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Background 

 Lew Chewan (Ryukyuan)/ Okinawan (hereafter Okinawan) peoples are 

essentially independent and legal agents entitled to exercise the right to self-

determination that is guaranteed in the common article 1 of the International Covenant 

on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR) and the International Covenant Economic, Social 

and Cultural Rights (ICESCR). Only Okinawan peoples can determine the future of 

Okinawa.  

 Okinawans, who can trace their ethnic roots to the islands of Okinawa, are a 

distinct group of people. Today, Okinawan people live not only in the Okinawa Islands 

and Japan, but also throughout the world.  

 The process of Japanese colonization of Okinawa has its beginnings in the 

Satsuma invasion of 1609. This colonization was made complete with the Meiji 

(Japanese) government’s forcible annexation of Okinawa in 1879 (the so-called “Ryukyu 

Disposition”), which was an act that violated article 51 of the Vienna Convention on the 

Law of Treaties. Because of Japan’s forcible annexation and colonization, Okinawan 

people have become stateless minorities who have been subject to discrimination, 

exploitation, and subordination. History makes it clear that in 1945 Japan sacrificed the 

Okinawa Islands during its Pacific War with the U.S., thus turning the islands into a 

hell on earth, and later pawned the islands to the U.S. military in order to regain its own 

sovereignty in 1952. This led to 27 years of oppressive occupation by the U.S. military 

following the end of the war. Furthermore, although the Okinawan Islands account for 

only 0.6% of “Japanese territory,” they unwillingly host more than 70% of the U.S. 

military bases in Japan even after the so-called “reversion” to Japanese administration 

in 1972, which violated Article 8 of the Potsdam Declaration accepted by Japan on 14 

August 1945. In truth, this “reversion” was merely a re-annexation by secret agreements 

between the Japanese and the U.S. governments. Currently, the Japanese and the U.S. 

governments are violently pushing through construction of a NEW military base at 

Henoko in the northern part of Okinawa Island. These actions constitute further 

evidence of the continuing colonization and discrimination of Okinawan people. 

 
1  Ph.D. in International Public Policy. Part-time lecturer at Okinawa International 

University. 
2 Ph.D. candidate at UCLA, and 2nd generation Okinawan. 
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 Japanese people have exploited Okinawa for their own “peace and prosperity” 

for their future. We Okinawans shudder at the horror of future wars and fear that we 

will never be able to live in peace if this exploitation continues. Both the economic 

domination of Japanese corporations and the number of Japanese settlers continue to 

increase in Okinawa. Furthermore, the Japanese government’s plans for promotion and 

development have destroyed the Okinawan environment, while its assimilation policies 

have become firmly embedded in our minds. We remain enslaved due to these different 

forms of exploitation and oppression.  

  

 

Questionnaire from OHCHR 

1. Please indicate which mechanisms have been established in the concerned country to 

hold accountable persons accused of committing or bearing responsibility for gross 

violations of human rights and serious violations of international humanitarian law in 

colonial contexts. If such mechanisms were not adopted, please explain why. Please 

indicate the challenges and opportunities encountered in investigating, prosecuting and 

sanctioning such crimes.  

 

2. Please indicate which measures have been established in the concerned country to inquire 

on and establish the truth about gross violations of human rights and serious violations of 

international humanitarian law committed in colonial contexts. If such mechanisms were 

established, please indicate how was the outcome of the inquiries made public and 

conveyed to victims and civil society in the affected country as well as to civil society in the 

former colonizing power. If such mechanisms were not adopted, please explain why. Please 

indicate the challenges and opportunities encountered in this regard, whether victims and 

affected communities have been effectively consulted in the design and implementation of 

these measures, and whether a gender perspective was adopted.  

 

A) Japanese government’s invasion Ryukyu kingdom 

 In 1854, a Treaty of Amity between Okinawa and the U.S.3 was concluded. This 

was followed by similar treaties between Okinawa and France in 1855 and Holland in 

1859. The Japanese government withheld original copies of these three treaties during 

the so-called “Ryukyu Disposition,” which was a process whereby Okinawa was forcibly 

assimilated into Japan in the 1870s. Currently, the Japanese Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

 
3 US shows a copy of the Ryukyu-US Treaty and letters by Commodore Perry, Ryukyushimpo, 

http://english.ryukyushimpo.jp/2015/04/04/17747/ (accessed 1 May, 2021). 

http://english.ryukyushimpo.jp/2015/04/04/17747/
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holds the documents, but has declined to explain how they fell into its possession. 

 We believe that this Japanese government’s act of deprivation goes strongly 

against article 27 of the ICCPR and also against articles 8 (1, 2(a) & (d)) and article 11(1) 

of the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP). 

 On February 25th 2015, Kantoku Teruya, a member of the Japanese House of 

Representatives elected from Okinawa Prefecture, submitted a formal memorandum 

with questions to the Japanese government4 including the question of whether the 

Japanese government had recognized (the Kingdom of) Okinawa as an independent and 

sovereign nation when the so-called “Ryukyu Disposition,” or the forced assimilation of 

Okinawa into Japan, was initiated in 1879. On March 6th 2015, Japanese Prime Minister, 

Shinzo Abe, officially responded to this question5 by stating that it was difficult to 

answer clearly because the situation of Lew Chew Kingdom at that time was ambiguous. 

 The Japanese government’s answer is nothing but sophistry. Moreover, its 

denial of the historical existence of Okinawa as an independent nation grossly violates 

article 27 of the ICCPR and article 8 (1, 2(a) & (d)), 13 (1), and 15 (1) of the UNDRIP. 

 Given that culture is based on history, ignorance or the denial of history will 

result in the “destruction of culture” which in turn leads to “forced assimilation.” 

Okinawa was clearly an independent nation before 1879. As cited in this report, there 

exists physical evidence of Okinawan independence, which include the Treaties of Amity 

between Okinawa and the U.S. in 1854, France in 1855, and Holland in 1859. 

Additionally, the U.S. government even acknowledges on the official website of its own 

Department of State’s Office of the Historian, Bureau of Public Affairs that, “in the mid-

nineteenth century, however, Okinawa was an independent kingdom that specialized in 

trade between Japan and mainland Asia.”6 It also states that “Japan directly took over 

the Okinawa Islands in 1879, making them a part of Japan” on the same website. 7 

 The Japanese government should officially and immediately admit the 

 
4 衆議院 HP、琉球王国の歴史的事実と認識に関する質問主意書（The House of Representatives, 

Japan HP, Questionnaire on Historical Facts and Recognition of the Kingdom of Ryukyu by 

TERUYA Kantoku ）

https://www.shugiin.go.jp/internet/itdb_shitsumon.nsf/html/shitsumon/a189097.htm 

(Japanese only, accessed 2 May, 2021). 
5 衆議院 HP、衆議院議員照屋寛徳君提出琉球王国の歴史的事実と認識に関する質問に対する答

弁書  (The House of Representatives, Japan HP, ABE Shinzo’s reply to the TERUYA 

Kantoku’s question about historical facts and recognition of the Kingdom of Ryukyu) 

https://www.shugiin.go.jp/internet/itdb_shitsumon.nsf/html/shitsumon/b189097.htm 

(Japanese only, accessed 2 May, 2021). 
6 The USA Office of the Historian HP, A Guide to the United States’ History of Recognition, 

Diplomatic, and Consular Relations, by Country, since 1776: Lew Chew (Loochoo) 

https://history.state.gov/countries/lew-chew (accessed 2 May, 2021). 
7 Ibid. 

https://www.shugiin.go.jp/internet/itdb_shitsumon.nsf/html/shitsumon/a189097.htm
https://www.shugiin.go.jp/internet/itdb_shitsumon.nsf/html/shitsumon/b189097.htm
https://history.state.gov/countries/lew-chew
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historical existence of Okinawa as an independent nation and apologize for its forced 

assimilation of Okinawa into Japan in the 1870s.  

 The Japanese government should officially and immediately encourage the 

publishing of textbooks that include the historical existence of Okinawa as an 

independent nation. 

 

B) The right to the repatriation of the human remains of Okinawan peoples 

 At least 26 human skeletons were taken from tombs in Okinawa and have 

remained unreturned for more than 75 years. 8 This is unacceptable even if they were 

allegedly taken for research purposes. It has been discovered that these Okinawan 

skeletons were taken by Japanese anthropologists conducting research in Okinawa in 

1928 and 1929 and are being kept at Kyoto University. Another 33 human skeletons of 

Okinawans are being stored at the National Taiwan University, which was originally a 

Japanese imperial university in Taiwan before the end of World War II. These are only 

two of the more well-known reports of skeletons being taken from Okinawa and not 

returned. Kyoto University representatives responded with the statement: “We will not 

be taking any questions regarding this matter.” This matter exceedingly violates article 

12 of the UNDRIP. 

 The Japanese government should immediately and thoroughly investigate this 

matter and return these human skeletons to Okinawa. 

 

C) The U.S. military base issues in Okinawa 

 The U.S. military bases account for 15% land areas in Okinawa Island which is 

home to over 90% of Okinawa’s population. These military bases were established in 

1945 during the Battle of Okinawa, and the U.S. marine corps moved from mainland 

Japan to Okinawa between the 1950s and 1970s 9  without any consultation with 

Okinawans.  

 

1 Violating the right of adequate housing and right to return 

 When the leases of landowners of property on U.S. military bases expired in 

April 1996 to May 1997, some refused to renew the lease agreements as acts of anti-war 

 
8 Removed during the early Showa Era, 26 Ryukyuan skeletons found at Kyoto University, 

Ryukyushimpo, 16 February, 2017, http://english.ryukyushimpo.jp/2017/02/22/26505/ 

(accessed 2 May, 2021). 
9  Asahi shinbun digital （ 朝 日 新 聞 デ ジ タ ル ） , 27 April, 2013, 

http://www.asahi.com/special/news/articles/SEB201304270003.html (Japanese only, 

accessed 2 May, 2021). 

http://english.ryukyushimpo.jp/2017/02/22/26505/
http://www.asahi.com/special/news/articles/SEB201304270003.html
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protest. In case such as these, mayors of the relevant municipality or the prefectural 

governor can sign military land leases as proxy. However, then governor, Masahide Ota, 

refused to sign the leases as proxy and the Prime Minister filed a lawsuit to enforce 

execution of the proxy order by the governor. The case was tried in the Supreme Court 

with the prefectural side losing the appeal of the case in 1995.  

 After the case, the Japanese government revised Agreement Between Japan 

and the US Concerning New Special Measures Relating to Article XXIV of the 

Agreement under Article VI of the Treaty of between Japan and the US, Regarding 

Facilities and Areas and the Status of United States Armed Forces in Japan. 10 

Attendant upon the Enforcement of the "Agreement under Article VI of the Treaty of 

Mutual Cooperation and Security between Japan and the United States of America 

regarding Facilities and Areas and the Status of United States Armed Forces in Japan" 

in 1996. The law technically applied only to Okinawa. In mainland Japan, about 87% of 

the land used for U.S. military facilities and training areas is owned by the national 

government, while this proportion is about 23% in Okinawa. The remaining 77% of 

militarized land in Okinawa is owned by the prefecture, municipalities and private 

citizens. Of this 77%, 40% remains owned by displaced private citizens.11 This fact 

implies that the U.S. military’s occupation of private lands violates adequate housing 

rights contained in Article 11 of ICESCR, and its General Comment 4 (1991), the Right 

to Return contained in UN General Assembly Resolution 181, as well as Article 4 of the 

Geneva Convention.  

 The construction of the NEW U.S. military base in Henoko Village of Nago City 

on Okinawa Island has been protested it since 1995, when the U.S. and Japanese 

governments established The Japan-U.S. Special Action Committee on Okinawa, which 

was set up in order to discuss base cutbacks and consolidation in Okinawa. Okinawans 

have carried out prefectural citizen’s referendums on the new base twice, once in 1995 

and again in 2019. Both voting results opposed construction of the new base. 12 Even 

when the results came out, Tokyo did not support the will of the Okinawan people. The 

Okinawa Prefectural Government submitted several reports on the environment of Oura 

Bay, atop which the new base is being constructed, to the Japanese and U.S. 

governments. 13  Furthermore, the Okinawa Prefectural Government filed lawsuits 

 
10 https://www.mofa.go.jp/mofaj/gaiko/treaty/pdfs/treaty164_1d.pdf (accessed 6 May, 2021). 
11  Okinawa prefectural HP, US military base issues in Okinawa, https://dc-

office.org/basedata (accessed 1 May, 2021). 
12 Ryukyushimpo, http://english.ryukyushimpo.jp/2019/02/26/29999/ (accessed 1 May, 2021). 
13  Henoko Base Construction Countermeasures Division Executive Office,  

https://www.pref.okinawa.jp/site/chijiko/henoko/english.html (accessed 2 May, 2021). 

https://www.mofa.go.jp/mofaj/gaiko/treaty/pdfs/treaty164_1d.pdf
https://dc-office.org/basedata
https://dc-office.org/basedata
http://english.ryukyushimpo.jp/2019/02/26/29999/
https://www.pref.okinawa.jp/site/chijiko/henoko/english.html


6 

 

several times regarding the base construction (including land reclamation) in Henoko. 14 

In all of these cases Okinawa was defeated. The judiciary has ruled in favor of the 

National Government over the will of the people, which is contrary to democracy. After 

these judicial cases, the Japanese Government started construction on December 14th 

2019. In addition, the Japanese Government is currently planning to use the soil extracted from 

the southern part of Okinawa Island, where there are known concentrations of the remains of 

those who died in the Battle of Okinawa15, for the landfilling activities in Henoko. 16  

 The Japanese Government should immediately stop the U.S. military construction in 

Henoko and set up consultation with citizens, the Mayor of Nago, and the Okinawa Prefectural 

Government, which must respect FPIC. The Japanese Government should immediately and 

thoroughly investigate the soil in which remains of the war dead have been found, and return 

these human skeletons to the Okinawan and other families to whom they belong. 

 

2 Sex crimes and other incidents and crimes related the U.S. military bases 

 Since 1945 when the U.S. military bases were established in Okinawa, 

Okinawans have suffered from sex crimes17 and other incidents related the U.S. military 

presence. It is difficult to know exactly how many sex crimes have occurred18 because 

the victims feel shame. In cases where incidents have been reported, however, it has been 

difficult for Okinawans to bring these cases to court due to Article 17 of the Japan-U.S. 

Status of Forces Agreement, which defines the status of U.S. forces in Japan (SOFA) in 

accordance with the Japan-U.S. Security Treaty. To protect U.S. servicemen and 

servicewomen who cause incidents or accidents from prosecution, the Japan-US SOFA 

limits the judicial power of Japan. The U.S. side has primary jurisdiction for incidents 

and accidents caused by U.S. soldiers on official business, while Japan has primary 

jurisdiction for incidents outside of official business and for incidents and accidents that 

 
14 Supreme Court quashes Okinawa's appeal to thwart Futenma base relocation in pref., The 
Mainichi, 27 March, 2020,  

https://mainichi.jp/english/articles/20200327/p2a/00m/0na/011000c (accessed 2 May, 2021). 
15 These remains are not only of Okinawans, but also of Japanese and U.S. soldiers, Koreans 

etc.; ＳＴＯＰ！ ＨＥＮＯＫＯ 沖縄から北上田毅さん・具志堅隆松さんを迎え 政府交渉 ＆ 院

内集会 (Stop! Henoko Mr. KITAUEDA Tsuyoshi and Mr. GUSHIKEN Takamatsu negotiating 

Japanese government and in-house assembly), 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=endRABhgnA4 (Japanese only, accessed 2 May, 2021). 
16 Soil to build new US airbase on Okinawa 'contains remains of war dead', Guardian, 22 

March, 2021, https://www.theguardian.com/world/2021/mar/22/okinawa-us-airbase-soil-war-

dead-soldiers-japan (accessed 2 May, 2021). 
17 Okinawan women's civic group chronicles sex crimes by U.S. military, the Japan times, 18 

March, 2021, https://www.japantimes.co.jp/news/2021/03/18/national/social-issues/okinawa-

women-military-violence/ (accessed 2 May, 2021). 
18 Reported about 120 cases, but its are the tip of the iceberg. 

https://mainichi.jp/english/articles/20200327/p2a/00m/0na/011000c
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=endRABhgnA4
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2021/mar/22/okinawa-us-airbase-soil-war-dead-soldiers-japan
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2021/mar/22/okinawa-us-airbase-soil-war-dead-soldiers-japan
https://www.japantimes.co.jp/news/2021/03/18/national/social-issues/okinawa-women-military-violence/
https://www.japantimes.co.jp/news/2021/03/18/national/social-issues/okinawa-women-military-violence/
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occur off base. However, as a general rule, the U.S. military takes custody of suspected 

U.S. soldiers on the base until they are prosecuted by the Japanese side, and restrictions 

are placed on the Japanese side's authority to investigate and arrest. 

 

 The Japanese Government should immediately consult with the U.S. to revise 

the Japan-US SOFA. 

 

D) Racial discrimination and legislative protection 

 In 2012, Japan agreed to “strengthening legislative protection from racial 

discrimination and discrimination based on sexual orientation” and “human rights 

training of public officials” (A/HRC/22/14, paras. 147.34 & 147.115). 19 Although Japan's 

first anti-hate speech law passed in the Diet in May of 2016, this law does not cover 

racial discrimination or include a penalty clause. 20 

 On October 18th 2016, two Japanese riot police officers dispatched from Osaka 

Prefecture to Okinawa directed discriminatory statements such as “dojin”21  toward 

Okinawans who were protesting U.S. military base construction in the Okinawan village 

of Takae. 22 Although their hate speech violates article 195 of the Penal Code of Japan, 

the officers only received a formal reprimand, which was the lightest punishment 

possible, after they were sent back to Osaka Prefecture. Yosuke Tsuruho, Japanese 

Minister of State for Okinawa and Northern Territories Affairs, has repeatedly denied 

that words such as “dojin” can be considered discriminatory speech. These matters go 

against Article 4 of the ICERD and also against Article 2 of the UNDRIP. 

 

E) Denying Okinawa (Lew Chew)’s Cultural rights 

 In 2007, UNDRIP was adopted by the General Assembly of the United Nations. 

(A/RES/61/295). In 2008, the Human Rights Committee concluded that Japan “should 

expressly recognize the Ainu and Ryukyu/Okinawa as indigenous peoples in domestic 

legislation, adopt special measures to protect, preserve and promote their cultural 

heritage and traditional way of life, and recognize their land rights. It should also provide 

 
19 http://www.un-documents.net/a61r295.htm (accessed 2 May, 2021). 
20 http://www.moj.go.jp/content/001184402.pdf (Japanese only, accessed 2 May, 2021). 
21 “Dojin” literally means “local people” in Japanese. However, the meaning changed after 

Japanese used it against Ainu people, especially when the Japanese government created a 

law called “the Hokkaido Former Natives Protection Law” (Hokkaido Kyu-Dojin Ho) in 1899. 

This law was nothing but a humiliating discriminatory law that used the term “dojin” as a 

derogatory epithet for the Ainu people in its title. From this historical perspective, we can 

see that the word “dojin” has roots in racial discrimination against the Ainu people. 
22 http://english.ryukyushimpo.jp/2016/10/25/25932/ (accessed 2 May, 2021). 

http://www.un-documents.net/a61r295.htm
http://www.moj.go.jp/content/001184402.pdf
http://english.ryukyushimpo.jp/2016/10/25/25932/


8 

 

adequate opportunities for Ainu and Ryukyu/Okinawa children to receive instruction in 

or of their language and about their culture, and include education on Ainu and 

Ryukyu/Okinawa culture and history in the regular curriculum.” (CCPR/C/JPN/CO/5, 

para. 32). 23 

 In 2010, the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination (CERD) 

concluded that “while highlighting that UNESCO has recognized a number of Ryukyu 

languages (2009), as well as the Okinawans’ unique ethnicity, history, culture and 

traditions, the Committee regrets the approach of the state party to accord due 

recognition to Okinawa’s distinctness and expresses its concern about the persistent 

discrimination suffered by the people of Okinawa. It further reiterates the analysis of 

the special rapporteur on contemporary forms of racism that the disproportionate 

concentration of military bases on Okinawa has a negative impact on residents’ 

enjoyment of economic, social and cultural rights (art. 2, 5).” (CERD/C/JPN/CO/3-6, para. 

21). 24 

 In 2012, Japan reported that “people who live in Okinawa and natives of 

Okinawa are Japanese nationals.” (CCPR/C/JPN/6, para. 337). 25 In 2014, the Human 

Rights Committee concluded that Japan “should take further steps to revise its 

legislation and fully guarantee the rights of Ainu, Ryukyu and Okinawa communities to 

their traditional land and natural resources, ensuring respect for their right to engage 

in free, prior and informed participation in policies that affect them and facilitating, to 

the extent possible, education for their children in their own language.” 

(CCPR/C/JPN/CO/6, para. 26). 26 

 In 2014, the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination (CERD) 

concluded that “the Committee regrets the position of the State party in not recognizing 

the Ryukyu/Okinawa as indigenous peoples, despite recognition by UNESCO of their 

 
23 

https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=CCP

R%2FC%2FJPN%2FCO%2F5&Lang=en 
24 

https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=CER

D%2FC%2FJPN%2FCO%2F3-6&Lang=en (accessed 2 May, 2021). 
25 

https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=CCP

R%2FC%2FJPN%2F6&Lang=en (accessed 2 May, 2021). 
26 The State party should ensure that stereotypes regarding the roles of women and men in 

the family and in society are not used to justify violations of women’s right to equality before 

the law. The State party should, therefore, take urgent action to amend the Civil Code 

accordingly (CCPR/C/JPN/CO/6), 

https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=CCP

R/C/JPN/CO/6&Lang=En (accessed 2 May, 2021). 

https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=CERD%2FC%2FJPN%2FCO%2F3-6&Lang=en
https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=CERD%2FC%2FJPN%2FCO%2F3-6&Lang=en
https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=CCPR%2FC%2FJPN%2F6&Lang=en
https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=CCPR%2FC%2FJPN%2F6&Lang=en
https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=CCPR/C/JPN/CO/6&Lang=En
https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=CCPR/C/JPN/CO/6&Lang=En


9 

 

unique ethnicity, history, culture and traditions. While noting measures taken and 

implemented by the State party concerning the Ryukyu — based on the Act on Special 

Measures for the Promotion and Development of the Okinawa and the Okinawa 

Promotion Plan — the Committee is concerned that sufficient measures have not been 

taken to consult Ryukyu representatives regarding the protection of their rights. The 

Committee is also concerned by information that not enough has been done to promote 

and protect the Ryukyuan languages, which are at risk of disappearance, and that 

education textbooks do not adequately reflect the history and culture of the Ryukyu 

people (art. 5).” (CERD/C/JPN/CO/7-9, para. 21).27 

 In 2016, Japan released “Comments by the Government of Japan regarding the 

Concluding Observations of the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination 

(CERD/C/JPN/CO/7-9)” and said “we understand that people in Okinawa have inherited 

a unique culture and tradition over their long history. However, the Government of Japan 

recognizes only the Ainu people as indigenous people in Japan.”28 

 The latest comprehensive poll29 conducted by a local newspaper company in 

Okinawa in October and November 2016 showed that the percentage of the Okinawan 

peoples who answered “Okinawa (Lew Chew) should remain a part (prefecture) of Japan” 

shrank to less than a half (46.1%), which marked a substantial decrease of 15.7% 

compared to the previous poll in 2011. 

 
27 Comments by the Government of Japan regarding the Concluding Observations of the 

Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination (CERD/C/JPN/CO/7-9) 

https://www.mofa.go.jp/files/000190869.pdf (accessed 2 May, 2021). 
28 Ibid. 
29 Ryukyu Shimpo survey reveals 35% of Okinawans favor increased autonomy, less than 

half support status quo, Ryukyushimpo, 1 January, 2017, 

http://english.ryukyushimpo.jp/2017/01/11/26302/ (accessed 2 May, 2021). 

https://www.mofa.go.jp/files/000190869.pdf
http://english.ryukyushimpo.jp/2017/01/11/26302/

