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Executive Summary of the Report 

 

Outline This program "Social Science Region Making in East Asia” was designed as an 

exchange-based joint research program between the Center for Southeast Asian Studies, Kyoto 

University and Thammasat University.  It has involved social scientists from twelve countries and 

101 organizations, from disciplines such as political science, political economy, economics, 

anthropology, history and sociology, in nine projects of 3-4years length.   

In the post-war half century, the East Asian countries have developed by accepting U.S. hegemony 

as institutionally built-in to their systems.  In the first half of this program, we attempted to 

examine this process and how networks have been formed under this institutional development. The 

key terms were hegemony, network, technocracy, the rise of middle classes, market and economic 

alliance.  Upon the foundation of the analysis of institutional development, in the latter half, we 

turned our attention to ways in which leadership and social relations at the foundation of Southeast 

Asian societies have managed even as legal and state institutions may not be so strong.  The key 

words in the latter half were entrepreneurship, populism, changing families, Asian international 

economic order.  While the research projects were mostly three-year units, the ten year span 

allowed us to build upon the frameworks and questions arising from earlier projects to form the 

foundation for the ensuing projects, such that we were able to accumulate knowledge and 

understanding as well as respond to the needs of current social phenomena. 

Research networks  Due to the width of the theme, we were able to involve researchers of wide 

interest not only from Thailand, but Indonesia, Malaysia, the Philippines and other countries 

including Korea, China and Taiwan.  During the decade of this program, there was incredible 

academic progress in the region, such that academic exchange has become increasingly stimulating 

and fruitful, leading to substantial output in the form of joint publications.  Japan’s role as hub in 

the academic networking in the region has become increasingly important.  

Research outcome Without falling in the trap of disciplinary pigeon-holes, the program has allowed 

us to explore relevant topics with width and depth through the sharing of common questions and 

frameworks, and this has led to substantial output, first as workshop proceedings, and subsequently 

as book publications from each project.  So far we have 6 published volumes, 6 currently in press 

or editing, and 2 manuscripts almost read for review. 

Future prospects  The framework set up in this program has proven useful in understanding the 

region from a longspan and will enable us to tackle some newly rising issues.  Based on these fruits, 

we will in the next Asian Core program, pursue the Southeast Asian model of alternative 

development.  In response to the changes in the mapping of academism on Southeast Asian area 

studies, we will actively seek further academic network and exchange and our positioning within it.  


