt but 

not as much as being defeated by Japan that have earlier been regarded as a little brother.  

From the Japanese side, the Western imperialism was considered as a threat. When the 

Western powers came to Japan for open up their trading ports with “unequal treaties” (just 

like in China), Japan was still under Tokugawa domination. At first, Japan welcomed the 

Westerners since it is less reluctant to learn from foreigners, however after awhile it got 

irritated with the Westerners, since they caused instability in the country, and the Japanese 

expelled the foreign missionaries and traders. Then the Western powers opened up the 

Japanese ports for foreign trade with force. (ibid: 277-82) When the emperor died and the 

power was handed over to the boy emperor Meiji, a transformation of the country called the 

Meiji Restoration began. During this period from 1868 to 1969 the emperor moved the capital 

to current Tokyo, ended Japan’s feudal period and return the power to the emperor, 

strengthening the central government and developed their cities, trade and merchants. Japan 

developed and modernized rapidly. (ibid: 284)  

4.1.2. Second stage: distortion  

It is important to remember that animosities between countries do not themselves cause 

military conflict, but they can be served as justification for horrible actions, making the 

conflict more likely to turn into a military conflict. (Yang 2003: 66) As mentioned at the 

second stage of enmification, people use excuses to justify their actions.  

The Japanese imperialism is a good example of Distortion, the second stage of the 

enmification theory. In order to defense themselves from the Western imperialism and reduce 

the sense of threat, the Japanese adopted ideas and techniques from the Western countries and 

transformed into a westernized and modern country. (Murphey 2004: 334)  Later on, they also 

joined the Westerners as an imperialist power themselves, and invaded its neighbors. 

Becoming part of the imperialist power let Japan compete with the Western powers on equal 

footing. Eventually, Japanese nationalism grew and Japan started to claim superiority over its 

neighbors.   

During the Japanese imperialism, Japan took the two Koreas, the island of Taiwan (Formosa) 

and areas of Manchuria that was under Russian control before (ibid: 335). China refused to 

transform and adopt Western ideas and technologies like Japan did, as big parts of the 

Chinese identity was placed in the culture while Japan’s sense of identity rested more on the 

Japanese as a people, thus they were more open to foreign cultures. (Murphey 2009: 334)  
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In China, the fall of Qing Dynasty in 1911 led to chaos and warlordism. The country was 

hopelessly divided and Sun Yat-sen, the founder of Guomintang (or Nationalist party) tried to 

unify it, but failed. (Murphey 2009: 351-2) Later when he died, Chiang Kai-shek took over as 

the head of the party, and he steadily formed a united military and political campaign with the 

help of Mao Zedong and other communists. They defeated many warlords in 1926 and 1927, 

and the new Chinese nationalism increased. However Chiang lost much support as he try to 

dominate using repressive tactics and trying to wipe out his communist allies. The communist 

party, now led by Mao, planned guerilla warfare and based his support on the peasants. As 

China started to unify under Chiang, the Japanese was worried over their dominance in China 

and East Asia, and attacked the country in 1937. (Murphey 2009: 382)  

The Japanese people justify their actions by stating that the actions were self-defense and 

were to defend the whole Asian continent against Western imperialist powers, leading to an 

attribution error, since Japan did not see its own wrong-doings when it was doing the same 

thing as the Western powers. However, what the Western powers did was attacking the Asian 

continent, while the Japanese was defending it, with the same actions. These accusations are 

based on prejudiced and are therefore biased; they consider the Westerners barbarians.  

In the Japanese atrocities in China, the Japanese people did not treat the Chinese people as 

human beings. Looking back at the theory, people at war tend to dehumanize the others in 

order to defend their own actions; as humans do not kill other humans, but if the others were 

non-humans it was easier to commit the atrocities.  

The rape of Nanjing was an incident that followed the Japanese attack in Nanjing in 1937, the 

former capital of Chiang. Japan wanted to increase its influence of China and started to invade 

Shanghai before it turned to Nanjing. Chiang and his troops had already left the city, which 

made it easy for the Japanese to occupy it. During this period between 250 000 and 300 000 

people were killed, among them were many women and children. This incident is considered 

to be “one of the great atrocities of modern times”, where many people were murdered and 

raped. According to some Japanese papers, there were competitions to kill as many Chinese 

people as possible among junior officers. A journalist of New York Times who was in 

Nanjing during this time, reported that he saw masses of bodies around him and before he 

departed he witnessed Japanese soldiers executed 200 men during 10 minutes. A Japanese 

soldier Azuma Shiro came forward after World War II to recount the story of him and his 

comrades stabbing a woman and two children in her arms – “like potatoes in a skewer”. The 
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Japanese first denied that this incident happened and accused it for being Chinese fabrications. 

Now, they admit that deaths and rapes did happened, but on a much smaller scale, and they 

justify their actions by stating that this was common in wars. (BBC 2005, 11 April) During 

the period of 1932-1945, it is believed that up to 200 000 women were being raped and forced 

to be sex-slaves for the Japanese soldier. Although the majority of these women were Koreans, 

many Chinese women were also victims. (The Independent 2008)  

Unit 731 is another good example showing that the Chinese people were not treated as 

humans. The Chinese prisoners were taken to an undercover medical experimentation unit 

where the Japanese performed experiments on them in the name of science. In this unit, 

between 3000 and 12 000 men, women and children were killed between the years 1936 and 

1942. This unit was set up by a physician and army officer Shiro Ishii as a biological warfare 

unit during the Japanese imperialism, and the aim was to develop biological weapons for the 

Japanese army that was going to invade Southeast China, towards Beijing. The size of the unit 

has been compared with Nazis’ death camp of Auschwitz-Birkenau. The number of deaths in 

Unit 731 is significantly lower, but the atrocities performed in this unit were physically much 

worse. Examples of experiments performed in this unit include: hanging the prisoners upside 

down in order to find out how long it would take for them to choke, exposing the prisoners to 

phosgene gas in order to see how their lungs react to that, and defrosting prisoners in order to 

examine the rotting on the flesh. Other horrible cruelty the Japanese did in this unit were 

removing some organs and amputating arms and legs, dissecting the prisoners while they are 

still alive, and stitching back amputated limbs but on wrong sides of the body. These are only 

some of the atrocities taken place in Unit 731. In order to justify their actions, the Japanese 

did not have names for the prisoners, but called all of them “maruta” or “logs”, meaning 

“inert matter” which is what the Japanese considered the Chinese people as. Not only were 

prisoners affected, but the experimentation unit caused clothing and food in the neighborhood, 

which led to around 400 000 deaths over the years. (Hudson 2007) 

This way of making up names for their victims, clearly shows that the Japanese people did not 

considered the Chinese people as humans. In this way the Japanese blinded themselves and 

made it easier for themselves to perform the horrible acts to the Chinese people. As a 

justification they also claim that they did this as an order from above, and they could not do 

anything but comply.  
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4.1.3. Third stage: rigidification  

At the third stage of enmification, people distinguish between “us” and “them”. During the 

period 1972-1982 (Funai 2009: 33), it was relatively peaceful between China and Japan, but 

the conflict was still remembered by the people. Both Chinese and Japanese people have now 

drawn a line between them, and consider one another as the “others”. These “others” have 

attributions that are associated with them, and only incidents that reinforced these stereotypes 

of one another are noticed, as we select what we see. After the atrocities, the Chinese people 

consider the Japanese as aggressors, criminals and rapists that do not want to acknowledge 

their wrong-doings (Yang 2003: 66).  

The incident of the Japanese textbook in reinforced their stereotype of Japanese being 

unrepentant. Japan’s colonial and wartime past has not been covered enough in the historical 

textbooks for education. The controversy over the textbooks started in 1982 when they for 

example changed the word “aggression/invasion” into “advancement” describing Japan’s 

invasion in Northeast China in the 1930s, and has ever since been brought up occasionally 

(Schneider 2008: 108-9). Other issues in the textbooks that have enraged the Chinese is that 

the Japanese have mainly depicted themselves as victims (of the Americans) instead of an 

aggressor (ibid), and they described the Rape of Nanjing as “nothing like a holocaust” (BBC 

2001, 3 April). A BBC reporter born in Japan recalls about her history book from the time she 

was 14 years old. Out of the 357 pages in the book, only 19 pages were about the year from 

1931-1945; one page on events that led to Japanese invasion in 1937, and one line about the 

Rape of Nanjing. She did not get a full picture of Japan’s history until she studied abroad in 

Australia. (Oi 2013, 14 March) 

This can be the reason why the Japanese people get annoyed over hearing China and South 

Korea constantly complaint about the history, and also why they refuse to apologize; they 

have not been taught about their own atrocities enough and do not know how much it affected 

the Chinese and Korean people. The Japanese people hid their own crimes, making their self-

images look better and instead accuse Chinese and Koreans for making up stories in order to 

get concessions. Because the Japanese feel uneasy about what they did to the Chinese and 

Koreans, they feel better by turning the internal tensions outward onto other people.  

The fact that Japan has not officially apologized for the atrocities reinforces the feeling the 

Chinese people have about Japan does not truly regret what it did to China (Yang 2003: 66). 

There are many assumptions about why Japan has not officially apologized. Some state that 
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Japan has already apologized enough as several politicians have made some apology 

statements, the Japanese people also feel that China always brings up the history in order to 

get more compensation from them, many Japanese people also claim that the atrocities were 

caused by the government at that time and that they are not responsible for the actions taken 

by the military government. (Vogel, 2003) The Japanese consider the Chinese people as 

aggressor, greedy and irrational. Every time the Chinese government brings up the historical 

issues, the Japanese think that they want to claim concessions, and this belief becomes 

reinforced every time, making the Japanese people more reluctant to apologize.  

One could also explain this phenomenon by looking back at step 1 and 2 of the enmification 

theory. Japan considers the demands of apology as threat for their national identity. First, 

there is an uneasiness to face their controversial deeds towards its neighbors in the history. 

Second, they feel that the Chinese people intrude their sovereign identity as they ask for 

concessions all the time. As a reaction to this threat, Japan refuses to apologize which is next 

step of the enmification process. The Japanese people have even made irrational statements 

on the atrocities as responses to China’s demand of apology. An example is a statement made 

by Osaka Mayor Toru Hashimoto in May this year, where he justifies the “Comfort Women” 

was necessary by stating that the Japanese soldiers risked their lives for their country and 

needed a chance “to rest” (BBC 2013, 14 May 2013) 

Indeed there are arguments showing that China has rationally used the history as a card to 

manipulate the citizens and use it against Japan strategically. However, if China really did use 

it as a card, the Japanese politicians are the ones providing the cards (Yang 2003: 70), as they 

are repeatedly making enraging acts or statements. Moreover, the political leaders do also 

have feelings and are also influence of the collective memories in their growth (Suzuki 2007: 

27). Thus, it makes more sense to explain the Chinese reaction towards the Japanese actions 

as selective perspective rather than a strategy for economic interests. The Chinese stereotypes 

that tells them that Japan does not regret the atrocities are being reinforced over and over 

again. The Japanese refusal to apologize can also be explained by the selective perspective as 

they believe that the Chinese are always demanding an apology for concessions.  

The Japanese stereotypes of the Chinese people do influence their view they have on China. 

As China’s economy has grown significantly in last decades there are people fearing for the 

“China Threat” (Yang 2003: 72).  Because of China’s rapid economic growth, military 

development and rising nationalism, its neighbors fear that China would coerce them. 
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However, recently the neighbors has shifted from viewing China as a threat to viewing China 

as an opportunity as China has reassured them by various means that it will not threaten their 

interests and instead provide economic cooperation that will benefit them. Japan on the other 

hand does not followed this trend, but instead continues being skeptic to China’s rising power 

(Saunders 2008: 130-1) at the same time as it differentiates itself from China by strengthen its 

own image as a democratic and peaceful state.  

4.1.4. Fourth stage: collusion  

At the final stage of enmification, all parts of the Sino-Japanese conflict are now be deeply 

embedded in the individuals and become a part of their identity. The “memories” of the 

conflict that are shared by the whole population, or group, is called collective memories. 

Enemy images are possible to pass from one generation to another through collective 

memories in forms of national myths, memories, values, symbols, traditions and culture. 

Oppenheimer also mentions that when a child grows up, it is significantly influenced by the 

context it is surrounded by.  

The Chinese national anthem has its root in the war when Japan invaded China in 1930s, as it 

honors people who fought against the Japanese in Northeast China (Chinese Government 

2012). The song was adapted as the national anthem in 1982 (ibid), implying that the 

animosity towards the Japanese is still strong even after 50 years, and it is still strong today. 

In the lyrics they mention: “Selflessly braving the enemy's gunfire, march on!”(ibid), which 

tell us their image of the Japanese people. The national anthem is played every morning 

before the schools start, thus every children listen to this song almost every day during their 

growth, letting them already at a very young age identify the Japanese as enemies.  

The Japanese and Chinese people see each others as a mirror-imagining, as both countries 

think of each others as not trust-worthy. Latest poll survey carried out by Genron NPO in 

2012 shows that 84.3 % of the Japanese people have an unfavorable view of China. This 

percentage has never been as high. Among the Chinese people on the other hand, 64.5% have 

an unfavorable view of Japan (Genron NPO 2012).  

According to the other social-psychological theory described in theory part of this thesis, 

ontological security theory, the identities China and Japan are now sustained by the conflict 

and by each others. Trying to solve the historical issue would pose uncertainty to their 

identities and interrupt their cognitive order in the environment. China’s self-identity as a 

victim and Japan’s self-identity as a democratic and peaceful state will go through an 
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uncertain change, which will definitely affect the international environment. China’s self-

identity plays a crucial role in the foundation of the modern state (Suzuki 2007), thus 

removing the victimhood from the self-identity would influence its foreign policy and its 

relationship with the “others”. Japan’s democratic and peaceful self-image could be 

threatened by an attempt to solve the historical issue, because of the constant remarks of 

Japan as an aggressor. With this said, one can conclude that the uncertainty of the unknown 

keeps China and Japan in their conflict.  

4.2. Japanese-South Korean relationship  

4.2.1. First stage: threat  

As described in the earlier section, the Japanese felt a threat to their core identity from the 

Western imperialist powers, which made them an imperialist power in order to defend 

themselves and compete with the Western powers on equal footing, which also gave rise to 

Japanese nationalism. (Funai 2009: 19)  

In Korea on the other hand, they felt the threat coming from the Japanese as they invaded the 

country and made it an outright colony in 1910 (Murphey 2004: 335-6). The first humiliation 

in history was when the Japanese Daimyo Toyotomi Hideyoshi invaded South Korea in the 

sixteenth century, but the real cause behind the hostility between the two countries today is 

the 36 years of Japanese occupation where the Koreans were badly treated. This is the first 

stage of the enmification. During the period Korea was a colony of Japan from 1910 to 1945, 

the Japanese exploited their rich natural resources of coal, iron core, and timber. The Japanese 

occupation policy tried to assimilate the Koreans and did not let them use their own language 

in public and forced them to adopt Japanese names (ibid), and forced them to worship the 

Shinto religion. Many Koreans were also drafted into the Japanese military to fight for the 

Japanese, and many Koreans were forced into labor conscription programs, which made 20% 

of the rural population move to the northern Korea where the unskilled mining and factory 

occupations were. (Cha 2003: 40)  This was indeed a threat to the Korean identity. The 

Japanese intruded their core identity as Japanese removed parts of their identity; language, 

names and religion.    

4.2.2. Second stage: distortion  

Japan’s response to the threat from the Western imperialism was to become an imperialist 

power itself, and start to colonize its neighbors. It ceded the islands of Taiwan, Manchuria and 

Korea during the imperialism. In1910 it annexed Korea, and the Korans suffered from the 
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Japanese occupation policies until 1945. Japan justified their action by stating that they helped 

Korea to develop the education system, they offered Korea an efficient government 

bureaucracy and they helped them to modernize agriculture and infrastructure. Even if they 

did it in a brutal way, they defended their actions stating that it was necessary. This way of 

turning their bad actions into good actions by focusing on the positive image of themselves 

rather than the negative sides can be explain by selective perception; one choose oneself what 

to see. As mentioned before, as Japanese excuse their own action and condemn the very same 

action performed by the Western powers is an evidence of attribution error.  

On the other side, at the same time as South Korea condemn Japan for treating the Korean 

residents in Japan unfairly, South Korea discriminated Japanese residents in South Korea after 

the incident of the textbooks in 1982 (Cha 2003: 43). Because of the textbook, South Korea 

felt that they had the right to discriminate the Japanese because they did wrong first. This is 

attribution error, as South Koreans excuse themselves when they are actually doing the same 

thing as the Japanese. 

The Comfort women between years 1932-1945 described earlier in the Sino-Japanese section 

do also include Korean women. They was raped and forced to be sex-slaves for the Japanese 

soldiers during the wars. Among the 200 000 subjected women, the majority was from Korea 

and most of them were under the age of 20, some even 12 years old, and they  have become 

infertile because of the enslavement. (The Independent 2008, 24 April) The victims of 

Comfort women were not considered being worth as much as the soldiers, and were therefore 

only a tool to comfort the soldiers when they needed to rest.  

Another Japanese atrocity on Koreans was the Kanto Earthquake in 1923, where thousands of 

Koreans living in Japan were killed by Japanese citizens and soldiers because they were 

blamed for the natural disaster. The earthquake took place in the Kanto region (including 

among other cities Tokyo, Kanagawa, Saitama, and Chiba) on September 1 in 1923, and it 

caused fire over the whole region burning down many buildings and led to between 100 000 

and 140 000 deaths. The day after on September 2, rumors about that the fires were caused by 

Koreans started to spread, and the Japanese people turned to armed vigilantes. The army and 

the police did not do anything about this, but watched and even participated. Only in Tokyo 

and Kanagawa, 6000 Koreans were killed during these couple of days. It was not until 

September 5, that the vigilantes came under control, and the police department was supposed 

to protect the Koreans. However, the so-called protection was to transport them to the 



Halmstad University 
Enmification of China, Japan and South Korea 

30 

 

Narashino camp all tied up by wires organized in a line. The army was supposed to escort 

them to the camp, but on their way there the Koreans got brutally murdered. (Ryang 2003: 

732-6) During these couple of days, the Koreans were not seen as human, but scapegoats for 

the natural disaster. The Japanese needed someone to blame in order to reduce the threat they 

felt inside, and the Koreans became the victims.  

4.2.3. Third stage: rigidification  

Mass media is reinforcing the popular stereotypes of one another (Cha 2003: 41) It has led to 

the so-called Han-Il ûng’ôri, which means Korean-Japan tangle, implying that there is lack of 

mutual understanding between these two and that it interrupt the interaction between them.  

These stereotypes are so embedded that even small remarks or statements about the colonial 

past can invoke memories and animosity. In 1953, senior Japanese official stated that the 

Japanese occupation policy brought many social and economic benefits to Korea; this 

statement was heavily condemned and was interrupting the normalization negotiations for 

over four years. (Cha 2003: 43) For the Koreans, this statement elicited strong emotions, since 

it reinforced their stereotypes of Japanese as unrepentant for their actions. Even some 

incidents made by Japanese politicians, not meaning to enrage its neighbors, can be strongly 

elicit strong responses.  A more recent incident is the South Korean foreign minister’s 

cancelled visit to Japan after two Japanese ministers visited the Yasukuni Shrine, more 

explained below.  

Another incident strengthen their stereotypes of Japanese being a non-apologists is the 

Japanese textbook controversy described above, where the Japanese portray the annexation of 

Korea as essential for the security of Japan, they also state that Japan’s imperialism was to 

prepare its neighbors for independence, and they do not mention anything about the Comfort 

women (BBC 2001, 3April).  

Some of the women that suffered during the Comfort women incident are still alive today, and 

they are still waiting for an apology from the Japanese government. Some Japanese politicians 

have indeed apologized for the incident; however it is not seen as enough. (Hancocks 2012) 

The reason why these women do not accept the apologies from these politicians can be 

because as long as it is not an official apology by the government they do not feel that the 

apologies are sincere. The Koreans have always had stereotypes of Japanese as unrepentant, 

and these apologies made by these Japanese politicians are seen as half-heartened, reinforcing 

the stereotype that the Japanese does not regret its actions during its imperial period. Instead 



Halmstad University 
Enmification of China, Japan and South Korea 

31 

 

appreciating the apologies by the certain politicians, they are instead accusing them for not 

being sincere.   

Japan is also often blamed for being a partial reason for the division of the two Koreas (Cha 

2003: 41). The conflict between the two peninsulas have bothered them since the beginning of 

Cold War, and have post serious threats to not only both sides but also to the world. South 

Korea put the blame on Japan that the two Koreas became divided after the World War II. In 

this way, South Korea removes the internal frustration over the unsolved conflict with North 

Korea by turning it outward and put the blame on Japan.  

As mentioned, selective perception can be evident as South Korea blames Japan for not 

showing moral repentance for what they did in the past and that they want to keep South 

Korea in a submissive role under Japan every time a diplomatic or trade negotiation fails. On 

the other hand, Japan condemns South Korea for being overly emotional and claims that they 

are using the colonial legacy to force indulgence. (Cha 2003: 44) These are the stereotype 

images they have of each other, and the failed negotiations reinforce their stereotypes as they 

strongly believe that it is the other part’s fault.    

4.2.4. Fourth stage: collusion  

At the fourth stage of enmification, the animosity has become a part of the individuals’ 

identity. The same as in Sino-Japanese relations, the enmity feelings do also pass from one 

generation to another through collective memories. In both Japan and South Korea, students at 

secondary school are taught family folklore, chauvinist histories of the history (Cha 2003: 41).  

The Japanese-South Korean conflict has been such big part of their identity that South 

Korea’s two main holidays on March 1 and August 15 remind them of Korea’s struggle for 

independence from Japanese colonial rule, and South Koreans also have a word for the psyche 

of “unredeem resentment for past injuries”, han (Cha 2003: 41). All these things are 

constantly reminding the South Koreans about how bad the Japanese people treated them. 

The Japanese people are instead more focused on the present, rather than the history.  As 

mentioned, the cause can be because they do not learn the history enough to understand why 

the Koreans still bring up the historical issues all the time and demand an apology from them. 

Every time the Koreans are reminding them of the history, they are therefore avoiding their 

past even more instead of apologizing and showing their regret for the past, reinforcing the 

negative stereotypes they have of each other, as described in the third stage. This further leads 
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to a mirror-imaging relationship between the two. The first joint Japan-Korea public opinion 

poll conducted by the Genron NPO and East Asia Institute in 2013, shows that 37.3% of the 

Japanese people have an unfavorable impression of South Korea, while 76.6% of the South 

Korean have an unfavorable view of Japan (Genron NPO and East Asia Institute 2013).  

The same as with the Sino-Japanese relationship, the ontological security theory suggests that 

Japan and South Korea remain in the conflict due to the uncertainty and prefer to impose a 

cognitive order in the international environment. As mentioned the conflict is now part of the 

individuals’ identity, at the same time as the identities are also sustained by the conflict. The 

self-images of South Korea and Japan would be contested at an attempt to solve the conflict, 

threatening their cognitive order. Thus, this theory suggests that in order to avoid uncertainty, 

Japan and South Korea remain in the conflict-relation with one another.  

4.3. Impact on political conflicts: territorial disputes 

These historical events mentioned above have lead to political conflicts between China, Japan 

and South Korea. Even though there is economic cooperation in the region, these political 

tensions hamper even further cooperation. Examples of political conflicts that have post 

problems for economic cooperation in the later years are the territorial disputes over 

Diaoyu/Senkaku islands and Dokdo/Takeshima islands. All the claims of authority to the 

islands refer back to the history. China and South Korea are especially highlighting the fact 

that Japan gained the islands through violence, and should therefore return them.  

Both China and Japan claim sovereignty over Diaoyu/Senkaku islands, which are today under 

Japan’s control. The main argument of both countries for sovereignty refers back to the 

history issues they share. At the same time as Japan denies China’s claim for sovereignty, 

China contests Japan’s control over the islands. According to the Chinese:  

“Diaoyu Dao and its affiliated islands are an inseparable part of the Chinese territory. 

Diaoyu Dao is China's inherent territory in all historical, geographical and legal terms, 

and China enjoys indisputable sovereignty over Diaoyu Dao… China is firmly opposed to 

Japan's violation of China's sovereignty over Diaoyu Dao in whatever form and has taken 

resolute measures to curb any such act. China's position on the issue of Diaoyu Dao is 

clear-cut and consistent. China's will to defend national sovereignty and territorial 

integrity is firm and its resolve to uphold the outcomes of the World Anti-Fascist War 

will not be shaken by any force.” (Information Office of the State Council of the People’s 

Republic of China 2012a) 
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In this text we can clearly see how China highlights national sovereignty and that it “firmly 

opposed to Japan’s violation of China’s sovereignty” over Diaoyu/Senkaku islands. China 

still remembers its victimhood from the Western and Japanese invasions and the century of 

humiliation. According to the Chinese, the islands were, together with the islands of Taiwan 

and other islands, illegally occupied by Japan during the first Sino-Japanese War 1984-1895, 

after China was forced to sign the unequal Treaty of Shimonoseki (Information Office of the 

State Council of the People’s Republic of China 2012b).  Japan on the other hand claims:  

“There is no doubt that the Senkaku Islands are clearly an inherent part of the territory of 

Japan, in light of historical facts and based upon international law. Indeed, the Senkaku 

Islands are under the valid control of Japan. There exists no issue of territorial 

sovereignty to be resolved concerning the Senkaku Islands.” (Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

of Japan 2013a: 1)  

Japan denies that there is a territorial dispute to dissolve as Diaoyu/Senkaku islands were 

already incorporated into its territory before China signed the Treaty of Shimonoseki, and 

thus China’s claim for sovereignty is unfounded. (ibid: 11) Japan also reinforces the image of 

“China threat” and the view of China as greedy by stating that China never claimed 

sovereignty over the islands before 1971 after Economic Commission for Asia and the Far 

East (ECAFE) identified potential oil reserves in the East China Sea. (ibid: 7)   

The dispute over Diaoyu/Senkaku islands is therefore a conflict about dignity that roots back 

in the Japanese invasions and atrocities of China. Losing Diaoyu/Senkaku islands was one of 

the humiliations China went through, thus regaining the sovereignty over the islands is to get 

redeemed for all the injustices the Chinese had to go through. Meanwhile, Japan wants to 

eradicate its image as an aggressor by denying the illegal occupation of Diaoyu/Senkaku 

islands, and differentiate itself from China by reinforcing the “China Treat”. The enmification 

has influenced the dispute as the historical conflict has now become part of their identity, and 

both countries refer back to the history issue claiming for the sovereignty.  

The Dokdo/Takeshima islands are on the other side claimed by Japan and South Korea. The 

conflict over Dokdo/Takeshima islands also roots long back in the history. Although both 

sides claim that the group of islands has been an integral part of their territory since ancient 

times, the center of the conflict lies in time of the Japanese imperialism. The islands are today 

under South Korean control, which is contested by the Japanese (BBC 2012, 10 August). This 

is South Korea’s statement of position of the disputed islands:  
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“Dokdo, the easternmost island in East Sea, is an integral part of Korean territory 

historically, geographically, and under international law. No territorial dispute exists 

regarding Dokdo, and Dokdo is not a matter to be dealt with through diplomatic 

negotiations or judicial settlement. The Government of the Republic of Korea exercises 

Korea’s irrefutable territorial sovereignty over Dokdo. The Government will deal firmly 

and resolutely with any provocation and will continue to defend Korea’s sovereignty over 

the island.” (Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade, Republic of Korea 2012: 4) 

From this, one can see that South Korea is firmly claiming sovereignty over the islands stating 

that the islands are “not a matter to deal with”, implying their solid resistance of letting go of 

the islands. South Korea argue that when Japan tried to assimilate the islands in 1905 through 

Shimane Prefecture Public Notice No. 40, it was at the same instance as when they violently 

occupied South Korea and the islands should therefore be returned to South Korea (Ministry 

of Foreign Affairs and Trade South Korea 2012: 10).   

Japan uses the San Francisco Peace Treaty as argument for its sovereignty over the islands, 

stating that this treaty did not include Dokdo/Takeshima as one of the territories Japan had to 

renounce, and that the U.S. rejected South Korea’s request about adding the islands on the list 

of the renounced territories, thus South Korea’s occupation of the islands is illegal, and has 

“no basis in the international law.” (Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan 2008: 10) The 

Japanese statement of position is clear:  

“In the light of historical facts and based upon international law, it is apparent that 

Takeshima is an inherent part of the territory of Japan. The occupation of Takeshima by 

the Republic of Korea is an illegal occupation undertaken on absolutely no basis in 

international law. Any measures taken with regard to Takeshima by the Republic of 

Korea based on such an illegal occupation have no legal justification.” (Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs of Japan 2013b)  

Instead, South Korea turns to the Cairo Declaration where it state that “Japan will also be 

expelled from all other territories which she has taken by violence and greed”. According to 

South Korea, Dokdo/Takeshima was occupied through violence; strengthen the fact that 

Dokdo/Takeshima should have been returned to South Korea after World War II. (Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs and Trade South Korea 2012: 10) 

This dispute is one of the historical problems between Japan and South Korea, which is also 

supported by the fact that the islands practically useless (Kim 2012). As shown in the first part 
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of the analysis, the enemy images are constructed in history, and these images have indeed 

affected this territorial dispute like other political issues. For South Korea, the sovereignty 

over the islands symbolizes the international recognition of Japan’s atrocities towards 

Koreans. As mentioned, South Korea refers to the Cairo Declaration as argument for the 

sovereignty. Taking away their sovereignty over the islands, would be to disregard the fact 

that Japan occupied the islands by violence and greed during the Japanese imperialism and 

ignore the Koreans’ suffering during that period. For Japan on the other hand, regaining the 

sovereignty over the islands would rectify their image as aggressor and therefore justify their 

atrocities during their imperial past.  

4.4. Impact on the economic cooperation  

As mentioned before, there is a trilateral FTA being considered among China, Japan and 

South Korea. It is still under negotiations, but if it get concluded, not only do it benefit the 

regional economic integration largely but it do also bring a large amount of benefit to the rest 

of the world since these three countries account for 20% of the world’s GDP, and would make 

up the world’s third largest regional market.  

The enemy images of one another have indeed affected the trilateral cooperation between 

China, Japan and South Korea. As they have developed these images and associated them 

with negative attribution and stereotypes of one another, they cannot trust each other. For 

example, every time Japan proposes any cooperation, China and South Korea will always be 

suspicious and believe that it is a trick. Even though the increased economic cooperation 

between the three countries, they only see the negative aspect of the relationships since it 

reinforce their negative stereotypes of each others.  

As described in the theory part, there are two paradoxical principles of enmification implying 

that at the same time as we want to approach the enemy, we are avoiding it. It perfectly 

describes the relationship between China, Japan and South Korea: as the three parties are 

trying to approach each other through economic cooperation at the same time as they stay 

away from each others in the political field.  

This can for example be evident in the recent event in April this year when the two Japanese 

ministers visited Yusukuni Shrine. Yusukuni Shrine is a Shinto Shrine built under Emperor 

Meiji in 1869, where about 2.5 million Japanese men, women and children that died for their 

country are dedicated. These people are not only remembered in the shrine, but also 
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worshipped (BBC 2012, 18 October).  Among these Japanese people are those that fought for 

Japan during imperialism, making the event controversial. Japanese Prime Minister himself 

did not visit the shrine but he made a ritual offering, and these actions are seen as a reminder 

of Japan’s military past. South Korea’s foreign minister Yun Byung-se cancelled a planned 

visit because of the event. (BBC 2013, 22 April) The South Korean government released a 

statement for the incident where it condemned the event as an event “which glorifies Japan’s 

wars of aggression that caused huge losses and pain to the peoples of neighboring countries 

and enshrines its war criminals.” (Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade Republic of Korea 

2013, 22 April) 

The same can be seen in China. Foreign Ministry Spokesperson Hua Chunying stated in a 

press conference in April 2013:  

“China's position on developing its relations with Japan is very clear. We are ready to 

develop China-Japan strategic relationship of mutual benefit on the basis of the 

principles of the four political documents between the two countries. Meanwhile, we 

urge Japan to face up to and deeply respent on the history and correctly deal with 

historical issues to create necessary conditions for the improvement and development 

of bilateral relations.” (Hua Chunying, 2013, 23 April)  

This is not the first time the trilateral cooperation has been interrupted by the historical 

problems. In 2005, the former Japanese Prime Minister Junichiro Koizumi visited the 

Yasukuni Shrine, resulting in a cancellation of 2005 trilateral meeting, and the leaders did not 

meet again until 2007. (Yeo 2012: 2) By this we can clearly see the two principles of 

approach and avoid. They clearly want to approach each other in the economic field; however 

the historical problems are still remain deep down under the surface of the improved 

economic cooperation, constantly interrupting more sustainable cooperation.  

The first round of the trilateral FTA negotiations started in March 2013, and further meetings 

have been planned to be hold in China in June or July, and later in Japan. The first round of 

meeting was successful where the three parties created a foundation for continued growth of 

beneficial cooperation. (Garikipati 2013) To conclude an FTA with a larger trading partner, 

normally it takes around three years at least, however this trilateral FTA would need more 

time (Agence France-Presse 2013, 28 March). Not only because of the importance and size of 

the country, or because it is a three-way negotiations, but mainly because of historical issues 
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and the recent intensified territorial disputes and other historical problems, causing people to 

doubt whether the three countries will be able to conclude the trilateral FTA or not.  

From the previous part about the territorial disputes, one can see that China, Japan and South 

Korea are all three very firm in the position of the disputed islands and will not change their 

position, not even for improving the trilateral cooperation. One can see this in Japanese 

Foreign Minister Fumio Kishida’s statement in the press conference in March 2013 (Ministry 

of Foreign Affairs of Japan 2013, 19 March) 

“We will never concede our basic position on the Senkaku Islands. Our basic position 

would not be changed. However, I do believe that pursuing a mutually beneficial 

relationship based on common strategic interests from a broad perspective while ensuring 

that individual issues do not affect our overall relationship is a position that we must 

continue to value. I am determined to make every effort to have communications with this 

attitude.” 

Economic cooperation between China, Japan and South Korea is possible, as all three parties 

have their incentive and interests for the trilateral cooperation. Participating in the trilateral 

cooperation let China develop its relationship with Japan and South Korea without the U.S. 

involvement and in this way decrease the U.S. power and influence in the Asian region. Japan 

has less incentive compared to China and South Korea as it prefers to include the U.S. 

participation, but the trilateral cooperation allows Japan to boost its economy and improve its 

relationship with its neighbors. For South Korea, participating in the trilateral cooperation let 

it interact with China and Japan on an equal footing, improving its regional and international 

position. Furthermore, headquarter of the cooperation is in Seoul as South Korea is hosting 

the Trilateral Cooperation Secretariat. (Yeo 2012: 4) 

Although the many benefits the trilateral economic cooperation beings, the unsolved historical 

problems will still remain deep down in the hearts of the people, and they are flowing up 

constantly interrupting the cooperation. Thus, the historical problems make the cooperation 

very fragile. In order to strengthen the cooperation and make it sustainable, the historical 

issues need to be solved.   
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5. Conclusion 

After reading the analysis, one can tell that the relationship between China, Japan and South 

Korea is complicated.  Going back to the main research question of the thesis: How does 

enmification through history explain the current relationship between China, Japan and 

South Korea? One can see that history has played a major roll on how they view one another 

today, and in this way impact the current relationship. The enmification between China, Japan 

and South Korea started during the Japanese imperialism, where Japanese atrocities caused its 

neighbors to suffer.  

To answer the first sub-question: a) How have the enemy images been constructed in the 

bilateral relations(Sino-Japanese relations and Japanese South Korean relations)? The four 

steps of the enmification process, threat, distortion, rigidification and collusion, and different 

theoretical concepts such as stereotyping, selective perception, mirror-imaging of the enemy, 

dehumanization, biased attribution, attribution error and the psychological explanation of the 

need of the enemy, have been applied in the history. All four steps and the different 

theoretical concepts are found and clearly demonstrate how the animosity emerged and 

persisted until today. From the cases of Sino-Japanese relations and Japanese-South Korean 

relations, the third and the fourth stages, the rigidifcation and the collusion, are the problems 

impeding their current relationship. The first and second stages, the threat and the distortion, 

are incidents that have already happened, while the rigidification and collusion stages are built 

on the two first stages, worsening the situation. While rigidification is easier to tackle, 

collusion requires more effort to change. Once the enmification process has come to the last 

stage, all parts of the conflict have become parts of not only the individuals’, but also the 

collective identity.  

Humans are naturally dividing events with the help of stereotypes, and by selective perception 

we are selecting events we choose to pay attention to, events that strengthen our stereotypes. 

As seen, the stereotypes China, Japan and South Korea have of each other have been 

strengthened through the years by enraging incidents and statements made by politicians. 

People have chosen to select these incidents and statements to concentrate on, instead of 

looking at the positive side of the relationship, for example the economic cooperation and the 

small improvements of the relationship. In order to enhance the relationship between the three 

they need to avoid making sensitive statements, and in that way alleviate the selective 

perspective made by the people. 
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Therefore, it is not a solution to force Japan to apologize to its neighbors. An apology might 

not improve the relationship but give the opposite effect as apologies for its imperial past 

could elicit offensive statements of Japanese conservative and nationalist politicians that do 

not think Japan did anything wrong in the past. As mentioned before, selective perspective 

mechanism in humans will often only pick up the negative attribution that reinforce their 

stereotypes and ignore the positive ones; thus apologies which elicit upsetting statements will 

worsen the relationship as the apology will be overshadowed by the statements. 

To alleviate the stereotypes of each other, it is important that the new generation in all three 

countries know about what happened between their ancestors in the history, so they can share 

mutual understanding of each other. Without knowing why there is bitterness between the 

countries, it is difficult for the people to understand each other and there can easily lead to 

misunderstandings instead. As seen in the survey polls, high percentages of the people have 

unfavorable impressions of the other countries, and this need to be improved in order to 

enhance the relationship between the countries.  

Indeed the relationship between China, Japan and South Korea has improved in the latest 

years, and they have even launched talks for a potential trilateral FTA. However, as long as 

the three countries do not solve the historical issues between them, their relationships with 

one another will not get fully recovered, which will create problems for them in future 

cooperation. Examples of problems that have floated up to the surface are the two disputed 

islands that are examined in the analysis, and dealt by the second sub-question: b) How have 

the enmification affected the territorial disputed in Northeast Asia? As shown, the incentives 

for the sovereignty over the islands do all root back to the history, to the enmification process. 

For both China and South Korea, the sovereignty let them gain international recognition for 

their victimhood. Although the cases are not exactly the same, as China also wants to regain 

its powerful position in the region by removing the unequal treaties and other inequalities it 

went through during the century of humiliation. Japan on the other hand wants to rectify all 

the accusations of it being an aggressor by claiming that its sovereignty over the islands are 

not based on illegal occupation. When Japan felt a threat from the Western countries, it 

transformed into an imperialist power and occupied and invaded its neighbors. These 

distortion-actions have led to today’s historical problems, and are now parts of the countries’ 

identity after the four stages of enmification. Their claims for sovereignty and actions to gain 



Halmstad University 
Enmification of China, Japan and South Korea 

40 

 

sovereignty are therefore deeply influenced by their animosity that emerged during the 

enmification process.  

Today China, Japan and South Korea are avoiding one another at the political level at the 

same time as they are approaching each other on the economic one. Looking at the third and 

last sub-question: c) How has the trilateral cooperation between the parties been affected? 

The trilateral cooperation between the three is only around “soft” issues, and every time they 

want to develop the cooperation further to other levels, it always get interrupted by the 

political issues. These political issues are often related to the history, such as the visits to the 

Yasukuni Shrine as showed in the analysis. Every time, Japan visit the Shrine or do anything 

that reminds them about the Japanese atrocities, the cooperation interrupts as meetings get 

cancelled, among other things. The animosity between the bilateral relations does therefore 

have a great impact on not only the bilateral cooperation, but also the trilateral cooperation.  

This thesis has mainly focused on how the bilateral relations have impacted the trilateral 

cooperation and not the other way around, even though there are arguments for the latter trend. 

As mentioned, the reason is because this thesis argues that in order to set up a sustainable 

trilateral cooperation that can deal with other issues than only the “soft ones”, the bilateral 

relations first need to improve. Trilateral cooperation does indeed improve the relationship 

slightly between the three; however the relationship and cooperation are both very fragile and 

get easily interrupted by political issues and sensitive statements or actions made by 

politicians from the respective countries. As seen, both the bilateral and trilateral cooperation 

between China, Japan and South Korea have been interrupted several times.  

Within this field, factors for improvement of the relationships need to be further researched. 

One of the interesting factors that have played a big role in the Japanese-South Korean 

relations is the Korean Wave of Korean pop music; to examine what influence it has on the 

relations, and whether it can actual improve the relations. For further factors, one can  look at 

the percentage of people that did not have an unfavorable impression of the other countries, 

and see what factors lies behind their relative good impressions. Furthermore, one can study 

to what extent the trilateral cooperation improves the bilateral relations. It would be 

interesting to see whether the potential trilateral FTA gets concluded and to see how it can 

affect the relations between China, Japan and South Korea.   



Halmstad University 
Enmification of China, Japan and South Korea 

41 

 

6. References  
Agence France-Presse, 2013, China, Japan, S. Korea conclude first round trade talks, Global 

Post, [online] 28 March. Available at: 

<http://www.globalpost.com/dispatch/news/afp/130328/china-japan-s-korea-conclude-first-

round-trade-talks> [Accessed 26 May 2013] 

BBC, 2001, Japan textbook angers neighbours, BBC News, [online] 3 April. Available at: 

<http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/asia-pacific/1257835.stm> [Accessed 21 May 2013] 

BBC, 2005, Scarred by History: The Rape of Nanjing, BBC News, [online] 11 April. 

Available at: <http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/223038.stm> [Accessed 20 May 2013] 

BBC, 2012, Profile: Dokdo/Takeshima islands, BBC News, [online], 10 August. Available at: 

<http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-19207086> [Accessed 7 May 2013]  

BBC, 2012, Japan’s Yasuki Shrine, BBC News, [online] 18 October. Available at: 

<http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-19987251> [Accessed 14 May 2013] 

BBC, 2013, South Korea minister shelves Japan visit over Yasukuni, BBC News, [online] 22 

April. Available at: <http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-22243925> [Accessed 14 May] 

BBC, 2013, Q&A China-Japan islands row, BBC News, [online] 29 April. Available at: 

<http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-pacific-11341139> [Accessed 14 May 2013] 

BBC, 2013, What Japanese history lessons leave out, BBC News, [online] 14 March. 

Available at: <http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/magazine-21226068> [Accessed 21 May 2013] 

BBC, 2013, Japan WWII ‘comfort women’ were ‘necessary’ – Hashimoto, BBC News [online] 

14 May. Available at: < http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-22519384> [Accessed 19 

May 2013]  

Cha, V.D., 2003, Hypotheses on History and Hate in Asia: Japan and the Korean Peninsula, in 

Y. Funabashi, Reconciliation in the Asia-Pacific, Washington DC: United States Institute of 

Peace Press, Ch. 2   

Chinese Government, 2012, National Anthem, [online] Available at: 

<http://english.gov.cn/2005-08/16/content_23523.htm> [Accessed 19 May 2013] 

http://www.globalpost.com/dispatch/news/afp/130328/china-japan-s-korea-conclude-first-round-trade-talks
http://www.globalpost.com/dispatch/news/afp/130328/china-japan-s-korea-conclude-first-round-trade-talks
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/asia-pacific/1257835.stm
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/223038.stm
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-19207086
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-19987251
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-22243925
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-pacific-11341139
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/magazine-21226068
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-22519384
http://english.gov.cn/2005-08/16/content_23523.htm


Halmstad University 
Enmification of China, Japan and South Korea 

42 

 

Garikipati, R., China, Japan and South Korea Seek Regional Economic Bloc, Economic & 

Political Weekly, Vol. XLVIII, No. 20 

Genron NPO, 2012, Half of Chinese foresee military dispute with Japan, Genron NPO 

opinion poll shows, [online] Available at: <http://www.genron-

npo.net/english/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=43:japanchinapoll8&catid

=1:advocacy&Itemid=3> [Accessed 25 May 2013] 

Genron NPO and East Asia Institute, 2013, The 1st Japan-South Korea joint opinion poll, 

[online] Available at: <http://www.genron-

npo.net/english/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=50:the-1st-japan-south-

korea-common-opinion-poll-&catid=2:research&Itemid=4> [Accessed 25 May 2013] 

George, A.L., Bennett, A., 2004, Case Studies and Theory Development in the Social Science, 

Cambridge: Belfer Center for Science and International Affairs  

Giddens, A., Modernity and Self-Identity, New York: Polity Press 

Go, F., 2009, My Neighbor, My Enemy: Understanding the Protracted Conflict between 

China and Japan, Master. Georgetown University  

Gustafsson, K., Narratives and Bilateral Relations: Rethinking the “History Issues” in Sino-

Japanese Relations, Doctorate, Stockholm University 

Hancocks, P., Time running out for Korean ‘comfort women’, CNN, [online] 7 March. 

Available at: <http://edition.cnn.com/2012/03/06/world/asia/korean-comfort-women> 

[Accessed 20 May 2013]  

Heo, S., 2008, Reconciliation Hereditary Enemy States: Franco-German and South Korean-

Japanese Relations in Comparative Perspective, The Journal of International Policy Solution, 

Vol. 8 

Hopkin, J., 2002, The Comparative Method. In: D. Marsh and G. Stoker, ed. 2010. Theory 

and Methods in Political Science, New York: Palgrave Macmillan. Ch. 14 

Hudson, C., 2007, Doctors of Depravity, Mail Online, [online] 2 March. Available at: 

<http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-439776/Doctors-Depravity.html> [Accessed 20 

May 2013] 

http://www.genron-npo.net/english/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=43:japanchinapoll8&catid=1:advocacy&Itemid=3
http://www.genron-npo.net/english/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=43:japanchinapoll8&catid=1:advocacy&Itemid=3
http://www.genron-npo.net/english/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=43:japanchinapoll8&catid=1:advocacy&Itemid=3
http://www.genron-npo.net/english/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=50:the-1st-japan-south-korea-common-opinion-poll-&catid=2:research&Itemid=4
http://www.genron-npo.net/english/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=50:the-1st-japan-south-korea-common-opinion-poll-&catid=2:research&Itemid=4
http://www.genron-npo.net/english/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=50:the-1st-japan-south-korea-common-opinion-poll-&catid=2:research&Itemid=4
http://edition.cnn.com/2012/03/06/world/asia/korean-comfort-women
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-439776/Doctors-Depravity.html


Halmstad University 
Enmification of China, Japan and South Korea 

43 

 

Information Office of the State Council of the People’s Republic of China, 2012a, Forward, in: 

Diaoyu Dao, an Inherent Territory of China, [online] Available at: 

<http://www.china.org.cn/government/whitepaper/2012-09/25/content_26628166.htm> 

[Accessed 3 May 2013]  

Information Office of the State Council of the People’s Republic of China, 2012b, IV. Japan’s 

Claim of Sovereignty over Diaoyu Dao is Totally Unfounded, in: Diaoyu Dao, an Inherent 

Territory of China, [online] Available at: 

<http://www.china.org.cn/government/whitepaper/2012-09/25/content_26628132.htm> 

[Accessed 24 May 2013]  

Keen, S., 1988, Faces- Reflections of the Hostile Imagination of the Enemy, San Francisco: 

Harper 

Kim, M., A War of Memories: Dissecting the Dokdo/Takeshima Dispute, Global Asia, Vol. 7, 

No. 3, Available at: <http://www.globalasia.org/V7N3_Fall_2012/Mikyoung_Kim.html> 

[Accessed 23 April] 

Koo, M.G., 2005, Liberal Peace and Scramble for the Rocks: The Dokdo/Takeshima, 

Senkaku/Diaoyu, and Paracel and Spratly Islands Diputes, paper presented at the 101
st
 

Annual Meeting of the American Political Science Association, Washington D.C., September 

2. 2005  

Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of China, 2013, Foreign Ministry 

Spokesperson Hua Chunying’s Regular Press Conference on April 22, 2013, [press release] 

23 April. Available at: <http://www.fmprc.gov.cn/eng/xwfw/s2510/2511/t1034428.shtml> 

[Accessed 15 May 2013]  

Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade Republic of Korea, 2012, Dokdo, Korea’s Beautiful 

Island, [online] Available at: <http://dokdo.mofat.go.kr/upload/english.pdf> [Accessed 2 May 

2013]  

Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade Republic of Korea, 2013, MOFA Spokesperson’s 

Commentary on Japanese Prime Minister’s Offering and Japanese Officials’ Visit to the 

Yasukuni Shrine, [press release] 22 April. Available at: 

<http://www.mofa.go.kr/webmodule/htsboard/template/read/engreadboard.jsp?typeID=12&b

http://www.china.org.cn/government/whitepaper/2012-09/25/content_26628166.htm
http://www.china.org.cn/government/whitepaper/2012-09/25/content_26628132.htm
http://www.globalasia.org/V7N3_Fall_2012/Mikyoung_Kim.html
http://www.fmprc.gov.cn/eng/xwfw/s2510/2511/t1034428.shtml
http://dokdo.mofat.go.kr/upload/english.pdf
http://www.mofa.go.kr/webmodule/htsboard/template/read/engreadboard.jsp?typeID=12&boardid=302&seqno=312156&c=TITLE&t=&pagenum=4&tableName=TYPE_ENGLISH&pc=&dc=&wc=&lu=&vu=&iu=&du=


Halmstad University 
Enmification of China, Japan and South Korea 

44 

 

oardid=302&seqno=312156&c=TITLE&t=&pagenum=4&tableName=TYPE_ENGLISH&pc

=&dc=&wc=&lu=&vu=&iu=&du=> [Accessed 14 May 2013]  

Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan, 2006, Historical Issues Q&A, [online] Available at: 

<http://www.mofa.go.jp/policy/q_a/faq16.html> [Accessed 26 May 2013] 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan, 2013b, The Issue of Takshime, [online] Available at: 

<http://www.mofa.go.jp/region/asia-paci/takeshima/index.html> [Accessed 3 May 2013] 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan, 2008, 10 Issues of Takeshima, [online] Available at: 

<http://www.mofa.go.jp/region/asia-paci/takeshima/pamphlet_e.pdf> [Accessed 21 May 2013] 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan, 2013a, The Senkaku Island, [online] Available at: 

<http://www.mofa.go.jp/region/asia-paci/senkaku/pdfs/senkaku_en.pdf> [Accessed 3 May 

2013]  

Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan, 2013, Press Conference by Minister for Foreign Affairs 

Fumio Kishida, [online] Available at: 

<http://www.mofa.go.jp/press/kaiken/kaiken26e_000004.html> [Accessed 25 May 2013] 

Mitzen, J., 2006, Ontological Security in World Politics: State Identity and the Security 

Dilemma, European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 13, No. 3, pp. 341-370 

Murphey, R., 2009, A History of Asia, 6
th

 ed. New Jersey: Pearson Education 

Oppenheimer, L., 2006, The Development of Enemy Images: A Theoretical Contribution, 

Peace and Conflict: Journal of Peace Psychology, Vol. 12, No. 3, pp. 269-292 

Oskamp, S., 1965, Attitudes towards U.S. and Russian Actions: a Double Standard, 

Psychological Reports, Vol. 16, pp. 43-46 

Pieczara, K., 2012, Explaining Surprises in Asian Regionalism: The Japan.Korea-China 

Trilateral Cooperation, GR:EEN Work Paper, No. 24 

Rieber, R., Kelly, R., 1991, Substance and Shadow, in: R. W. Rieber, The Psychology of War 

and Peace: The Image of the Enemy, New York: Plenum Press, Ch. 1 

Rizzotto, L., Vadagnini, M., 2011, China, Japan and South Korea FTA: Mirage or Possibility, 

Equilibria, 20 December [online] Available at: 

http://www.mofa.go.jp/policy/q_a/faq16.html
http://www.mofa.go.jp/region/asia-paci/takeshima/index.html
http://www.mofa.go.jp/region/asia-paci/takeshima/pamphlet_e.pdf
http://www.mofa.go.jp/region/asia-paci/senkaku/pdfs/senkaku_en.pdf
http://www.mofa.go.jp/press/kaiken/kaiken26e_000004.html


Halmstad University 
Enmification of China, Japan and South Korea 

45 

 

<http://www.equilibri.net/nuovo/articolo/china-japan-and-south-korea-fta-mirage-or-

possibility> [Accessed 13 May 2013] 

Ryang, S., The Great Kanto Earthquake and the Massacre of Koreans in 1923: Notes on 

Japan’s Modern National Sovereignty, Anthropological Quarterly, Vol. 76, No. 4, pp. 731-

748 

Saunders, P.C, 2008, China’s role in Asia. In: D. Shambaugh and M. Yahuda, ed. 2008. 

International Relations of Asia, Lanham: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers 

Schneider, C., 2008, The Japanese History Textbook Controversy in East Asian Perspective, 

The ANNALS of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, Vol. 617, No. 1, pp. 

107-122 

Smith, A.D., Nationalism and Modernism, London: Routledge 

Suzuki, S., The Importance of ‘Othering’ in China’s National Identity: Sino-Japanese 

Relationship as a Stage of Identity Conflicts, The Pacific Review, Vol. 20, No. 1, pp. 23-47 

Taiwan Documents Project, Treaty of Peace with Japan, 1951, Charter II, Article 2, [online] 

Available at:< http://www.taiwandocuments.org/sanfrancisco01.htm> [Accessed 7 May 2013] 

The Independent, 2008, Korea’s ‘comfort women’: The slaves’ revolt, The Independent 

[online] 24 April. Available at: <http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/asia/koreas-

comfort-women-the-slaves-revolt-814763.html> [Accessed 20 May 2013]  

Tidwell, A.C., 1998, Conflict Resolved? A Critical Assessment of Conflict Resolution, London: 

Pinter  

Vogel, E., 2003, Foreword, in: Y. Funabashi, Reconciliation in the Asia-Pacific, Washington 

DC: United States Institute of Peace Press 

Vromen, A., 2010. Debating Methods: Rediscovering Qualitative Approaches. In: D. Marsh 

and G. Stoker, ed. 2010. Theory and Methods in Political Science. New York: Palgrave 

Macmillan. Ch. 12 

Yang, D., 2003, Reconciliation between Japan and China: Problems and Prospects, in Y. 

Funabashi, Reconciliation in the Asia-Pacific, Washington DC: United States Institute of 

Peace Press, Ch. 3 

http://www.equilibri.net/nuovo/articolo/china-japan-and-south-korea-fta-mirage-or-possibility
http://www.equilibri.net/nuovo/articolo/china-japan-and-south-korea-fta-mirage-or-possibility
http://www.taiwandocuments.org/sanfrancisco01.htm
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/asia/koreas-comfort-women-the-slaves-revolt-814763.html
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/asia/koreas-comfort-women-the-slaves-revolt-814763.html


Halmstad University 
Enmification of China, Japan and South Korea 

46 

 

Yeo, A., China, Japan, South Korea Trilateral Cooperation: Implications for Northeast Asian 

Politics and Order, Issue Briefing, No. MASI 2012-07 



HALMSTAD UNIVERSITY •  PO Box 823 • SE-301 18 Halmstad, Sweden • www.hh.se 


