Nanjing memorial
History
Before the Nanjing Massacre Memorial Hall can be fully understood, the historical context surrounding the prelude and event itself need to be thoroughly understood. Prior to the attack on Nanjing in 1937, Japan had been flexing their imperialistic muscles in China for several years, with a great deal of success in terms of gains made. After the Meiji Restoration in 1871, Japan embarked on a series of westernization programs under the slogan of “Rich country, strong army” or “fukoku kyouhei” (富 (fu) 国 (koku) 強 (kyou) 兵 (hei)) which sought to bring Japan up to the standards of the west. With changes made also to the state religion, blending aspects of Confucian and Shinto ideology, a new national identity was formed around “loyalty to the emperor, whose office was elevated through Confucian orthodoxy and Shinto reverence, became the centre of the public ideology […] requiring a form of worship as the patriotic duty of all Japanese subjects” (Ray, 2021). This program was inspired and implemented because of a need to catch up to the west after Japan had witnessed China being beaten time and time again by western empires, and these losses resulting in the Unequal Treaties being imposed. With the introduction of a western-inspired constitution in 1889 declaring that:
The emperor was “sacred and inviolable”; he held the power to make war and peace and could dissolve the lower house at will. Political power effectively rested with the executive, which could claim to represent the imperial will. The Imperial Rescript on Education or “Kyōiku Chokugo” (教 (kyou) 育 (iku) 勅 (choku) 語 (go)) of 1890 ensured that future generations would unquestioningly defer to imperial will and authority (Ray, 2021).
Without having to delve too deeply into the political ramifications of this declaration, there is clear evidence of an imperial cult being formed around the royal family, which would arguably lead to the brutality that the Imperial Army fought with during the Sino-Japanese Wars and the Second World War. This fanaticism is present in a song from the Battotai detachment during the Satsuma Rebellion of 1877, which stayed in usage as a military song till the Second World War. The verse that shows the drive of the army best “Now is the time to die, Do not bring shame through delay, Until our enemy is destroyed, Forwards, forwards one and all” and “Those who have crossed the Emperor, Have never prospered, Until our enemy is destroyed, Forwards, forwards one and all” (RAR, 2020). Exploiting the ideals of Bushido, a national spirit of militarism was born and manifested itself in pride and imperial ambition to that equal the western empires which had exerted their influence in the Far East and on the wider global stage.
Skipping forward some decades to the First Sino-Japanese War in 1894, this saw the first external successes of their westernisation project as they demolished Chinese forces both on land and at sea. Whilst China and Japan had both agreed to respect Korean sovereignty, Japan exploited the Tonghak Uprising to station troops on the peninsula with no signs of withdrawing, which eventually led to the outbreak of hostilities, and the utter defeat of the Chinese. The Treaty of Shimonoseki imposed incredibly harsh demands on China:
both powers recognized the independence of Korea, and China ceded Formosa, the Pescadores, and the Liaodong Peninsula to Japan. In addition, Japan was granted all the rights enjoyed by European powers, and it received significant new economic concessions; new treaty ports were opened, and Japan received an indemnity of 200 million taels in gold in two instalments (Ray, 2021).
A similar type of war played out a decade later with the Russo-Japanese War of 1904-1905; seeing Japan steamroll a great European power. The terms of the Treaty of Portsmouth were not as harsh as those of Shimonoseki as they were partially negotiated by mediators, but the terms saw Japan become Asia’s rising sun, and no longer just in name. The treaty gave Japan official primacy in Korea. Russia was to surrender its economic and political interests in south Manchuria as well as ceding the southern half of Sakhalin. The victory over Russia represented the best outcome Japan could have hoped for: a nation once seen as lesser had defeated a European power more decisively than most other countries would have considered possible (Ray, 2021). All the prior events leading to the brutality of the Second Sino-Japanese War can be attributed to the prior expansionism of Japan. They were riding a tsunami of prior military successes and territorial gains; so naturally their introspective opinion would change to suit this new position: they were an empire on par with those of the west and had a right to assert their imperial dominance throughout East Asia. After the Mukden Incident, the Japanese seized Manchuria and 
“established the puppet state of Manchukuo in 1932 and installed the deposed Qing emperor Puyi as its titular head. [I]n the spring of 1934 a pronouncement from Tokyo in effect declared all China to be a Japanese preserve.” (McKenna, 2021).
After the Marco Polo Bridge incident, the Japanese began their war with China in July 1937 and quickly proved that they were much more capable in this war than their Chinese opponents, despite the formation of the United Front between the Communists and the Nationalists. With the capture of most of China’s important eastern seaports, the Japanese army set about attempting to form their control base, but the occupiers were “unsuccessful in inducing many Chinese to take office in the governments that it endeavoured to set up. Even there, Japan’s control was confined to the cities and the railway lines” (McKenna, 2021). This lack of cooperation on the part of the Chinese is fully understandable, given the position of being seen to aid the invaders and occupiers, but immeasurably compounded by the brutality of the situation presented to the occupied by the Rape of Nanking starting on December 13th, 1937. The sack lasted for 6 weeks and ended with a death toll estimated at 300,000 alongside the desolation of the city and numerous other crimes (Travel China Guide, 2020; China Discovery, 2021; Morgan, 2002, p. 237; Rowena, 2018). Azuma Shiro, a conscript who fought in the battle, describes the sack in his journal:
"There was a woman holding a child on her right arm... and another one on her left. We stabbed and killed them, all three - like potatoes in a skewer. I thought then, it's been only one month since I left home... and 30 days later I was killing people without remorse." (BBC News, 2005)
Yet despite this damning evidence, written by a soldier present, and an active participant in the massacre, there are deniers and revisionists that believe the massacre did not even occur, or China and ‘victor’s justice’ have skewed the figures to make Japan appear evil. Two Japanese scholars have put forward the argument that:
“The Prosecution claims that there were 550,000 soldiers and civilians together prior to the war within the city of Nanking and in the suburbs, and that the population decreased down to 170,000 by May 1938. But the reason of the decrease has not been explained yet” (Tadao & Yasuo, 2009, p. 108)
It is revisionist attitudes and claims of denial that make the topic of the Rape an incredibly difficult topic for modern China and Japan, as the latter has not formally apologised in a manner that has satisfied China and those within Japan who want the modern nation to come to terms with their imperial past.
Memorial
The Memorial Hall of the Victims in the Nanjing Massacre by Japanese Invaders was built near a site known as the Pit of Ten Thousand Corpses in 1985 (Rowena, 2018), and stands as China’s method of memorializing the massacre. A massive memorial divided into 4 distinct segments covers 120,000 square meters, with some parts of the museum and the Jiangdongmen Site becoming progressively darker and more disturbing the further into the section you enter (China Discovery, 2021; Rowena, 2018), as if trying to physically show the descent into depravity the massacre took. The first area people enter, the Outdoor Exhibition contains:
“full-size statues, Comfort Carving, flag tablet, monuments, Redeeming & Repentant Tablet, Wall of Victims, broken trees and walls of 1937, etc. Exuberant shrubs and lawns were planted among the statues and sculptures, to present a Chinese-style graveyard with the themes of life and death, grief and indignation.” (sic) (China Discovery, 2021)
This would be a relatively safe start for how the memorial will progress once you get further in, to places such as the Jiangdongmen site and the museum segment. From a perspective of teaching and informing, this method appears to be a good one because it shows aspects of what happened at the massacre without going into all the gory details that later segments of the memorial do. This would give those who are too young or of fainter heart an opportunity to still visit and understand what happened and still having the option to ‘back out’ so to speak, if the information is too distressing for them. The second area that visitors enter is the Jiangdongmen Site where:
“The remaining bones of victims in the massacre […] are exhibited in a coffin-shaped display hall of Memorial Hall to the Victims in the Nanjing Massacre. Another tomb-like exhibition hall, which is buried half underground, contains over 1000 items that illustrate the terrible tragedy” (Travel China Guide, 2020)
This part of the memorial is where the heavy details of what happened are openly displayed for visitors. Out of the remaining segments, this section has been described as to contain the ‘lighter’ aspects of the sack, saving the darkest parts for the deepest part of the museum tour. This feeling of descent into barbarism can also be felt within the third segment of the museum which has a unique construction, to better aid the telling of the story:
“half underground and half on ground, the museum was constructed like a tomb, and has collected more than 200,000 items of relics, documents, old photographs, and other objects related to the Nanjing Massacre, many of which were donated by Japanese members of the Japanese-Chinese Friendship Group.” (China Discovery, 2021)
This part of the memorial provides an interesting dichotomy: items have been donated by Japanese members of the friendship group, indicating that there clearly was some form of looting, but then there are the denial and revisionist camps in Japan who strongly oppose the idea of a sack and claim it is greatly exaggerated or entirely a fabrication. This point will be discussed later; but before then the last part of the memorial is:
“a peace-themed park for people and communities from around the world to communicate and pray for the world peace.” (China Discovery, 2021)
This part of the park is likely meant to be a relief and a place to quietly reflect on the prior exhibits, with a particular emphasis on the future, as was mentioned in the above quote. As a description of the whole memorial, it “was not built as a sign of indignation but a lasting memorial to the victims and a warning of history” (Travel China Guide, 2020) which in and of itself is a pertinent point; but it has become all the more important to memorialise because of the deniers and revisionists who challenge the record of what happened. 
Revision
The memorial hall that already stands is arguably in the best for it could realistically be in. It tells the story of what happened during the massacre in all the macabre details that are known, from what was written by westerners trying to save Chinese citizens, to Japanese war veterans coming forward with their testimonies, items taken back to Japan or in some cases their journals published or donated to the museum to help tell the story from the aggressor’s perspective. The best way of renegotiating and revising this memorial does not lie entirely with China, but rather with Japan. There are two main ways that the memorialisation of Nanjing can be revised: first, Japan as a nation need to come to terms with the outcome of the Tokyo Trial which can then lead on to the second point, which is the addition of the relevant information of the event into Japanese history textbooks and their wider education system.
The first point of contention lies with the Japanese response to the Tokyo Trial verdict. After the Japan’s surrender, the International Military Tribunal for the Far East (IMTFE) was set up to try Japan for their crimes during the war. In his analysis of the Tokyo Judgement, Timothy Brook states that “Going back to the IMTFE documents on Nanking will not resolve which interpretation is ‘true’. But it can serve another purpose, which is to understand how the tribunal chose to interpret the Rape of Nanking” (Brook, 2001, p. 673), which is a good place to start revisiting the topic, as the verdict of the IMTFE is still a very contentious issue in Japan to this day. Without yet closely examining the views of revisionists, let alone deniers, the facts of the massacre are present in modern China in the form of the museum, and recorded in history through all the photos, diaries, artefacts and testimonies of those who contributed to the museum. The largest asset to the revisionist camp is Justice Radhabinod Pal, and Brook elaborates on how “as a latecomer, Pal did not regard himself as bound by the agreement the original; nine made before his arrival to deliver a unanimous judgement” (The Tokyo Judgement and the Rape of Nanking, 2001, p. 685). Even one dissenting voice is plenty for a doubt to form around, and Pal provided the voice excellently, as he poked holes in the logic of the tribunal; with some of his main criticisms being the administration of victor’s justice instead of criminal justice and the bias inherent in those who were sitting on the trial (Brook, 2001, pp. 685-686). How these issues lend themselves to revision stems from the judgement’s perceived injustice from the perspective of the loser, Japan in this case; rather than facing what should have been an impartial trial on suspected war crimes had instead been given a rigged court who had agreed to convict unanimously on what little evidence there was of committed war crimes. The intention is not to defend Japanese revisionism, instead rather to highlight the inefficiency of how the Tokyo Trial was conducted. For lack of a better phrase, post-war Japan was in the midst of a national identity crisis; having risen from the end of the Tokugawa period to the imperial power in Asia, to then having their home islands torched by atomic bombs in the span of a little over a lifetime. The contested historiography of this even is noted on by James Burnham Sedgwick that this is “Due in large part to the disjointed narrative set at the IMTFE, ‘Rape of Nanking’ literature is typified by divergence rather than consensus and is defined more by vitriol and ideology than historical enquiry” (Memory on Trial: Constructing and Contesting the 'Rape of Nanking' at the International Military Tribunal for the Far East, 2009, p. 1232). The apparent ideological motivation of the Allies and the IMTFE stung Japanese national pride to the extent where modern school textbooks have edited how the events played out and contention runs high between Japan and China on a political level as well. 
The second biggest point for revising the Nanjing massacre, this one also resting with Japan, is the publishing of the accurate events in educational textbooks. Through a process of linguistic analysis, Christopher Barnard examined 88 Japanese history textbooks which have passed the Ministry of Education’s authorisation process. The greatest hurdle before this educational freedom can be cleared is that:
“There are important and vocal sections among the general public, the academic world, the highest levels of government, and the bureaucracy who maintain the war Japan fought from 1931-1945 was, to some extent at least, a just and justifiable war” (Barnard, 2001, p. 521).
And this perceived justness of casus belli in both public and political eyes creates the environment where textbooks and teachers alike must tread the line between what has been officially sanctioned by the Japanese government as “true” and what the rest of the world says is “true”. This issue alone might be difficult to manage, but it is made worse by some textbooks giving partial, vague and distant accounts of what happened. Barnard identifies 3 main criteria for criticism: the replacement of individualised Japanese soldiers with an amorphous organisation, a lack of individuals makes criticism of actions difficult (especially when the organisation no longer exists), and finally the separation in space and time of knowledge in that the people of Japan only knew about the atrocity long after it was committed (Barnard, 2001, pp. 522-523). Much of the backlash that these textbooks have received from sources outside Japan can be remedied relatively easy, if pride is set aside and the past faced in a respectful manner and this difficult aspect of Japanese, and by extension Chinese, history can be put to rest and the memorial can stand for its purpose of educating future generations about the atrocity; and likewise, if the Japanese textbooks were open and honest about what happened, those who learn about the incident can make their own opinions and be reasonably informed about the past. 
In conclusion, the Nanjing Memorial Hall already stands as a well-intentioned and thought-out memorial, which accurately and openly tells the story of the sacking of the city. But for the memorial to truly be ‘complete’ and to give closure to the victims along with their descendants, and the voices in Japan who want to atone for their ancestor’s aggression, needs Japan as a country both populace and government to be told the truth and for the politicians to properly apologise and teach the generations in schools the truth of what happened so it might never be repeated.
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