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Until recently, most modern frameworks to understand and examine actions and
forces across political and territorial borders have been based on the notion that the
nation-state was the basic unit. This was evident in the ideas of 'international law',
'international society', 'international relations', 'international conventions',

and 'international organization'. Here, 'international' meant lateral, horizontal
relations across nation-states.

While the rise of global history shifted a focus to empires, it is more common to see a
vertical analysis of an empire, rather than an analysis of lateral empires. Furthermore,
while diverse forms of imperial polities have been discussed as actors in an intra-
empire context, it is most unusual to treat these imperial polities (other than the
imperial governments at the metropoles) as 'independent' actors at an 'international'
stage. | have stressed the significance of these lateral, horizontal relations across these
imperial polities in Asia in the first half of the twentieth century, but | would like to
open the discussion to the floor, and ask the following questions:

e In your research area, are there cases in which actions and/or
forces across imperial polities occurred?

e Could these actions/forces be understood within a national—
international framework?

e Do these actions/forces reveal something which could not be
captured by the conventional frameworks of international law,
international relations, or international organizations?

e Is a national-international framework peculiar to a certain period, and
a certain geographical space, and an anomaly than a norm?

e Does 'Asia’ present a unique case in this context where lateral
empires’ relations dominated until recently, or is it similar to the other
regions which were largely filled with imperial polities until the mid—
late 20th century?
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