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ideology of peace. The 23rd of June 1945 is generally regarded as 
the date when the Battle of Okinawa ended, and around the 23rd 

of June each year, primary and secondary school students in Okinawa go 
through what is called “Heiwa Gakushit Shaikan” or Peace Education Week. 
There is some variation in length and content among schools. ‘Teachers can 
give lectures on the importance of peace by using written and visual materi- 
als on the Battle of Okinawa and invite guest speakers, elders who actually 
experienced the Battle. Although more than a half century has passed since 

the Battle, conscious efforts to retain the memory of the Battle are highly 
visible. Cities publish oral histories of the Battle, collect direct accounts of 

the Battle through interviewing city residents, and relay the message of peace 

(Okinawashi Kikakubu Heiwa Bunka Shinkdka 1998). Artists produce films of 

elderly speaking of their wartime experience in their native tongue (Nakasone 

2003). Moreover, activists in the current anti-U.S. military base struggles 

place as one of the foundations of their struggle the significance of peace. For 

them, the existence and further construction of military bases is viewed as 

the antithesis to their vision of a peaceful Okinawa (Okinawa Taimusu 1998; 

Nago Shimin Tohyé Hokoku Sha Hokoku Iinkai 1999). And, it is the Battle 

of Okinawa from which the ideology of peace springs. 

() kinawa is one of very few Japanese prefectures which emphasize the 

While the experience of an historical event is a necessary condition, 

it is not sufficient to create memory since experience does not necessarily 

determine the way a certain historical phenomenon is remembered. First, 

memory is fluid. It changes over time. Second, memory is constructed; it is 

an ongoing process (Olick and Robbins 1998:133—4). However, even if it is a 

social construct, memory cannot simply be created in a vacuum. Instead, the 

construction of social memory is historically formed by the temporal and the 

site-specific socio-political context in which the agent is present. This view of 
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the relationship between present context and memory necessarily involves an 
historical analysis of the nature of the socio-political context (and changes 
within it) that impacts the way a certain phenomenon will be remembered, 

and moreover, how such memory has changed. In other words, in the process 

of remembering, the “past is produced in the present” (Olick and Robbins 

1998:128). Recent theoretical arguments on the collective efforts of the con- 

struction of memory (Giddens 1994; Koselleck 1985; McDonald 1996; Olick 
and Robbins 1998; Yoneyama 1999) have stressed the importance of agency 
in the process of the creation of memory and the confluence of history and 
memory. Memory is a result of the agents’ efforts to make sense out of the 
present condition. 

If memory isa social creation, then what was the process of remembering 
that led to the current ideology of peace? That is, what were the postwar struc- 

tural conditions of Okinawa in which the memory of the Battle of Okinawa 
was constructed? How exactly did the memory of the Battle change within 
those dramatically shifting contexts? In this paper, I argue that were it not for 
the postwar U.S. military administrative control over Okinawa, the resulting 
economic, political, and culturally oppressive conditions, and the continu- 
ing postwar concentration of the military bases, all with the consent of the 
national government of Japan, and the economic and social hardships faced 

by the Okinawan people caused by the existence of the bases, the memory of 
the Battle would not be as powerful as it is today. 

What, then, was the process of memory of the Battle of Okinawa that 

led to the current ideology of peace? If Okinawa had been, in the final form 
of political policy, treated equally to mainland Japan, the memory of the 
Battle would not have held such critical nature as it does now. In other words, 

critique of the past is critique of the present. In this paper, I have examined 

the conscious efforts of the people of Okinawa to understand the present 
which in turn has meant to understand the past. This has resulted in a distinct 
form of remembering the Battle of Okinawa. Moreover, the postwar history 
of Okinawa showed drastic change from 1945 to 1972 and, along with such 
change, the content of the memory of the Battle changed. I have depicted 

such changes in this paper. 

One of the major components of the postwar history of Okinawa has 
been the administrative control over Okinawa by the United States that 
began de facto in June 1945 and de jure in 1952, continuing until May 1972 
when the administrative rights over Okinawa reverted to Japan. The issue of 


