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> After becoming subjects of the Japanese Empire in 1895,

Taiwanese going to Southeast Asia were facing a rather
unique situation. On the one hand, these Taiwanese were
themselves colonized people who moved across the boundary
of the Japanese Empire; and on the other hand, these
Taiwanese moved into the boundary of several European
Empires and faced other colonial authorities and other
colonized subjects. This experience of “crossing empires”
took place in the context of imperial
competition/cooperation among the Japanese and European
Empires, and its context distinguished the Taiwanese going
abroad from other overseas Taiwanese experiences within the
Japanese Empire (Japan, Korea, Manchuria) and in mainland
China. This project will focus on the Japanese colonial
period and delineate the history of “overseas Taiwanese”
in the British and Dutch colonies in Asia, namely Hong
Kong, Singapore, Malaya, Borneo, and the Dutch East Indies
(the present-day Indonesia). The “expansion of empires”
and the “war between empires” serve as two major contexts
in which the history of “overseas Taiwanese” will be
analyzed. This project will first look into the knowledge
(and “imagination” ) of Southeast Asia produced and made
avallable to the Taiwanese during this period through
analyzing the dual structure of traditional Chinese
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conception of Nanyang ( “South Sea” ) and the modern
Japanese conception of nanshin ( “going to the south” ).
Then 1t will utilize materials from Singapore, Hong Kong,
and beyond to delineate Taiwanese activities crossing the
Japanese and British/Dutch Empire, before, during, and
after the Second World War.

Japanese colonial period, overseas Taiwanese, empires,
colonies in Asia
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Left behind “When Empire Comes Home”:
Internment and Repatriation of the Taiwanese in postwar Asia-Pacific

Shi-chi Mike LAN
Assistant Professor, Department of History, National Chengchi University, Taiwan

1) Introduction

When Japan entered the Second World War, it was more than a “wartime empire”; it
was also a “colonial empire” that took its colonies—and the colonized people—into the
war. As a result, the war—and subsequently the end of the war—affected the people of
Japan as much as people under Japan’s colonial rule, such as the Taiwanese and Koreans.

As the War ended in 1945, an estimate 3.2 million Japanese civilians and 3.7
million soldiers were outside of the Japanese home islands. In recent years, scholars
have devoted significant efforts in studying the condition and repatriation of overseas
Japanese subjects after the end of WWIIL. However, little attention has been paid to
overseas colonial subjects of the Japanese empire—mainly the Taiwanese and Korean—
who went overseas before 1945 but were stripped of their Japanese “status” at the end of
the war. These former colonial subjects were treated differently from Japanese citizens
in the postwar repatriation as their identity—or rather legitimacy as “citizens”—were
put into question, debated, and re-defined among the Allied nations, Japan, and the
postwar sovereign states to which they eventually belonged to. This paper aims to study
the postwar internment and repatriation of overseas Taiwanese, who lost their Japanese
status after August 15, 1945 but were not officially given any citizenship until the
Republic of China (ROC) government made policy statement in January 1946. Due to
the scope of this paper and availability of materials, this paper will focus on those
Taiwanese in Hong Kong and Australia at the end of the war.

Internment, Repatriation, and the Postwar Japanese Empire

When the Second World War ended in Asia in August 1945, the victorious Allied
countries and the defeated Japan began the long process of postwar settlement. Among
the many issues to be dealt with was the issue of “repatriation”. The issue of “repatriation”
was particularly significant, as Lori Watt points out, as “[R]epatriates were defined in the
crucible of imperialism, colonialism, and decolonization”.! In terms of its scale, the
“repatriation” of subjects of the former Japanese Empire was the one issue that dealt with
the largest number of people. By the end of the war, 3.2 million Japanese civilians and
3.7 million soldiers were outside of the Japanese home islands. An estimated 2 million
Koreans and 35,000 Taiwanese were in Japan.” It is important to add that before they
were sent back to Japan, many of these repatriates were put into internment by the Allied
authorities. Therefore, the issue of “repatriation” was closely connected to the issue of

! Lori Watt, When Empire Comes Home: Repatriation and Reintegration in Postwar Japan (Cambridge,
MA and London: Harvard University Press, 2009), p.14
2 Lori Watt, When Empire Comes Home: Repatriation and Reintegration in Postwar Japan, p.2.



“Internment”.

In postwar Japan, the issue of “repatriation” also received a great deal of attention.
When those Japanese civilians were repatriated from abroad, they were forced to leave all
of their possessions behind, “[W]ith the exception of 1,000 yen per person and the
baggage they could carry”. And as soon as they returned to Japan, the “repatriates joined
together to lobby the government to compensate them for their materials losses™ (p.173).2
In 1957, the Japanese government implemented the “Repatriate benefits allowance law”
(Hikiagesha kyzfukin to shikyi 4o). It provided a one-time payment of ‘benefit’, with the
highest amount equal to an urban family’s monthly expenditures, to people who met the
definition of a repatriate as defined by the law”. Specifically, the law of 1957 provided a
legal definition of a repatriate: “people repatriated to Japan after August 15, 1945, who
maintained their fundamental livelihood overseas (gaichi) continuously for more than six
months previous to that date, who had no choice except to repatriate because of the
conditions produced by the end of the war, the orders of foreign authorities, and the loss
of means to earn a livelihood”.*

And in 1967, the government offered a more comprehensive compensation package,
which was administered by the Prime Minister’s Office. More importantly, the new
package was cast in “language that acknowledged the hardship repatriates faced at the
end of the war” and re-defined returnees as deserving “some official recognition for his
service and his losses”.” The second round of compensation, as James Orr points out,
allowed the repatriates’ experiences to be constructed as “heroic victimhood” and

“incorporated into the national heritage”.’

Further efforts were made in commemorating the repatriates as war victims and their
suffering. Japan’s Prime Minister’s Office joined efforts by various civil groups “in
commemorating repatriates, or more specifically, their hardship (kuro), with the
establishment in 1988 of the Heiwa kinen jigyo tokubetsu kikin (Public Foundation for
Peace and Consolation). The generously funded foundation is devoted to recognizing
three groups: repatriates, Siberian detainees, and veterans who had not served long
enough to qualify for a military pension.” In 2000, with the opening of the Heiwa kinen
tenji shiryokan (Commemorative Peace Museum), a museum dedicated to commemorate
the experiences of the three aforementioned groups,® (experiences of) the repatriates were
firmly established as part of Japan’s wartime suffering. These efforts show that postwar
Japan, both its government and society, considered and looked after the repatriates as war
victims.

While most scholarly discussion of civilian victims in Asia from the Second

® Lori Watt, When Empire Comes Home: Repatriation and Reintegration in Postwar Japan, p.173

* Lori Watt, When Empire Comes Home: Repatriation and Reintegration in Postwar Japan, pp.173-174,
177

> Lori Watt, When Empire Comes Home: Repatriation and Reintegration in Postwar Japan, pp.14, 174.

® James J. Orr, The Victim as Hero: Ideologies of Peace and National Identity in Postwar Japan (Honolulu:
University of Hawaii Press, 2001), pp.141, 168.

" Lori Watt, When Empire Comes Home: Repatriation and Reintegration in Postwar Japan, pp.182-183

& Lori Watt, When Empire Comes Home: Repatriation and Reintegration in Postwar Japan, p.183



World War have focused on the Allied civilians who were interned under the Japanese
military occupation,® it is important to note that the Japanese civilians interned by the
Allied countries underwent similar experiences and no less suffering during and after the
war. Some of the better-known cases of Japanese internment and repatriation are the
internment of Japanese- American from 1942 to 1945:1 the internment of Japanese in
Australia between 1942 and 1945—and a “prison-break” in Cowra in 1944;™ and
Japanese children left behind during repatriation from Manchuria and subsequently
adopted by Chinese parents. What is hardly mentioned in the discussion of Japanese
internment and repatriation are the colonial subjects, namely the Taiwanese and the
Koreans, who were living abroad during and after the war.

Overseas Taiwanese

Scholars have found that when the war ended in August 1945, an estimated 50,000 to
60,000 Taiwanese remained overseas, most in China and Southeast Asia;** many—if not
most—of these overseas Taiwanese were put into internment by the Allied authorities
before being repatriated back to Taiwan between 1945 and 1948. These Taiwanese—
most of them civilians—went overseas during the Japanese colonial period, and thereby
were regarded both by the Japanese Empire and the authorities in the host societies as
“Japanese subjects”. And after the war, as Japanese civilians were put into internment,
these overseas Taiwanese were also put into internment. It should be pointed out that,
since Japan ceased its control of Taiwan at the end of the war, these overseas Taiwanese
were—Ilegally—no longer “Japanese subjects”. Nevertheless, the overseas Taiwanese
continued to be regarded as “Japanese subjects” in the immediate postwar period by the

° See Bernice Archer, The Internment of Western Civilians under the Japanese, 1941-45, A Patchwork of
Internment (London : RoutledgeCurzon, 2004) ; Kevin Blackburn and Karl Hack, eds., Forgotten
Captives in Japanese-Occupied Asia (London : Routledge, 2007) ; Frances B. Cogan, Captured - The
Japanese Internment of American Civilians in the Philippines, 1941-45 (Athens and London :
University of Georgia Press, 2000) ; Greg Leck, Captives of Empire - The Japanese Internment of
Allied Civilians in China, 1941-1945 (Bangor, PA : Shandy Press, 2006)..

10 See Brian Masaru Hayashi, Democratizing the Enemy - The Japanese American Internment (Princeton
Princeton University Press, 2004); Tetsuden Kashima, Judgment without Trial * Japanese American
Imprisonment during World War II (Seattle : University of Washington Press, 2004) ; Peter H. Irons,
Justice at war (New York : Oxford University Press, 1983) ; Bill Hosokawa, Nisei - the quiet
Americans - the Story of a People (Niwot, Colo. : University Press of Colorado, 1992) ; Gary Y.
Okihiro, Whispered silences - Japanese Americans and World War II (Seattle - University of
Washington Press, 1996) ; Mich Weglyn, Years of infamy - the Untold Story of America’s Concentration
Camps (Seattle © University of Washington Press, 1996).

1 On August 5™, 1944, a group of Japanese internees escaped from the Cowra internment camp, among

them 230 were shot by the Australian force, see Steven Bullard, Blankets on the Wire: the Cowra

Outbreak and its Aftermath (Canberra : Australian War Memorial, 2006)
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Allied authorities, and thereby were put into internment.

Existing scholarship has examined the issue of internment and repatriation of
overseas Taiwanese, and some archival materials have been made available in recent
years. "’ But because the majority of overseas Taiwanese was in China mainland and
Japan at the end of the war, most studies have placed the postwar internment and
repatriation of overseas Taiwanese in the postwar political and social context of China
and Japan. ' A handful of studies have looked into the Taiwanese situation in and
Southeast Asia, but relied mostly on archival materials from the Republic of China (ROC)
government.” This paper aims to point out that the postwar internment and repatriation
of the overseas Taiwanese should be placed and understood in the larger transnational
context of postwar repatriation that involved Japan and the Allied powers such as the
U.S., Great Britain, and Australia. From this perspective, this paper will utilize materials
from the location of internment and repatriation, specifically Hong Kong and Australia,
to delineate the Taiwanese experiences there from the wartime to the immediate postwar
period, and analyze the impact of the Japanese Empire and the war on these Taiwanese,
particularly the consequences of their postwar internment and repatriation.

Before going into details, here is a brief account of the postwar internment and
repatriation of the Taiwanese in Hong Kong and Australia. In Hong Kong, after the
British returned to set up a military administration in September 1945, more than 2,000
Taiwanese were forced into internment; they were kept in separate custody from the

BSee gt B (WpEwdEFrRLEREm (1) AR - 228 - K19 p4k)
(A4 TR 4E>2007 &) ; #32 Bk (Rt EEv R La%m Q) B - -
BERL -HAE) (L4 M4 2007#) 3Bk (REddwtEgrmEd
M@ ariFArafh) (£ WL 42008F) -

" For the situation in China, see 3¥ £ 4% » (vt /fre %7 8 (P D S A AL SR L 52
) ) (AP L ETRITACEL A 1995 8 ) [ F 2 (v KR ¥ E (P
oA AL FJ._..:;,.EéEf—s%i\_ )Y (A ¢ AT RIT ALY A 1995 & ) F W
(pipd i Tgm  and B (FR)) (A& 1P A BRI AeET 972004 #) ;3
4% > (1937 & 3 1947 & e mend A ) o <<T-}%4vai§§f§£>> » 5 18 1 (2008 &) >
T 33-84; T 4w (1937-1947 & et et gL ) o (A%5&T) #H 13(2012&) - |
1-32; ke ik » (9 FIH-EF AGF? —REA VE T ool 2 E/FIEZAT) > (LB
7)) > % 634 1(2000# 9 # ) » F 133-166 - For the situation in Japan, see = & &% > (Fis4~ B £
TP EA L A ﬁénw (£#¢F75) » 51992 (201267 ) » 151-192 F
PEME s (FRfsap DAL Z ARk I NEDPITLAnERFLY ) o (LHRF) 0 X
60# 4 (2010 # 12" ) » F 161-194

PIEEE o (RRBEMEOD R RIS iR R AE(1945-1947)) o (L AL gfE R
) 5 178 2 (2005& ) - F 393437 BE T o (RAEFE RS PE S G2 LA ik
2y 0 (AL T) X 1282 (2005# ) o F 1672085 B G 0 (N THEHBLR B2
FripArdpmed et ®amgy (1946-47) ) > (I >/ 31 %HA (Asia-Pacific
Forum) ) » # 35 (2007 %) » F 1-35; F% § » <-l§_"<%;ﬁ.'rﬁPaﬁ‘~'$]¢-$¥«wi AR RE D
2 g E A d (1945-48) ) o (A 2AEFFET) > 5198 1 (2007 F) > | 1-4; %
Zif o (RRFMEBE—REERE R o EALR) 0 (BRETAY RERFHEH E)
(£ P ®e¢ 4>2000#) > F 549-580 °



Japanese nationals, and were not released and repatriated to Taiwan (under ROC control)
till February 1946. In Australia, the internment of the Taiwanese could be dated back to
January 1942, as the Dutch authorities interned the Taiwanese (together with other
Japanese nationals) across the Dutch East Indies and then transferred all internees to
Australia. These Taiwanese, numbered around 2,000, were kept in several different
camps across Australia, and were not freed or repatriated till March 1946.

In order to fully understand the context of postwar internment and repatriation of the
Taiwanese in Hong Kong and Australia, in the following sections this paper will first
delineate the situation of the Taiwanese in the two areas before 1945; then it will examine,
explain, and compare the condition of postwar internment and repatriation of the
Taiwanese as former colonial subjects when the (Japanese) empire left them behind.

2) Taiwanese in Hong Kong
Taiwanese in Hong Kong, before the war

Records showed that many Taiwanese civilians were already living in Hong Kong long
before the Second World War. Taiwanese went to work and live in Hong Kong as early
as the 1920s. In a report by the Japanese Consulate in Hong Kong in 1930, it found that a
total of 48 Taiwanese were living in Hong Kong. The report specifically pointed out:

All the while, very few Taiwanese seikimin (people registered as Taiwanese) need
assistance from this Consulate or had committed crimes; on the contrary, those who
are businessmen, school teachers, doctors on ships with high social status,
education, and assets are the majority.*®

It showed that as early as 1930, many Taiwanese already had successful career and
business in Hong Kong. And more notably, the report added that while the Taiwanese
were subjects of the Japanese Empire, Taiwanese in Hong Kong seemed to keep
themselves away from the Japanese authorities or other Japanese:

There seems to be almost no contact between those from the mainland (of Japan)
and the Taiwanese seikimin...Taiwanese seikimin are rather passive in submitting
relevant documents to this Consulate. This naturally is resulted from the fact that
Hong Kong is a British territory, no extra-territoriality can be extended (to the
Japanese) like in the opposite shore (of China), thereby there is no need to stress
one’s Japanese nationality. At the same time, Taiwanese seikimin in Hong Kong
only need to make connection with the majority local population the Chinese in their
relevant profession and business.
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This passage clearly pointed out that unlike many Taiwanese seikimin (and Japanese
alike) who were engaged in illegal activities under the protection of extra- territoriality in
China, those Taiwanese who were able to established themselves in Hong Kong relied on
their own efforts and abilities—and notably, good relationship with the local population,
not the Japanese Empire’s power or the Japanese people. Another report by the Japanese
officials in 1932 further confirmed the above situation of the Taiwanese living in Hong
Kong."

Today, available records of the Taiwanese in Hong Kong are scarce. Fortunately,
some Taiwanese who had lived in Hong Kong throughout this period left behind their
own personal accounts; one of them is Mr. LIN, Jun-ying, who was born in 1910 in the
then Tou-fen street, Zhu-nan county, Xin-zhu state (the present-day Tou-fen township of
Miaoli county).”

After graduating from the Taipei Engineering School in 1930, Mr. Lin worked in
the machinery trading business in Taipei for 4 years. In April 1934, Mr. Lin went to
Hong Kong and started working there. He joined a business partner to set up a trading
company in March 1935, selling auto parts. Before the war broke out in 1941, Mr. Lin
lived at 21 Kennedy Road in the Wanchai/Causeway Bay area.

The first few years of Mr. Lin’s experiences in Hong Kong were very consistent
with the Japanese official descriptions of Taiwanese living in Hong Kong: 1) most
Taiwanese were businessmen; 2) Taiwanese had good social-economic status (Kennedy
Road was known as a prime residential area where many well-to-do Westerners stayed);
3) Taiwanese developed their own career and business without relying on the Japanese
official support or protection.

The outbreak of the Sino-Japanese war in July 1937 did make an impact on Mr.
Lin’s career in Hong Kong, as he temporarily suspended his business in Hong Kong and
returned to Taiwan in August. This showed that the war by the Japanese Empire brought
rather negative impact on the Taiwanese in Hong Kong. But before long, Mr. Lin
returned to Hong Kong in March 1938, took over a Japanese-owned company, and was
able to continue his business in auto parts trading there till August 1940. Mr. Lin’s
business thrived as the tension and conflict between China and Japan escalated and anti-
Japanese sentiment rose among the local Chinese population in Hong Kong after 1937.
His experiences showed that Taiwanese were able to continue business in Hong Kong,
partly because the Taiwanese had kept themselves away from the Japanese authorities
and community in Hong Kong. This dis-engagement from the Japanese contact was
critical to the Taiwanese continuing success in Hong Kong, as it allowed the Taiwanese,
who already enjoyed the language advantage as most of them were able to communicate
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in the local dialect, to establish and maintain good relationships with the local population.
This situation, first described in the aforementioned Japanese official account in 1930 and
then testified by Mr. Lin’s experiences, continued throughout the 1930s.

Mr. Lin married a Taiwanese lady in Hong Kong in February 1939. Photos taken
during this period showed that the Lins family enjoyed a rather good living in Hong
Kong. The earliest photos of Mr. Lin in Hong Kong were taken in 1935; and in every
photo taken before he got married in 1939, Mr. Lin wore suits. There were photos taken
at the Repulse Bay, a posh resort area for the wealthy in Hong Kong. After he got
married, Mr. Lin once hired a Japanese photographer to take family photos at his
Kennedy Road residence and the surrounding area; his residence was a 2-story mansion
with an arch entrance. These photos showed that Mr. Lin was able to establish himself
rather successfully in Hong Kong within a short period of a few years, and enjoyed a
standard of living on par with the wealthy Westerners there.

As analyzed in this section, Japanese official accounts and Mr. Lin’s personal
record showed that in the pre-war era (before 1941), the Japanese Empire was of little, if
any, support or assistance to the Taiwanese living and working in Hong Kong;
nevertheless, as the Taiwanese were able to rely on their local connection, the Empire
was not much of a hindrance either. However, as the following section will show, as the
war broke out in 1941 and Hong Kong soon fell to the Japanese military action, the
Japanese Empire brought tremendous impact—all negative—to the Taiwanese living in
Hong Kong.

Taiwanese in Hong Kong, during the war (1941-1945)

Japanese forces launched attack on Hong1 Kong on December 8", 1941, and the British
authorities surrendered on December 25". Till the end of the war, Hong Kong was under
Japan’s military occupation, or what was later known as “3 years and 8 months of
hardship”.” It was a period in which local population and Westerners in Hong Kong
suffered tremendously, and many lost their lives or livelihood as a result of the war and
the subsequent occupation.”

As Hong Kong fell into battles, some Taiwanese who came to Hong Kong before
the war left temporarily. But many, such as the aforementioned Mr. Lin, returned to Hong
Kong in a few months and resumed their work and business. However, during the
occupation period, the composition of Taiwanese in Hong Kong underwent a significant
change. As Japan’s war and occupation progressed, Japanese forces recruited and
dispatched a good number of Taiwanese to Hong Kong, serving in non-combat capacities
such as interpreters. And because most of these newcomers served in the Japanese forces,
Taiwanese came to be seen as playing a supporting role to the Japanese Empire, and
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some even acting on behalf of the Japanese perpetrators, in the eyes of Hong Kong’s
local population.” Consequently, as local population developed a sense of animosity, and
even hatred, against the Japan’s military action, occupation, and oppression, they also
saw the Taiwanese as a whole in a highly negative light.

This sense of animosity against the Taiwanese was found in the recollection of many
Hong Kong residents, and the close tie between the Taiwanese and Japan’s occupation
was repeatedly stressed.” In contrast to the pre-war friendly relationships between the
Taiwanese and the local population in Hong Kong, as discussed earlier, the relationships
turned sour after 1941. As the war progressed, animosity grew stronger and turned into
action against the Taiwanese—men, women, and children—soon after the war ended in
1945,

Taiwanese in Hong Kong, after the war

After Japan’s surrender, the British returned to take over Hong Kong at the end of August.
Admiral Cecil Harcourt, the Military Governor of Colony, established a British Military
Administration in Hong Kong. On August 30", he issued an order:*

“all Japanese troops and Japanese nationals were to be evacuated out of the
island of Hong Kong to Kowloon by 1600 on the next day, Saturday, 1°
September”.

The following day, newspaper reported at the very center of the front page, under the
headline of “Into Internment: Japanese Civilians Cross To Kowloon—This Morning

Scene”:”

“streams of Japanese civilians, including women and children, were converging on
Queen’s Pier (on the island of Hong Kong). By 9 a.m. several hundreds of them
were congregated with pules of luggage of all descriptions awaiting transport to

)

Kowloon”.

At this point, the British authorities in Hong Kong had decided to put all Japanese
subjects into internment. However, it is worth noting that the report then added, “Only a
few Formosans were among them (the Japanese civilians awaiting for internment)”. The
report showed that, originally the internment policy was set out to handle the Japanese
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soldiers and civilians; the Taiwanese were not targeted, and were treated separately from
the Japanese nationals. It also indicated that at the initial stage, the British authorities had
not decided how to deal with the Taiwanese in Hong Kong.

For the next few days, between the 1% and the 5" of September, the status of
Taiwanese in Hong Kong was ambivalent if not confusing. Then on September 4™,
however, the situation took a critical turn. Hong Kong’s Chief Justice Sir Atholl
MacGregor made a statement, through Chief Censor D.J. Sloss, confirmed the Formosans
as “enemy national”.”” When the statement was reported in the newspapers on the very
next day, it was provided with a rather interesting explanation that was rather long but
worth quoting in full:

“Japan has been soundly beaten in the field, but we are not yet formally at peace
with her. She has surrendered, but in law the war is not yet at an end. In due course
the Allies will formally negotiate with Japan a Treaty of Peace, and in that
document the status of Formosa will be decided and the Island will once again
become part of the Republic of China. Even then the legal status of Formosans born
in Formosa during the Japanese tenure of the Island will present difficulties, which
doubtless will be settled by the Peace Treaty. Until that day comes the Formosan is
still an enemy national”.

This statement demonstrated a few critical factors in the British handling of the
Taiwanese in Hong Kong in the immediate postwar period. First, the British authorities in
Hong Kong made a clear distinction between the Taiwanese and the Japanese, thereby the
statement was made specifically to address the Formosan issue. Secondly, however, the
rationale behind the decision to define and treat the Taiwanese as “enemy national”
continued to link the Taiwanese to the Japanese Empire’s war. Notably, this statement
pointed out the unusual if not contradictory postwar (change of) status of Taiwanese, as
the title of the report indicated: “Formosans Enemies: Legal Status Explained by Chief

99 28

Justice: Interesting Problem”.

On the very next day, the British military administration put its words into practice
as it took immediate and systematic action to treat the Taiwanese as enemy subjects and
put all of them—men, women, and children—into concentration in Hong Kong. As seen
in the newspaper, again at the very center of the front page, a report titled “Enemy
Nationals: Formosans and Koreans to Report to Police: Public Responsibility”, described
the government’s policies regarding the Taiwanese.” The British authorities in Hong
Kong issued two official announcements concerning the Formosans (together with the
Koreans); both announcements were made under the title “Police Notice: Formosans and
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Koreans” and signed by J.P. Pennefather-Evans on 5t September 1945.

One of the announcements was addressed to the Formosans (and Koreans),
demanding their compliance with the government’s internment policy:

“All Formosans and Koreans including women and children on Hong Kong Island
will report at the Japanese Primary School, Kennedy Road, between noon and 3 p.m.
September 7™, 1945, taking with them any arms or ammunition in their possession
and will deposit these with the officer in charge there. They will also take with them
hand baggage, personal effects, Japanese ration cards and sufficient food for 24
hours. Before vacating their houses they will arrange for a responsible person to
take charge of their property and premise”. ”

The instruction given to the Taiwanese was rather critical: the Police made the
announcement on September 5™, and the deadline to report was set at 3 p.m. September
7™ which gave the Taiwanese residing in Hong Kong only 2 days to make all necessary
arrangement, such as to “arrange for a responsible person to take charge of their property
and premise”. The fact that the announcement was not reported in the newspapers till the
morning of September 6 meant that, many Taiwanese might learn about the internment
instruction only one day before the reporting deadline.

Following the compulsory reporting of the Taiwanese on September 7, the paper
continued to report on the handling of the Taiwanese as well as public hostility against
the Taiwanese. Under the title of “Public Animosity: Formosans and Koreans
Concentrated in Kowloon: Weeding Out”,” the paper reported about the “dispatch of
Koreans and Formosans to Kowloon by ferry” in the afternoon of September 7™
As stated in the Police Notice issued on September 5", the reporting time was between 12
noon and 3 p.m on September 7. The newspaper report on September 8 indicated that
those Taiwanese who had reported “on time” to the British authorities in Hong Kong
island were transported on the same day to Kowloon, most likely immediately after the
reporting deadline of 3 p.m.. If the report was entirely correct, it showed that the British
authorities were determined and swift in removing the Taiwanese from Hong Kong.

The newspaper further reported, in great details, the process of transport and scenes
in which the locals came out to witness the removal of these unwanted persons, with a
sense of hatred as the subtitle of the report had indicated. It delineated the route it took to
transport these Taiwanese on trucks, from the reporting point the Japanese Primary
School, which was located on Kennedy Road near Happy Valley/Causeway Bay, through
Des Voeux Road Central to Pedder Street and finally to Blake Pier. The paper reported
that along the route, “Chinese” crowd gathered and reacted rather violently toward the
procession of the Taiwanese on trucks:
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“the crowd surged forward to meet it and, to the accompaniment of shouting,
waving of sticks and hurling of bricks, the vehicles made their way to the entrance of
the pier. Even wet red earth from a pile on the roadway nearby the seawall was
thrown at the lorries. "

The crowd’s reaction showed that the hostility toward the Taiwanese was widespread and
deeply-rooted among the locals in Hong Kong. And the situation got so violent that “[A]t
one stage it was necessary for the Police to draw their revolvers”.

The scene at the embarkation point Blake Pier was equally tense, under a strong
presence of the law enforcement, and the display of hostility against the Taiwanese was
more than apparent: “[ AJmong the crowd, the more youthful members were armed with
sticks. Police officers, British marines and sailors kept them well away from where the
enemy nationals were assembling on the wharf prior to embarkation”. And furthermore,
in a rather cheerful tone, the report described the crowd’s reaction to the departure of
these internees: “[ T]he small wharf between Blake Pier and Douglas Wharf formed a
ringside seat for the onlookers and there were intermittent bursts of cheers and jeers as
they watched the Koreans and Formosans boarding the ferry-launch.””

As reported in the newspaper, the local population of Hong Kong clearly
expressed a strong sense of animosity, hatred and even violent action toward the
Taiwanese.This was surely a shock to those Taiwanese—such as the aforementioned Mr.
Lin—who had lived in Hong Kong before the war broke out in 1941, as the postwar
attitude of the local population was a stark contrast to the friendly relationships between
the local (Chinese in particular) and the Taiwanese in the pre-war years. So what caused
the prevailing animosity and hatred among the local population? One of the key factors,
as discussed earlier, was the behaviors and image of some Taiwanese during the wartime,
particularly the assisting role to the Japanese military occupation. In addition, the postwar
British policies and media reports that shaped public opinion further generated hatred
toward the Taiwanese.

Two articles in the English newspaper on September 5, 1945 provided the best
examples of the official and public attitude toward the Taiwanese. In the
“Correspondence” column on the front page, an anonymous “W” raised the question of
“Formosan Problem” to the “editor, S.C.M. Post and the Telegraph™).” The column,
presumably was authored by the newspaper, discussed the status of Formosans in Hong
Kong. It started by criticizing the government for its lack of clearly defined policy
concerning the Taiwanese, as it asked: “please obtain guidance for citizens who feel they
have a public duty concerning Japanese and Formosans.” It then described a conflicting
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situation: on the one hand, the “Chinese Police Reservists have been ‘combing out
Japanese and Formosans’”’; yet, on the other hand, the “Chief Censor could not give an
opinion when the problem of Formosans would be solved”.

In view of the government’s rather undecided standing concerning the “Formosan
Problem”, the column was rather critical and it put pressure on the authorities by asking:
“Can Formosans be arrested now merely because they are Formosans?” And in
conclusion, the column expressed an unequivocal sense of hostility against the Taiwanese:

“I would like to reserve to myself the pleasure of bringing about the arrest of a
certain Formosan (whose hiding place can be ascertained) and whose face is
familiar to many residents. It would be a pity if he slipped through the net”.

On the very same day, the paper also reported a government statement concerning the
“legal status” of Formosans in Hong Kong. The statement, made on the previous day by
Chief Justice Sir Atholl MacGregor through Chief Censor D.J. Sloss, confirmed the
Formosans as “enemy national”. It explained that while the Formosans “have not had the
full rights of Japanese citizens born in the Japanese islands”, they “have been Japanese
nationals” since 1895. It pointed out that as Japan went into war against China, Great
Britain, and the U.S.A., “she employed large number of Formosans in her armed forces
and the towns of Formosa were brought into the war industry in the manufacture of

o, . 36
munitions”.

Such description clearly represented the entire people of Formosa as culprits
responsible for Japan’s war and, consequently, the Allies’ suffering. And as a way to
relate this point to the readers and the general public in Hong Kong, the statement
immediately added wartime experiences of the Island: “we in Hong Kong became
accustomed to the sight of Formosans, either as members of the Japanese Army or as
guards bearing arms at prisoners of war camps and at Stanley”. The statement then
concluded, “In every way and to the fullest extent, therefore, Formosans have, during the
war, been enemy nationals”. A statement like this not only expressed a strong sense of
hostility against the Taiwanese; as an official announcement, it further served to
condone—if not legitimize—the rising hostility and ongoing attack by residents of Hong
Kong against the Taiwanese.

The statement then discussed the most critical point concerning the postwar “legal
status” of Formosans. It pointed out that “in consequence of the Japanese defeat, China
has once more occupied the island of Formosa”, and asked: “Does that in any way alter
the legal status of the inhabitants?” But it answered in an assertive tone: “The answer to
that is No”.

The statement, which confirmed the Formosans as “enemy national”, may appear as
a rather swift response to the media pressure seen in the “Correspondence” column on the
front page of the same day. But, from the standpoint of the newly established British
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military administration, the “Correspondence” column could also serve as a calculated
media tactic to confirm the British official view and raise public awareness of the
administration’s newly defined policies concerning the Formosans in Hong Kong.

And more significantly, in view of the government statement, the answer to the
central question raised in the “Formosan Problem” column on the front page of
September 5’s paper, “Can Formosans be arrested now merely because they are
Formosans?”, become more than apparent if not self-evident: Yes. And the most
fundamental point raised in both the “Correspondence” column and Chief Justice’s
statement was that every Taiwanese, particularly those in Hong Kong, were equally liable
and responsible for Japan’s war against the British, Japan’s military occupation of Hong
Kong, and the suffering of residents of Hong Kong under the terror of Japanese Empire.

When the British authorities issued the “Police Notice: Formosans and Koreans”
on 5™ September 1945, one of the announcements was addressed to the Formosans (and
Koreans), demanding their compliance with the government’s internment policy. The
other announcement was addressed to the general public of Hong Kong, asking for (or
rather demanding) their support and assistance in arresting Formosans:*'

“Members of the public in Hong Kong and Kowloon are requested to report to the
nearest police station particulars of any Formosans or Koreans who fail to comply
with the instructions issued by the Hong Kong Police in the English and Chinese
Press requiring them to proceed to concentration point between the hours of noon
and 3 p.m. September 7" 7945”

And immediately following this order, the legal authorities of Hong Kong made arrest of
and prosecuted Hong Kong residents who allegedly helped any Taiwanese to hide and
stay away from internment. One of the arrested was a 24 year-old Hong Kong woman

99.38

who was arrested on October 6™, under the charge of “harboring Taiwanese”;”® she was
put on trial on October 18", and sentenced to 3-week jail term.”

At the same time, newspaper helped to advocate and legitimize the government
decision to put Taiwanese into internment. In the familiar form of “Correspondence”
column, the paper made an appeal to the general public that “Some Chinese and Third
National War Criminals” who had committed crimes during the war “Should be
Punished”. However, the column started by stating:

“It is gratifying to note that the authorities are rounding up the Formosans in the
Colony, but there are certain Chinese and third nationals who should also be
remembered”.*°
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Statement like this seemed to imply, if not to assume, that the Taiwanese were in the
same category as “Chinese and Third National War Criminals”, and thereby deserved to
be interned and punished as the authorities had done in the previous day. From this
perspective, the column actually served as a media endorsement to, if not propaganda of,
the government’s decision to treat, intern, and arrest the Taiwanese as “enemy nationals™.
And more importantly, newspaper reports and government policies and action further
stirred up hostility against the Taiwanese among the local Hong Kong population. In the
eyes of the local government authorities and the general public, the Taiwanese were seen
as former enemies who lost their enemy nationality.

Internment of the Taiwan: from Hong Kong Island to Kowloon to Stanley

After reporting to the British authorities on September 7, all Taiwanese in Hong Kong
island were transferred to Kowloon and put into internment. According to a newspaper
report, there were more than 18,000 Japanese soldiers, civilian, Koreans and Taiwanese
interned the Kowloon.** They were interned in the Whitefield Barrack (and the
surrounding area), which was near Kowloon’s major business district Nathan Road in the
Tsim Sha Tsui area.*> My own personal visit to the area confirms that the internment
camp is located in the present-day Kowloon Park, in which the remaining buildings of the
Whitefield Barrack are now the Hong Kong Heritage Discovery Centre.*

The Whitefield Barrack was once the largest British military compound in Hong
Kong, built at the end of the 19™ century, in commemoration of Major-General H.W.
Whitefield. There were righty-five buildings in the compound, in the early days these
buildings were mostly used by the British cavalry and thereby many were used as stable
to keep horses.** The history of the Whitefield Barrack indicated that the compound was
in no way designed or suitable for ordinary people to live in, not to mention families with
women and children. Nevertheless, the compound was used to intern thousands of
Japanese, Korean, and Taiwanese civilians after the war. A Taiwanese internee, Miss Dali,
Xiu-mei, recalled the horrible living condition in the compound and her illness:

The environment in the compound was not good, flies were everywhere, the diet was
poor, thereby the immune system became weak, and many people fell sick to typhoid
or diarrhea...I remembered there was once I fell sick to diarrhea, sitting on a make-
shift toilet made of a water bucket and too weak to stand up.*

* SCMPHKT, September 11, 1945, Page 2

PR (BREHE) o (FEEEE) (F - REECrEHRGL 0 1971) > H 142; #bkot
(=) EHAYEEE) (B BsRAE - 1994) - H 412,

** The Hong Kong Heritage Discovery Centre (7 S #J#7E416E), http://www.amo.gov.hk/en/hdc.php
(accessed 2015/10/21)

YT (BRSBTS (B —SBEBEIEE) (FM KHEE - 2011) - H 220.
O gE B SRR AT TS | mERZE A S o (CREESE) o SN IR At
RPedesn (210 hRAFElE TS ZERT - 1995) » H 125.

14


http://www.amo.gov.hk/en/hdc.php

After more than a month of internment in Kowloon, the British authorities decided
to move all internees—including the Taiwanese—to Stanley, located in the southern end
of the Hong Kong island, starting from the end of October. Stanley held a rather symbolic
position in the mind of many Hong Kong residents, as it was where the Japanese
authorities imprisoned most Allied POWs—many were civilians— during the wartime,
and thereby became identified with (Western) civilians’ suffering under the Japanese
occupation of Hong Kong. After the war ended and the British take-over of Hong Kong,
Stanley immediately became one of the focal points of public attention as the fate and
livelihood of the remaining Allied POWs drew a great deal of attention in the newspapers.
For the first week after the British rule was re-established in Hong Kong, reports
concerning Stanley (and the Allied internees) appeared in the paper almost on a daily
basis,* and public attention continued till all Allied internees were released.*’

From the perspective of “historical memory”, Taiwanese have been considered as
very unique and significant, but rather in a highly negative light, in the history (and
historical memory) of Japanese occupation and the subsequent internment of the Allied
POWs in Stanley. One of the major facilities used for the internment of the Allied POWSs
during the Japanese occupation was St. Stephen’s College, which was founded in 1903
and moved to its present-day location in Stanley in 1929. After the war broke out in
December 1941, the College suffered tremendously under the Japanese military action;
and noticeably the “Taiwanese” have been since identified as the main culprit.

According to the school history, A Testimony to St. Stephen’s College (and its
Chinese version B2 4% 2 2t 7 4 [81 ), published in 2008 with support from Hong
Kong government authorities,*® it was stated that soon after Hong Kong fell into the
Japanese hands, “All enemy civilians were moved to Stanley Internment Camp on
January 15™, 1942. The total population rose to approximately 2,600 including
children...The Preparatory School was used for internees for a short time but then
became guard barracks”. But more importantly, in the account of the events leading up to
the internment, it described how the College was affected:*°

6 sCcMm PHKT, “Several Hundred Out”, September 1, 1945, Page 2; “Still in Prison: Two Hundred Chinese
Left at Stanley: Cruelty of Warders”, September 3, 1945, Page 1; “Stanley Notes: Chinese Cooking Staff
Relieves Internees: Newspapers Appreciated”, September 4, 1945, Page 1; “Wanganui List: Hospital Ship
to Sail Today: Stanley Internees to be Repatriated”, September 5, 1945, Page 1; “At Stanley Camp: Supply
of White Bread Stills Complaint: Ration of Flour Issued”, September 5, 1945, Page 2; “Hospital Ship Plans:
Disappointed People Await Transport by Empress of Australia: New List of Repatriates”, September 6,
1945, Page 1; “Life at Stanley: St. Stephen’s College to Resume Work: Camp Entertainment”, September 7,
1945, Page 2

“” SCMPHKT, “Stanley Camp: Last Two Internees Leave on Monday”, October 26, 1945, Page 2:

*® A Testimony to St. Stephen’s College (Hong Kong: St. Stephen’s College, 2008), cover page. “Quality
Education Fund” and “Antiquities and Monuments Office” are listed on the cover of the publication as
“sponsor” and “supporting organization” respectively; the former organization was founded and funded in
1997 by the initiative of Hong Kong’s Chief Executive, see http://gef.org.hk/e_index.html , and the latter
was established in 1976 and is now under the Leisure and Cultural Services Department, Government of
Hong Kong Special Administrative Region http://www.amo.gov.hk/en/about.php (accessed 2016.09.28).

S A Testimony to St. Stephen’s College (Hong Kong: St. Stephen’s College, 2008), p.9. I would like to
acknowledge the guidance and assistance from Professor Uganda Kwan Sze Pui in obtaining this material.
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The entry of the Japanese (actually, they were mainly Taiwanese) into the College
initiated ‘St. Stephen’s College Massacre . The troops were out of control and
acted with the kind of madness and cruelty. About 150-200 troops broke into the
hospital (School House). They bayoneted 56 British and Canadian soldiers lying
wounded in their beds. Some medical and College staff were also murdered.
Among the victims, one of them was Mr. Tam Cheung Huen, the Head of Chinese
Studies. He chose to remain and died in defense of ‘his boys .

How, and whether it was true that, the Taiwanese were identified in the account of the “St.
Stephen’s College Massacre” remains unclear; but statement like this clearly showed that
in the mind of many Hong Kong residents—as well as in the (government-sponsored)
construction of historical memory, the “Taiwanese” have been closely associated with

and seen responsible for the cruelty and atrocity under Japanese occupation, even 60
years after the war ended.

Because Stanley was where the Japanese had kept all the Westerners in Hong Kong
as internees during the wartime, thereby it was symbolic to the British to re-locate the
Japanese internees to Stanley after the war. But transferring thousands of people from
Kowloon, across the water to Hong Kong, and to the southern end of the Hong Kong
island, was a daunting task. Originally, it was planned to complete the process in 10
days,” it eventually took more than one and a half months and the process was not

completed till the end of November.”

It is worth noting that throughout the relocation process, the Taiwanese were
handled separately from the Japanese. Relocation of the Japanese to Stanley started much
earlier, from October to the early part of November, and the repatriation of Japanese
started as early as November. However, most Taiwanese remained in Kowloon in late
November; as reported in the newspaper, the director of the Kowloon camp was quoted
saying: “there were around 3,000 Taiwanese and Koreans in the compound, about 1800
of them were Taiwanese, 200 were Koreans, men made up half of it and women and
children made up the other half”. If the report was correct, it showed around 1000
Taiwanese women and children were still imprisoned in Kowloon’s internment camp
toward the end of November; by then, they had been interned, against their will, for
almost 3 months.>” But even then, none of the interned Taiwanese knew how long this
ordeal would continue.

P (REHE) o TNEEHEGA BN R RO, o PHERE] 344 (19454F) 104
17 H » 58 3RS (A XA > DL "0, Bn) ¢ T ILBETRBCE R = 55 0000 iUk
HARGEBAZETE  WAHEZHEEA » X - BEEFASHEZER O It it~ /> 3
BzHGA RIS - BYECEF 28 > HE=8E% > BHETRIE S » (EEH®R)
"hEESETE HIFAAEE , o HhEERE] 344 (19454F) 10 H 18 H - 5 3RRERE - T AL H ALK
TSR - T FHITREIRSE

L scMm PHKT, “Japanese Prisoners: More Internees Transferred”, November 3, 1945, Page 2 ; (EEH
W) o TSRS HEREE L H AR RGER: |, o PEERE 344 (19454) 115 28H 0 &
SHGERE - THITH R Eie—it BB A > IRHZ B L - SRR, -

ZA(REHW) o THEIUBEEEA KEEHRE RENE TS, o PEERE 344E (1945 4F)
11H21H »E 3k -
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At the end of November, while some Japanese were released from internment and
repatriated back to Japan, the aforementioned newspaper article on the condition of the
Taiwanese in the Kowloon camp reported: “while there is rumor indicating that they
would soon be granted freedom, it is entirely false, how to deal with (them), awaits the
authorities’ further instruction”.> It showed that while the British authorities already
started releasing and sending the Japanese back to Japan, they were still undecided and
ambiguous about how to deal with the Taiwanese. As a result of this lack of clear policy,
the internment of the Taiwanese was prolonged and their release was further delayed. It
was not until the period between November 22 and 24 that the British authorities
relocated the interned Taiwanese—nearly 3000 of them together with a small number of
Koreans—from Kowloon to Stanley.>*

Release and Repatriation of the Taiwanese

Throughout the month of November, several rounds of repatriation of the Japanese took
place.> The British authorities continued to make arrangement to release the Japanese
and send them back to Japan; by January 1946, as reported in the newspapers, more than
10,000 Japanese soldiers and civilians had left Hong Kong.>® But the Taiwanese, after
being transferred to Stanley, remained in internment.

Things did not change for another two months. And it was in February 1946, the
British authorities finally made decision to release and repatriate the Taiwanese. While
there were several rounds of repatriation of the Taiwanese, one newspaper report
indicated that the British vessel S.S. Suncrest was scheduled to carry 250 Taiwanese
civilians and sail from Stanley to Keelung, a port city in northern Taiwan, on February
13" 57 This round of repatriation was confirmed in the newspaper on February 14, under

the title of “Formosans Leave”:™

On board the S.S. Suncrest which sailed yesterday were 183 Japanese and
Formosan soldiers, and some women and children. They are escorted by

P (REEH®) > THEPBREMA WRARTHEBEYNE - THS, o THERE 345 (1945 )
11 H21H 3R »

Y (REEH®) > TEHREVIABIC HE T RBEAE R EPERELE,  PEERE 34
(1945 ) 11 H 23 H » E 3K

T (REEHH) - TCEHEEERE ) o PERE 44 (19454) 10 H 31 H - 5 3 iR
"ARERE A RS - BTSSR C AR - EZMGEEREEER, © (2
SH#) - " WEBEEIME KEEE AN H EIHEAREETRE ) - PERE 34 4 (1945
) 11H4H 5 3mE : "ERBHEUFAE —TERA - - - F—fttEHR > & TAH - HiE
By (EEH®) - "TETHIEE EEXRH ) o EREIS4F (19454) 11 H 12H 0 3
FRRE : TECHMHFETES NEARAS  XBE—H&  WEH TN TR « cBEERH - - -
BEMEELARHAZFECES ST F—HH - - - B8 FEH, -

P (EEH%) - T=ETHE SRR, > PERE 54 (194645) LH 15H 0 F 3k -

> SCMPHKT, “Hong Kong Shipping: Formosan Internees On Board Suncrest”, February 12, 1946,
Morning edition, Page 7.

8 SCMPHKT, “Formosans Leave”, February 14, 1946, Morning edition, Page 4.
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Commandos. A very brisk trade in black market goods at rather high prices was
carried on over the side of the ship before she sailed, between sampans and the
Japanese and Formosan passengers. Most commaodities purchased were rice, sugar,
vegetables, cigarettes, etc.

The aforementioned Mr. Lin, who had been interned with his entire family since
early September, wrote in his personal notes:

February 13" left Hong Kong;

February 15", arrived:;

January 15" of the lunar year (February 16th) returned to Zhunan;
the morning of (January) 16" (of the lunar year) reached Tou-fen.

Based on his own account, it can be concluded that the Lin family—at the time of 5
members—was amon% the 183 people on board S.S. Suncrest, repatriated from Hong
Kong on February 13", 1946. From the date they reported to the British authorities on
September 7™, 1945, the season already changed from late summer to mid-winter, and
they spent nearly half a year in internment. The date Mr. Lin left Hong Kong with his
family, it was nearly 12 years since the date he first went to work in Hong Kong in April
1934. Everything Mr. Lin had strived to earn, with his hard work and talent—his life,
career, possession, and relationships—during this 12-year period, the prime of his life,
were taken away.

Fortunately, after all the suffering and hardship during the internment, Mr. Lin
was able to return and bring his entire famil?]/ safely to Taiwan. The Lin family returned
to its hometown of Tou-fen on February 17", 1946, just 3 days short of the first birthday
of the Lins’ second daughter, Ms. Lin, Shing-jy, who was born February 20", 1945,
imprisoned as a 6-month old baby, and forced to spend a half of the first year of her life
in internment camps in Kowloon and Stanley.

3) Taiwanese in Australia
From the Dutch East Indies to Australia

The internment of the Taiwanese in Australia was more complicated than the
aforementioned situation in Hong Kong. It started long before the War ended, and started
outside Australia. A memoir written by a family member of a Taiwanese internee
provided a rare insight into the experiences of Taiwanese before and after the internment
in the Dutch East Indies. > Mr. Ke Dai, father of the author of the memoir, went to
Malang, Java, alone in 1927; he cultivated coffee and cotton, and gradually established
his business there.®® But after the War broke out in December 1941, Mr. Ke was arrested
by the Dutch Police because he was considered holding “Japanese nationality”, and sent

CHR RS (EHERE) o (JSEHBEIA) (Eh. REHEGE, 1996) -
VR4S (RIEHBIMA) 0 H 12-13,
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to the internment camp in Canberra, Australia; as a result, he lost all his possessions in
Malang.”

The National Archives of Australia in Canberra holds the most comprehensive
record of the wartime (and postwar) internment of “Formosan”. For each of these
Formosan (Taiwanese) internees, a record was created, using the “Service and Casualty
Form” of the Australian Military Forces. On the form, most Taiwanese were categorically
identified as “internee”, instead of “prisoner of war”.

Take Taiwanese businessman Mr. OEI Sioe as an example:®? according to his record,
he was first arrested in Semarang, Java (“place of capture”), and put on board Australian
naval ship S. S. Cremer on January 27, 1942; at the time, a “Detention Order” was issued
for his arrest, under the authorities of Australia’s National Security Regulations, which
stated a particular person can be detained “with a view to preventing that person acting in
any manner prejudicial to the public safety or the defence of the commonwealth”.%® After
his arrival, Mr. OEI was interned as an “enemy alien” and sent to the internment camp in
Loveday in South Australia.** Another fellow Taiwanese businessman-turned-internee in
Australia was Mr. TJIOE Ing See; his record showed that he was arrested in Kertosono,
Java, and sent to the Loveday camp on February 11, 1942.% Mr. TJIO Tjhong Long, a
“biscuit manufacturer” from Taiwan, was arrested on December 8", 1941 (“date of
capture”) in “Sourabaya”,*® Dutch East Indies, together with his wife TJIO (Tan) Kioe
Nio; they were later sent to the internment camp in Tatura, Victoria, in Australia.®’

These archival records showed that most Taiwanese had been interned in Australia
since January 1942; they were put into internment first not by the Australian authorities,
but rather by the Dutch authorities in the Dutch East Indies—the present-day Indonesia.

SRS o (ETSEBIA) o H 13

82 On Australian records, the name of each Taiwanese was listed with given name first and followed by
family name; in this paper, following the Taiwanese custom, the name of each Taiwanese will be listed
with family name first and family name will be capitalized.

8 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee ; Oei, Sioe ; Year of birth - 1889 ; Nationality
- Japanese formosa, MP1103/1, 150204 and MP1103/2, 1J50204.

% Loveday camp was the largest internment camps in Australia during the war, with more than 5,000
internees at its peak in May 1943. It consisted of several separate “compounds”, and the Taiwanese
(“Chinese from Formosan™) were interned in Camp 14. See “Loveday, South Australia (1941-46)”,
National Archives of Australia, http://www.naa.gov.au/collection/snapshots/internment-
camps/WWIl/loveday.aspx (accessed 2016/10/7).

% National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee ; Tjioe, Ing See ; Year of birth - 1894 ;
Nationality - Japanese formosa, MP1103/1, 150168 and MP1103/2, 1J50168.

% 1t is commonly spelled as “Surabaya”, but it was spelled as “Sourabaya” on the military record.

% National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee : Tjio, Tjhong Long : Date of birth — 17 March
1901 ; Nationality — Formosan, MP1103/1, 150291 and MP1103/2, 1J50291. Aside from Loveday,
Tatura was another camp where many Taiwanese were interned. According to Australia’s official
account, in Tatura camp there were “Japanese internees from Australia, Java and New Caledonia.
Included among these were Chinese from Formosa (Taiwan)”; see “Tatura — Rushworth, Victoria
(1940-47)”, National Archives of Australia, http://www.naa.gov.au/collection/snapshots/internment-
camps/WWIl/tatura.aspx (accessed 2016/10/7).
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These Taiwanese had been living and working in the Dutch East Indies before the war
broke out. Immediately after Japan’s declaration of war against the Netherlands,
following the attack on Pearl Harbor, in December 1941, the Dutch authorities took swift
action to intern all the Taiwanese—together with other Japanese nationals—across the
Dutch East Indies. Soon afterwards, the Dutch made arrangement with the Australian
authorities and transferred all internees to Australia. These Taiwanese, numbered around
2,000, were kept in several different camps across Australia, and were not freed or
repatriated till March 1946.

In Australia, the studies of wartime and postwar internment of “enemy aliens” have
drawn a great deal of public and scholarly attention in recent years. ®® It has been widely
recognized that during the war, the Australian government put more than 12,000 “enemy
aliens” into internment, including Japanese, Germans, and Italians who were considered
potential threat to national security after the war broke out in the end of 1941.% In
addition, it has been pointed out that Australia had received from outside its border
thousands of aliens who were interned by its Allies in “Britain, Palestine, Iran, the Strait
Settlements, the Netherlands East Indies, New Caledonia, and New Zealand”.”™ It shows
that in addition to “local internees”—those “enemy aliens” living in Australia when the
war broke out, “overseas internees” constituted a significant portion of Australia’s
wartime internment. "* One study further points out that out of the total 15,000 civilians
interned in Australia during the War, 8,000 were “detained overseas”."

% Outside Australia, only a handful of scholarly works have touched upon this issue, see & f&Es—, =L
BARREETE (1930-1945) - WIESE = ~ B8 - Z£RFEE > (28R —HE © BIEENZE)
(ZdE © PRFFEREEE i ZET > 1997) - H 67-83 5 BiiEFT <$’w AR ALY i) o
Jer EFFAH (P AP BRI ITH) 0 F S ﬁ’wé"ﬁﬂ Yr i —REL¥E 528 (4
AR AR 2015& 70 ) o | 425-465

% See Joan Beaumont, 1lma Martinuzzi O'Brien and Mathew Trinca, eds., Under Suspicion: Citizenship
and Internment in Australia During the Second World War (Canberra, A.C.T. : National Museum of
Australia Press, 2008) ; Klaus Neumann, In the Interest of National Security: Civilian Internment in
Australia During World War 11 (Canberra, ACT. : National Archives of Australia, 2006) ; Yuriko
Nagata, Unwanted Aliens - Japanese Internment in Australia (University of Queensland Press, St. Lucia,
Queensland, 1996) ; Margaret Bevege, Behind Barbed Wire (University of Queensland Press, St. Lucia,
Queensland, 1993).

" Klaus Neumann, In the Interest of National Security: Civilian Internment in Australia During World War
Il (Canberra, ACT. : National Archives of Australia, 2006), p.13.

™ Joan Beaumont, llma Martinuzzi O'Brien and Mathew Trinca, eds., Under Suspicion: Citizenship and
Internment in Australia during the Second World War (Canberra, A.C.T. : National Museum of

Australia Press, 2008), p.3.

"2 Klaus Neumann, In the Interest of National Security: Civilian Internment in Australia During World War
I (Canberra, ACT. : National Archives of Australia, 2006), pp.2, 7.
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The internment of foreign civilians as by the Dutch and the Australian authorities
should be understood in the larger context of the handling of “enemy aliens” of the
Second World War.” During the War, the largest scale of internment was carried out by
the United States against the Japanese nationals, many were American-born U.S. citizens
of nissei/sansei (2nd/3rd generations) Japanese-American; between 1942 and 1945, more
than 120,000 Japanese-American were interned.” During the same period, more than
5,000 Japanese nationals were interned in camps across Australia.”

Because of the isolation of internment, the Australian public was mostly unaware of
the existence of the Taiwanese (or the distinction between the Japanese and the
“Formosan™) during the war, and no record is available today to understand the
Australian public response specifically to the Taiwanese internment. But since the
situation of the Taiwanese was consistent with the “overseas internees”, as enemy aliens
taken from outside Australia, the internment of the Taiwanese should be understood as a
part of the larger and coordinated action taken by Australia and its Allies after the war
broke out at the end of 1941 in dealing with civilians from the enemy countries.

Profile of the Taiwanese Internees

Survey of the Australian archival records further finds that the arrest and the subsequent
internment of the Taiwanese were carried out without consideration of age or gender; as
the war broke out, Taiwanese living in the Dutch East Indies—young and old, men
women and children—were detained without distinction, sent to Australia, and interned
there until the war ended. At least 16 Taiwanese were at the age of sixty or above, born in

" For studies of Japanese internment of the Allied civilians, see Bernice Archer, The Internment of Western
Civilians under the Japanese, 1941-45, A Patchwork of Internment (London : RoutledgeCurzon, 2004) ;
Frances B. Cogan, Captured - The Japanese Internment of American Civilians in the Philippines, 1941-
45 (Athens and London : University of Georgia Press, 2000) ; Greg Leck, Captives of Empire - The
Japanese Internment of Allied Civilians in China, 1941-1945 (Bangor, PA : Shandy Press, 2006). For
the studies of civilian internment in Southeast Asia under Japan’s occupation, see Kevin Blackburn and
Karl Hack, eds., Forgotten Captives in Japanese-Occupied Asia (London : Routledge, 2007).

™ For further studies, see Brian Masaru Hayashi, Democratizing the Enemy : The Japanese American
Internment (Princeton - Princeton University Press, 2004); Tetsuden Kashima, Judgment without Trial -
Japanese American Imprisonment during World War II (Seattle : University of Washington Press, 2004) ;
Peter H. Irons, Justice at war (New York : Oxford University Press, 1983) ; Bill Hosokawa, Nisei - the
quiet Americans - the Story of a People (Niwot, Colo. : University Press of Colorado, 1992) ; Gary Y.
Okihiro, Whispered silences - Japanese Americans and World War II (Seattle : University of
Washington Press, 1996) ; Mich Weglyn, Years of infamy - the Untold Story of America’s Concentration
Camps (Seattle : University of Washington Press, 1996).

" For further studies, see Margaret Bevege, Behind Barbed Wire (St. Lucia, Queensland : University of

Queensland Press, 1993); Yuriko Nagata, Unwanted Aliens: Japanese Internment in Australia (St. Lucia,
Queensland : University of Queensland Press, 1996).
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1882 or before, when they were interned in 1942; another 50 were between the age of
fifty and fifty-nine (born between 1883 and 1892). One of the eldest Taiwanese internees
in Australia was Mr. TAN Tiong Sing, who was born in the city of Tainan in 1862; he
was first detained in Djokjakarta,”® where his son TAN Ting Swie lived.”” Other senior
Taiwanese interned in Australia include OH Po Sing, who was born in Taipei in 1869 and
detained in the “Netherland’s East Indies”;”® CHO Si Rai Djoen, born in Amoy in 1874
and detained in Serang;”® ANG Shi Chin, a widow born in Tainan in 1874 and detained in
Djokjakarta;®° KWEE Sie Swan, born in Tainan in 1879 and detained in Makassar on the
island of Celebes;®* TEI Ryo Shi Kyo, born in Tainan in 1880 and detained in
Djokjakarta;®? and SHU Sian Kim, born in the city of Takao (the present-day Kaohsiung)
in 1881 and detained in Solo.®® Some of these senior Taiwanese didn’t live to leave the
internment; for example, the aforementioned widow ANG Shi Chin was aged sixty-eight
when she was sent to the Tatura camp in February 1942, and she died in the camp before
the war ended.*

It is also worth noting that among the Taiwanese internees, there were a
significant number of children. Survey shows that at the time of internment in 1942, at
least 55 Taiwanese children were at the age of six or below (born in and after 1936). And
between 1942 and 1946, at least 18 Taiwanese were born in internment camps. These
numbers indicate that a good number of Taiwanese families with young children were
interned in Australia.

Among these interned Taiwanese “families”, the largest was probably the ANG
family, which consisted of ten members.®® The father of the family, ANG, le Siong, was
born in 1907 in Taipei,* and was engaged in sugar trade in Java. Together with his wife,

76 «Djokjakarta” is commonly spelled as “Yogyakarta” today.

" National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee : TAN, Tiong Sing ; Date of birth - 12

September 1862 ; Nationality — Formosan

"8 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee : Oh, Po Sing : Date of birth - 9 July 1869 :

Nationality — Formosan

" National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee : Cho, Si Rai Djoen : Date of birth — 18

January 1874 ; Nationality — Formosan

8 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee : Ang, Shi Chin ; Date of birth - 26 August

1874 ; Nationality — Formosan, MP1103/1, 1JF50381 and MP1103/2, 1JF50381

8 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee : Kwee, Sie Swan ; Date of birth — 28 June

1879 ; Nationality — Formosan - The location of detention was stated as “Makasar Celebes” on the record;

Celebes is known as Sulawesi today.

8 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee : Tei, Ryo Shi Kyo : Date of birth 26 June

1880- ; Nationality — Formosan

8 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee : Shu, Sian Kim ; Date of birth - 3 May 1881 ;

Nationality — Formosan. Solo is the city of Surakarta in central Java.

8 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee : Ang, Shi Chin ; Date of birth - 26 August
1874 ; Nationality — Formosan, MP1103/1, 1JF50381 and MP1103/2, 1JF50381.

8 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee ; ANG, le Siong ; Year of birth - 1907 ;

Nationality - Formosan, MP1103/2, 150315 and MP1103/1, 1J50315.

8 His place of birth was recorded as “Taihacho Taihoku™; it was probably misspelled from “Taihecho”,

which was a district in Taipei.
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ANG (maiden name LIE) Oen Tong Nio,?” and their eight children—three boys and five
girls, all born in Djokjakarta—had lived in Beskalan No.1 in Djokjakarta. The eldest was
a son, ANG Toen Hong, born in 1928,% and the youngest was a daughter, ANG Bing
Kiem, born in March 1940.2° On December 8™, 1941, the day after the Japanese attacked
Pearl Harbor, the ANG family was detained by the Dutch authorities, and later was put
on board Australian naval ship S. S. Cremer on January 27, 1942; on the same day, the
Australian military issued a Detention Order to each member of the ANG family,
including all children. At the time of the internment, father ANG le Siong was at the age
of thirty-four, mother was thirty-six, the eldest son ANG Toen Hong just turned thirteen,
and the youngest daughter ANG Bing Kiem was less than two. The ANG family reached
Melbourne on February 1, 1942, and was transferred the following day to the Tatura No.4
camp.

Another interned Taiwanese family that was worth discussing is the KWEE
family. The father of the family, KWEE Thiam Ting, was born in 1905 in Taiwan; he
went to Wadjah Malang in the Dutch East Indies and conducted business there;*® he and
his wife, KWEE (maiden name Tio) Bek Gwat, raised five children.”" On December 8",
1941, the parents and four of their children were detained by the Dutch authorities; and
like the ANG family, the KWEE family was put on board Australian naval ship S. S.
Cremer on January 27, 1942, reached Melbourne on February 1, 1942, and was
transferred to the Tatura No.4 camp. At the time, the eldest daughter KWEE Sioe Lan
was eight year-old,* the second daughter KWEE Kim Ing was seven,” and the third
daughter KWEE Sioe Tien just turned two,”* and the youngest son KWEE Tjiauw Kwan
was less than one. ® And during their internment in the Tatura camp, the KWEE family
had their fifth child and youngest daughter KWEE Sioe Kim, who was born on December
28, 1942.% All seven members of the KWEE family were interned in Australia until
March 1946, when they were repatriated via the ship Yoizuki, which would be further
discussed in the next section.

8 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee ; ANG, Oen Tong Nio ; Year of birth - 1905 ;
Nationality - Formosan, MP1103/2, IFJ50316 and MP1103/1, IFJ50316.

8 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee ; ANG, Toen Hong ; Year of birth - 1928 ;
Nationality - Formosan, MP1103/2, 1350324 and MP1103/1, 1J50324.

8 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee ; Ang, Bing Kiem ; Year of birth - 1940 ;
Nationality - Formosan, MP1103/2, 1JF50323 and MP1103/1, 1JF50323

% National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee ; Kwee, Thiam Ting ; Year of birth - 1905 ;
Nationality - Formosan, MP1103/2, 1150447 and MP1103/1, 1J50447

° National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee ; Kwee Tio Bek Gwat ; Year of birth - 1915 ;
Nationality - Formosan, MP1103/2, 1JF50448 and MP1103/1, 1JF50448

% National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee ; Kwee, Sioe Lan ; Year of birth - 1933 ;
Nationality - Formosan, MP1103/2, 1JF50449 and MP1103/1, 1JF50449

9 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee ; Kwee, Kim Ing ; Year of birth - 1934 ;
Nationality - Formosan, MP1103/2, 1JF50451 and MP1103/1, 1JF50451

% National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee : Kwee, Sioe Tien ; Year of birth - 1939 ;
Nationality - Formosan, MP1103/2, 1JF50452 and MP1103/1, 1JF50452

% National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee ; Kwee, Tjiauw Kwan ; Year of birth - 1941 ;
Nationality - Formosan, MP1103/2, 150453 and MP1103/1, 1350453

% National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee ; Kwee, Sioe Kim ; Date of birth — 28
December 1942 ; Nationality - Formosan, MP1103/1, IJF50448A
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It is interesting to note that by the time thei

r youngest daughter KWEE Sioe Kim

was born, the KWEE family had been interned in Tatura for more than 10 months;
therefore it was reasonable to say that the mother KWEE Bek Gwat got pregnant in the
internment camp. Similar situation, in which the mother was pregnant during the
internment, were also found in the cases of TAN Sin Eng®” and SHU Siok Hwa,*® both
born in Tatura in December 1942; KANG Soei Lian® and TAN Poet An, both born in
1943;'% THE Tsukiko,*™ KWIK Tjiauw Wan,'® SHU Chin Seng,'®® and TAN Szi
Hsing,'* all born in 1944; NIO Tjien Bie,'® SIA Peng Lin,'® TAN Sien An,"* all born
in 1945; and three others born in internment camps after the war ended: SO Grey Kie
(September 14, 1945) *® TAN Tjiauw Koen ( December 25, 1945) ' and LIANG
Pai Fung (January 22, 1946)."° The birth of these Taiwanese internee “babies”
demonstrated that some Taiwanese internee families had rather normal family life in the

internment camps.

It should also be pointed out that there were Taiwanese internee families in which
three generations were all put into internment in Australia. For example, the
aforementioned sixty-two year-old KWEE Sie Swan, was an interned widow born in

% National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee :

1942 ; Nationality — Formosan

% National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee :

1942 ; Nationality — Formosan

% National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee :

Nationality — Formosan

100 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee

1943 ; Nationality — Formosan

101 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee
1944 ; Nationality — Formosan, MP1103/1, IJF50537A.

102 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee

1944 ; Nationality — Formosan. He was also recorded with a

103 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee

1944 ; Nationality — Formosan

104 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee

1944 ; Nationality — Formosan

105 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee :

1945 ; Nationality — Formosan

106 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee :

Nationality — Formosan

107 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee :

Nationality — Formosan

108 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee :

1945 ; Nationality — Formosan

109 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee :

December 1945 ; Nationality — Formosan

110 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee :

1946 ; Nationality — Formosan
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Tan, Sin Eng ; Date of birth — 29 December
Shu, Siok Hwa ; Date of birth — 17 December
Kang, Soei Lian ; Date of birth — 3 May 1943 ;
: Tan, Poet An ; Date of birth — 6 February
: The, Tsukiko ; Date of birth - 10 November
: Kwik, Tjiauw Wan ; Date of birth — 11 April
Christian name, Emile Ferdinand
: Shu, Chin Seng ; Date of birth — 21 March
: Tan, Szi Hsing ; Date of birth — 3 November
Nio, Tjien Bie ; Date of birth — 31 March

Sia, Peng Lin ; Date of birth — 8 March 1945 ;
Tan, Sien An ; Date of birth — 27 April 1945 ;
So, Grey Kie ; Date of birth — 14 September

Tan, Tjiauw Koen ; Date of birth — 25

Liang, Pai Fung ; Date of birth — 21 January



Tainan in 1879 and first detained in Makassar on the island of Celebes;*** her son ONG
Tjho Hong, a businessman, was also detained in Makassar,''? together with her grandson
ONG Siong Djien on December 8, 1941 and sent to Tatura in January 1942.'*

Map 1 Internment Camps in Australia during the Second World War
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The End of Internment and the Yoizuki, March 1946

According to the Australian archival records, after the war ended, most Taiwanese
internees continued to be hold in camps for more than half a year. It was not until March
1946, the Australian authorities took action to release and repatriate these Taiwanese.
However, unexpectedly, the repatriation of Taiwanese internees turned into a major

111 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee : Kwee, Sie Swan ; Date of birth — 28 June
1879 ; Nationality — Formosan

2 On his document, the “place of capture” was recorded as “Makasar Selebes”.
113 National Archives of Australia, Prisoner of War/Internee : Ong, Tjho Hong ; Date of birth - 29
December 1908 ; Nationality — Formosan, MP1103/1, 1J51037 and MP1103/2, 1J51037.
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controversy, or in today’s language a “P.R. disaster”, to the Australian—as well as the
Allied—authorities.

On March 6, 1946, the Australian military put hundreds of Taiwanese—including
women and children—on board the ship known as Yoizuki, which was prepared to
embark from the harbor of Sydney. The ship was originally a destroyer of the Japanese
Imperial Navy, and was taken over by the Allied forces after Japan’s surrender; it was
designated to carry out the mission as the Australian authorities were planning to
repatriate these Taiwanese who were interned in Australia during the war, most of
them—as one newspaper reported—came from “the Dutch East Indies, the Philippines
and islands to the north in 1941 after the Japanese came into the war”,*** back to Taiwan.

But what seemed like a routine transport mission, which was part of the “repatriation”
of millions of subjects of the former Japanese Empire as detailed in Lori Watt’s book
When Empire Comes Home among others, ***> became headline news in Australia.
According to Australian newspaper reports, there were “panic-stricken Formosans
protesting vigorously against being driven on board” and “sobbing Formosan, aghast at
the thought of boarding the vessel of his masters, dragged screaming towards the
gangway by provosts”.*° It was widely reported in local newspapers that when these
Taiwanese were “forced abroad”, there was “one attempted suicide and an attempted sit-
down strike” on the site.""

Local newspapers further reported that Army officers had refused to embark hundreds
of Taiwanese women and children and claimed that the “conditions on the destroyer were
so cramped and that it would be certain death for some of the women and children”. It
added that these Taiwanese “cannot speak or write Japanese”, and “looked at the
destroyer and her Jap (Japanese) crew with fear in their eyes*, '8

And most conspicuously, Australian media (and public) attention was drawn to the
Taiwanese women and children in the event; and every major newspaper in Australia did
extensive reports on the repatriation of Taiwanese via Yoizuki. For example, one
newspaper reported, with vivid photographs, under the headlines of “Hundreds Herded
into Jap Destroyer” and “Children Weep”, and described the event as “one hundred
Formosan women and 112 of their children, a sobbing wretched procession, were forced
aboard the Japanese destroyer Yoizuki today”.**® Another report, also with a vivid
photograph, showed: "*

14 The Daily News, Wednesday, 6 March 1946

115 |_ori Watt, When Empire Comes Home: Repatriation and Reintegration in Postwar Japan (Cambridge,
MA and London: Harvard University Press, 2009).

116 «Formosan Protest at Ship’s Side”, The Mercury, 8 March, 1946.

17 The Daily News, 6 March, 1946; The Mercury, 7 March, 1946; The Mercury, 8 March, 1946.

118 The Daily News, 6 March, 1946

19 The Mercury, 7 March, 1946.

120 «“Homing”, The Mercury, 9 March 1946.

26



With one infant in her arms and another on her back, this mother was one of the 100
Formosan women compelled to travel in the Japanese ‘hell-ship’ Yoizuki, which is
returning them to their homeland.

Following these reports, public opinion in Australia quickly took up the issue. On
the one hand, it expressed a great sense of sympathy toward the Taiwanese; one the other
hand, it strongly criticized the government’s handling of the repatriation of the Taiwanese.
One newspaper in Sydney reported that, immediately after learning what happened on
board Yoizuki on 6 March, “many organisations and individuals in Sydney yesterday
joined in condemning the crowding of Formosan women and children into the Yoizuki”
and demanding the Government to “bring the ship back”. *** And according to newspaper
report, the criticism was rather strong in wording: the “Sydney University Women
Graduates' Association”; which had sent “a telegram of protest to the Prime Minister
asking that the Formosan women be transferred to another ship”, announced “that for a
supposedly Christian country it was an unparalleled disgrace”; Sir Samuel Walder,*??
president of the Australian-Chinese Association, said "It is hard to think that the
Government could have been guilty of such an outrage” and "I want to protest with all
the vigour 1 can command”.?* One newspaper headline simply read: "Disgrace Inflicted

on Australia".*?*

It is particularly worth noting that amidst the emerging public sympathy toward the
Taiwanese and criticism against the Australian authorities, the Australian public began to
re-define the status of the Taiwanese as Chinese, and no longer as enemy (aliens) or
Japanese. As the aforementioned “Sydney University Women Graduates' Association”
asserted categorically, “(T)he women are Chinese, not Japanese, and were terrified of the
ship's (Japanese) crew”; Mr. E. V. Elliott, general secretary of the Seamen's Union,
stressed that: "'Every hour aboard endangers these Chinese nationals, particularly the
women; and scholarly authority was consulted in the matter, as Professor A. P. Elkins,
Professor of Anthropology at the University of Sydney, was quoted saying: “These
people were not enemies in the real sense of the term and should not be shipped along
with Japanese™. Sir Samuel Walder, a businessman, politician, and an active
philanthropist, stressed that the Taiwanese should be regarded as Australia’s ally and
made aqzlénequivocal distinction between the Taiwanese and Japanese; he was quoted
saying:

The treatment is bad enough for any group of nationals, but it is even more
distressing for a people who are Australia's allies. The record of the Japanese is
well known, and it was a shocking thing that women and children should be
herded into inadequate quarters on a ship where they will be wholly under
Japanese control.

121 «Aythorities Missed Opportunity”, Sydney Morning Herald, 7 March, 1946.

122 Sir Samuel Robert Walder (1879-1946) had served as the “president of the Allies' and the China days
funds”. See Australian Dictionary of Biography, http://adb.anu.edu.au/biography/walder-sir-samuel-robert-
1096 (accessed October 15, 2016)

123 «Aythorities Missed Opportunity”, Sydney Morning Herald, 7 March, 1946.

124 vDisgrace Inflicted On Australia”, Sydney Morning Herald, 7 March, 1946.

125 «Authorities Missed Opportunity”, Sydney Morning Herald, 7 March, 1946.
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The Taiwanese internees, who had been regarded by the Australian government as
“enemy aliens” since the war broke out in the end of 1941, were suddenly considered by
the Australian public worthy of sympathy and re-defined as Chinese and friendly subjects
of an ally. Furthermore, the ship Yoizuki—with its Japanese crew on board—was seen by
many in Australia as a “Japanese-manned destroyer”; *?° thereby, the designation of the
ship to repatriate the Taiwanese was considered as placing (or forcing) the latter into the
hands of the (enemy) Japanese; and this was regarded as unacceptable because now the

Taiwanese were re-defined as Chinese (ally).

And among those who voiced out to re-define the Taiwanese, the most notable was
the “Chinese Community” in Australia. The Chinese Seamen's Union, acting “on behalf
of the Chinese community in New South Wales”, made a rather staunch statement:

We wish to enter a most strenuous protest against the means adopted, by the
Australian Army authorities to repatriate Formosan prisoners of war and
internees. We fought this war to free such people from the Japanese yoke, now the
Australian Army authorities seek to subject these people further to Japanese
domination. Their action is an insult to the Chinese people and to the Chinese
nation. %’

In response to mounting criticism and public (media) outrage, the Australian
government took what should be a routine repatriation (of the Taiwanese) as a serious
national matter. Immediate after the incident at Sydney Harbor, in the Legislative
Assembly, Premier William McKell of New South Wales'?® “denied any responsibility
for conditions under which Formosan women were alleged to have shipped on the
Yoizuki”; he added that “if Press reports of the conditions were correct they indicated a
deplorable state of affairs.«**® However, members of the Legislative Assembly, from both
the ruling Labor party and the Opposition, demanded the government “to make a
searching investigation into conditions on the vessel”; one Labor member went as far as

declaring that “Australia should stand appalled at the disclosures™.**

The matter continued to escalate, and several days later Prime Minister Ben Chifley
personally announced that the Australian government had officially appointed and sent
four officials to conduct investigation of the Yoizuki when the latter made the next port of
call at Rabaul; the investigation would be led by Justice Simpson, of the Australian
Capital Territory Supreme Court, and Brigadier F. G. Galleghan, deputy director of the

126 Quoted from a statement made by Mr. E. V. Elliott, general secretary of the Seamen's Union, see

“Authorities Missed Opportunity”, Sydney Morning Herald, 7 March, 1946.

127 «Aythorities Missed Opportunity”, Sydney Morning Herald, 7 March, 1946.

128 Sir William John McKell (1891-1985), was first elected a member of the Legislative Assembly in 1917;
he led the Labor to victory in New South Wales in 1941, and again in 1944; he was appointed governor-
general in 1947. See Australian Dictionary of Biography, http://adb.anu.edu.au/biography/mckell-sir-
william-john-15293 (accessed October 15, 2016)

129 Disgrace Inflicted On Australia”, Sydney Morning Herald, 7 March, 1946.

130 «Jap Destroyer Unlikely to Be Recalled”, The Mercury, 8 March, 1946
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Commonwealth Investigation Branch, N.S.W.."*! A report was presented to the House of
Representatives, two weeks after the Yoizuki incident occurred at Sydney, which found
that 1,005 individuals were on the ship when it left Sydney on March 6, exceeding its
capacity limit of 800 persons.'”

And unexpectedly, the Yoizuki incident—as well as repatriation of the Taiwanese—
further turned into a confrontation between the Australian government and the Supreme
Commander for the Allied Powers (SCAP). Shortly after the incident was reported in the
media, Australian authorities tried to place the blame on SCAP. Australia’s Minister for
the Navy Norman Makin asserted that the Australian Government was simply following
“instructions given” by “the Supreme Allied Commander in Japan” to repatriate the

Taiwanese, “of whom Australia was only the custodian”.**?

But on the very next day, SCAP refuted the Australian assertion and placed the
blame squarely on the Australian government. Under the headline of “MacArthur
disclaims onus for Jap ship scandal”, a radio message by SCAP was reported, which
indicated an “outright denial that Allied authorities in Japan were responsible” for the
Yoizuki incident, and that “local authorities were responsible” for “crowding of women
and children” on the ship. *** While denying SCAP’s responsibilities for the Yoizuki
incident, the radio message further stated that SCAP was willing to help the Australian
authorities to resolve the incident; **°

Upon learning of the reported situation, Gen MacArthur immediately requested the
Australian military and naval authorities to disembark all women and children with
the males of their families at Rabaul or some other port nearer Sydney selected by
Australian officials and arranged for the Japanese hospital ship Hikawa Maru, a
former 11,000 tons NYK liner, to carry them the rest of their journey .

In response, Prime Minister Ben Chifley personally made a statement, insisting that
the Yoizuki and what happened on the ship should not be regarded as Australia’s
responsibilities:'”

Information from departments, supported by documentary evidence, appears to
indicate clearly that the control of shipping was a subject under die control of the
U.S. authorities.

At this point, the repatriation of Taiwanese internees via the Yoizuki had clearly
turned from a piece of Australian local news into an international controversy, and
possibly a diplomatic crisis with SCAP. However, Australia could not resolve the matter
without SCAP’s support. Thereby, Prime Minister Chifley (re-)defined the incident as

3L <y oizuki to be examined at Rabaul”, Sydney Morning Herald, 11 March, 1946.
132 <y oizuki Overcrowded by 2057, Sydney Morning Herald, 21 March 1946.
133 «Jap Destroyer Unlikely to be Recalled”, The Mercury, 8 March, 1946.

134 «“MacArthur Disclaims Onus for Jap Ship Scandal”, The Mercury, 9 March, 1946.

135 «“MacArthur Disclaims Onus for Jap Ship Scandal”, The Mercury, 9 March, 1946.
136 «Yoizuki to be Examined at Rabaul”, Sydney Morning Herald, 11 March, 1946.
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"an unfortunate misunderstanding”, and tried to find a common ground for cooperation
and extend an olive branch to SCAP with the following statement: '’

| do not propose to enter into any recriminations with the U.S. Authorities as to how
the present misunderstanding arose, because the Supreme Allied Commander,
General Douglas MacArthur, has been a, good friend to Australia, and indeed
generous in giving help in regard to shipping and many other ways.

4) Conclusion

In its sheer number, especially compared to the number of Japanese hikiagesha (overseas
returnees),**® the internment and repatriation of the Taiwanese was hardly a major event
of the Second World War, or for that matter, of the collapse of the Japanese Empire.
However, the very unique status of the Taiwanese and their experiences of internment
and repatriation helped to shed new light on the postwar reconstruction of East Asia.

The first issue was the conspicuous absence of Japanese authorities in the process.
Whether it was in Hong Kong or Australia, when the Taiwanese were interned and
subsequently repatriated, the Japanese nationals underwent the same process. While the
Taiwanese were interned, whether it was during or after the war, they were detained for
the reason of being “Japanese”. But, as soon as internment was underway, both the
British and Australian authorities took very conscious decision and action to separate the
Taiwanese from the Japanese. While the repatriation of the Japanese nationals is beyond
the scope of this study, it would be hard to verify and define the role played by the
Japanese authorities in that process. But based on the analysis above, in the handling of
the Taiwanese internees and the eventual repatriation, there was no trace of any Japanese
involvement. Further studies would be needed to confirm this, but preliminary studies
show that as former imperial/colonized subject, the Taiwanese were left unnoticed and
unattended by any Japanese authorities when the Empire disintegrated.

In contrast, the postwar government in Taiwan, the newly established Republic of
China (ROC) authorities, did play a role in the Australian case. Soon after the Yoizuki
incident, it was reported that the Chinese Legation in Australia held meetings with Prime
Minister Chifley and Minister for External Affairs (Herbert Vere) Evatt, then issued a
statement confirming that it had “confidence that the Australian Government would
induce Gen (General) MacArthur to take action necessary to protect the safety and health
of Formosans on the Japanese destroyer Yoizuki”.**® Furthermore, a representative from
the Chinese Legation, was tasked to fly to Rabaul to “be present as a representative of the
Chinese Government”; this person was regarded as “the sole member of the party from
Australia able to speak the Formosan dialect” and the only person able to carry out actual

137 «Yoizuki to be Examined at Rabaul”, Sydney Morning Herald, 11 March, 1946.
138 Statistics showed that more than 3 million Japanese civilians were repatriated from abroad back to Japan
after the War, see Lori Watt, When Empire Comes Home - Repatriation and Reintegration in Postwar

Japan (Cambridge : Harvard University Press, 2009).
139 «Jap Destroyer Unlikely to Be Recalled”, The Mercury, 8 March, 1946
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first-hand interviews” with those Taiwanese on the Yoizuki. **° This conspicuous absence
of Japanese authorities and presence of Chinese authorities in the repatriation of the
Taiwanese in Australia showed that, in the postwar reconstruction of East Asia, the
Chinese (ROC) government was rather active and eager to take opportunities to assert its
sovereignty (over the Taiwanese as its newly claimed subjects) and establish itself on the
international stage as a lawful and responsible player. This re-positioning of ROC, and
simultaneously the recriminations between Australia and SCAP in dealing with the
Yoizuki incident, should be understood in the larger context of negotiation and (re-
)balancing of power in postwar East Asia. What was at stake in the repatriation of the
Taiwanese and the Yoizuki incident was not the fate of the Taiwanese alone; instead, it
was the international legitimacy of several of the Allied Forces,*** and the denial of
Japan’s postwar legitimacy in dealing with former subjects of its Empire.

The second issue was related to the definition and re-definition of Taiwanese identity.
The case of Taiwanese in Hong Kong shows that before the war, while the Taiwanese
were legally Japanese subjects, some Taiwanese were keeping themselves away from
(being identified as) the Japanese. This dis-engagement from the Japanese contact
allowed the Taiwanese to maintain good relationships with the local population. However,
the outbreak of the war in 1941 and the subsequent Japanese military occupation
gradually made (most) people of Hong Kong resentful, if not antagonistic, against all
things Japanese. As a result, in the eyes of Hong Kong’s people and the British, the
Taiwanese were equally (responsible for the war carried out by the) Japanese; and as the
internment of the Taiwanese had demonstrated, this perception against the Taiwanese
continued well into the postwar era in Hong Kong.

The Taiwanese in Australia also experienced a process of having their identity re-
defined, but with very different result from their counterparts in Hong Kong. During the
war, as Taiwanese internees were transferred from the Dutch East Indies to Australia,
they were regarded as “enemy aliens” and confined in internment camps across Australia.
Immediately after the war, the internment of Taiwanese continued and thereby
demonstrated that the Taiwanese continued to be seen as “enemy”, like the Japanese,
waiting for repatriation. However, the Yoizuki incident in March 1946 re-defined the
Taiwanese in the eyes of the Australian public. Before the Taiwanese went on board the
vessel on March 6, 1946, they were considered Japanese to be repatriated; but soon after
the incident, the Taiwanese were re-defined as subjects worthy of sympathy, Australia’s
ally, and simply “Chinese, not Japanese”.

The contrast between Hong Kong and Australia in the postwar handling of
Taiwanese internment and repatriation led to the third issue, the effect of wartime
experiences, or war memories, in the postwar reconstruction of East Asia. The cases of
Hong Kong and Australia showed that wartime experiences of the host society played a
fundamental role in shaping the postwar perception of the Taiwanese and determining

140 <y oizuki to be Examined at Rabaul”, Sydney Morning Herald, 11 March, 1946.

Y1 For further discussion of ROC government’s postwar pursuit of international legitimacy, see Barak
Kushner, Men to Devils, Devils to Men: Japanese War Crimes and Chinese Justice (Cambridge, MA:
Harvard University Press, 2015)
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the fate of the Taiwanese internees. The British authorities as well as the people of Hong
Kong, having lived through the defeat and occupation in the hands of the Japanese,
clearly held a much stronger and longer-lasting sense of resentment against anything—
and anyone—*Japanese”, including the Taiwanese. In comparison, the Australian public
was more sympathetic than people of Hong Kong toward the interned Taiwanese, and
inclined to see the Taiwanese as citizens of ROC, thereby on “their” side (the Allied).

One major factor contributing to the difference in their postwar attitude toward the
Taiwanese between the people of Hong Kong and the people of Australia was that while
the former had close contact and conflict with the Taiwanese during the wartime, the
latter had no direct contact with the Taiwanese during the wartime because most
Taiwanese interned in Australia were not from Australia and were confined to the
selected internment camps. While it was clear that the Taiwanese interned in Australia
were considered “enemy aliens”, but his lack of direct interaction with the Taiwanese—
and thereby lack of conflict or resentment— made it much easier for the people of
Australia to overturn and overcome wartime animosity once the war ended.

Another major factor contributing to the different postwar perception of the
Taiwanese was the media. In Hong Kong, public opinion as expressed in newspapers
endorsed government’s decision to intern the Taiwanese as “enemy nationals”, and
further stirred up hostility against the Taiwanese. But in Australia, after the Yoizuki
incident, the media unanimously criticized the government and expressed sympathy
toward the Taiwanese, especially the women and children; this consequently turned the
public opinion friendly toward the Taiwanese and re-shaped public’s perception of the
Taiwanese.

Finally, the repatriation of the Taiwanese showed that the role and effect of media in
the postwar reconstruction of East Asia is another topic deserves further study. The
presence of Taiwanese women and children in the media reports of the Yoizuki incident
was particularly telling. As shown in this study, in the Taiwanese internment in Hong
Kong and Australia respectively, there were a significant number of women and children.
While media in Hong Kong did recognize the presence of women and children in the
internment, the actual faces and experiences of Taiwanese women and children did not
draw much attention in Hong Kong. On the contrary, Taiwanese women and children
was clearly the focus of Australia’s media reports of the Yoizuki incident; and reported
with vivid photographs, Australia’s media brought the actual faces and experiences of
Taiwanese women and children directly—and emotionally—to the Australian public, as
well as to government authorities. The effect of the media was so strong that the
Australian government was forced to take immediate action in dealing with the incident
and, more importantly, to appease mounting public anger. And unexpectedly, Australian
government’s appeasement to the public and response to the media criticism, by
stepping aside from responsibilities and placing the blame on SCAP, led to
recriminations with the latter and further escalated the Yoizuki incident into a diplomatic
confrontation. Of course, the media alone did not dictate domestic or international
affairs; however, the media did play a critical role in shaping and highlighting the
volatile and unpredictable condition of East Asia’s postwar reconstruction.

32



105 B LAEAT 52+ 4 & % 4 A 4

PR

105-2410-H-004-067-

PEEF e E ) PR TH AT R B4 0 1895-1950
ik
. o GRP D ESEFP R ERET AN
E 1L >
B N e E R R SR A T ST
R EFEEL L E)
(fehka ffos TEy Fhd AR )
(R AFE ) 51008 5 F24-
25 (2017&7% )
SIEDER 2l
Rl (C R BT AR T TR
Mend TR ) o (LAFEN)
5 2 » 994 > 7 24-25 (2017&5"* )
it g~ 0
%3 0] ~
Lde JE
PR 2 0| &
_ H 0| &
E] . Yo 0
7P
£ f48 ¢ 0
FTA/K % A 0
s A B 0
EMAR . o .
j;u% Bk ki 0
FHIBRLRT HE 0
¥ it 0
A tE 0
H 0
i+ i ol
/;I’h:;’
s o = =
(oA e LN S0l £ 8 B A488
AT 19451956 (4 AW J= 2 B 18 2
TEIEN 21) (E 4wt BRAY W § £
) o w458 (2017#2% ) - B 127-
148 > (xp = HA%H~)
@]5§4ﬁﬁ4 . k| “Left behind “When Empire Comes
“h " Home’ : Internment and Repatriation
of the Taiwanese in postwar Asia-
it g 1 Pacific” , paper presented at the
"Reconstruction of East Asia"
conference, University of
Cambridge, December 10-11, 2016




dt
e
o
e

2P AREOLA AR
LT) (BRowi3 &%
OIS (R R
) (R o op ok EED

27 ) > F108-132 (*p = &%

R

—
/1
y Sk

dpm
T
S
<
iy
ey Y —mle
-9 - oA
e
=4
ol

. DO
< o
— P\

FeFs

0

&

=&
oclo|lo|lo|lo|lo|lo|lo|lo|lo|lao|lo|lo |o

™

AN R SRR N Rl
1 4

KR B2 s BT T L
4

NP

A

=~ EHL_“\‘L \E" \\\Xr
%
|-
E/\
ht!
oy
P}

e F

(=
oclo|lo|lo|lolo|lo|lo

O
(2 R k2 & % hoyhsl B
CEEBE ERRELE AT AR
MR R H et g R PR B 2 B A
PRERIAE G FREHS] )




PRIHBIEE TP+ F 74

%ﬁpxm;*@&iwéﬁa‘«ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ R EUE R
E(&?E% +€v%"m*z\~,&a‘?%f.‘ei~§%‘é - HFELT ) AT
X Yl Rl S -%? AEFR (FEAESFLTEF ALY 57
?%f;g#_&ﬂﬁigﬁ’\*ﬁ | 5 2 %}iﬁu)g\ﬁféﬁkgfﬁfﬁ_?‘"i%— FEEG o
L ey M FERFHBAER ~ZFRYH PFRFRT- FEFR
Z Pk
[Ixd=p % GG > 21005 5 ')
(I =% 4 P
IS A
[J# # 5]
E
2. % $%_§Wﬂm%$ RIS G A Bl B AR L

%&U ] v ;%— P Fi-??— HimE P F%)

%ézlaaﬁ Oagsz+4 Ofs? O
? [ X D\z' f‘ﬂ—:‘ .;i

J}iﬁ l:' ’l.riﬁ I:‘/r'\:)\ﬂ .?i

Hw oo (12200% 5 *2)

B FEREMTHE S PUFLIAT A GHTE 6 FRAL S FLFRART R E
(@@hﬁ$%wAa\£%‘¢ﬁ‘%@ - ﬁ%F F vt 1500%
5 ')
R E S Biﬁ’*iQJLﬁg/ ARG R F Y R T B
% 7 ?aﬁ&éﬁw%ﬁ SRy R { R L bR E G
AT o ¥t T ol L/?’/\Jf‘—"rﬂ ArE APEHP L8 R R o e I R
qw1p1¢xﬁg,—<mﬁ FACFLOAA S V- g {RLH D

TSR gy o BAIFTIRT } A o

4, 3 B FIR
RN RS LR S AN RS FRNREEEE
(9% "& FoHIRERT ER BT L KA1 F M)
AFEFERELfIF 2 EABR I [)E L




