Social
Science

Current Issues in Conte

FUJIWARA Kiichi
Imagining the Past,
Remembering the Future
Page 3

Gerhard LEHMBRUCH

The Segmentation of Government
in Comparative Perspective

Page 6

NISHIDA Yoshiaki

From a Train Window: Why is Japanese Farmland
so Different from that in Europe?

Page 10

Research Reports

Sung-Jo PARK

The International Automotive Industry
- is Toyotaism Dead?

Page 22

Cheng-Chemg CHEN

Technology Transfer -

Changes in the Performance Paradigm
Page 24

Internet Guide Page 20
Events Page 26
Conference Information

Number 3
April 1995

Newsletter of the Institute of Social Science
University of Tokyo

ISSN 1340-7155

Social Science Paradigms

HIROWATARI Seigo
The development of legal theory in postwar Japan
Page 12

TABATA Hirokuni

From Collectivism to Individualism:

A Paradigm Shift in Japanese Labor Law Theory
Page 16

MOHRI Kenzo

The “Impenetrable Mystery" of

Market and Organization in Japan

Page 18

20th Century System Project

HASHIMOTO Juré
Japan and Asia in the World System
Page 32

Reviews

Political Reform and Constitutional Change
Page 28

The White Paper on the Economy
Page 31




EDITORIAL NOTES

Personal Names
All personal names are given in the
customary order in the native language
of the person, unless otherwise
requested. Hence in Japanese names
the family name is given first, e.g.,
Taniguchi Hiromi, and in Western
names the family name is given
second, e.g., Linford Christie.

Romanization
Due to software limitations circum-
flexes are used in place of macrons,
and omitted on capital letters.

Photographs by
MORITA Hidetsugu
Andrew DEWIT
Jonathan LEWIS

Copyright © by the Institute of Social
Science, University of Tokyo.
All rights reserved.

Social Science Japan is published by

The Information Center for Studies in Japanese Society
Institute of Social Science, University of Tokyo

Information Center Committee:
KUDO Akira (Chairman)
NISHIDA Yoshiaki

HIRASHIMA Kenji
Jonathan LEWIS

Distribution
Free airmail subscriptions are available to institutions and indiviuduals. Social Science
Japanis also available by electronic maif and on the World Wide Web (see back cover).

All enquiries to:

Social Science Japan

Institute of Social Science, University of Tokyo

Hongo 7-3-1, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo 113 JAPAN

Tel 81-[0]3-3812-2111 extension 4924 Fax 81-[0]3-3816-6864
Electronic mail: ssjinfo@iss.u-tokyo.ac.jp

The next issue is planned for August 1995,
with a special focus on Japan and Asia

Also published this month...

Annals of the Institute of Social Science, No.36 (1994)

Paulo TRIVELLATO

Some Notes on Training and Skills Formation in Italy and Japan
KIKKAWA Takeo

Do Japanese Corporations Derive Their Competitive Edge from the
Intervention of Government, Corporate Groups, and Industry Associations?
KUDO Akira

A Partnership of Imbalance: Changes in Japan-European Economic
Relations

WAKITA Shigeru

The Formation of Rational Expectations in the Rice Futures Market of
Dojima, Osaka, in the Tokugawa Period

University of Tokyo Institute of Social Science Occasional Papers

The above articles are also available as Occasional Papers. Other recent
Occasional Papersinclude:
NISHIDA Yoshiaki

The Rise and Decline of the Farmers’ Movement and Transformation of the

Rural Community in Postwar Japan
Labour Problems and Social Policy Series, No.19, September 1994

HASHIMOTO Juro

The Formation of the Japanese-type Corporate System
Capitalist Economies and International Relations Series, No.10, March 1995

For further details of the Annals, Occasional Papers and other ISS publications, please contact:

Page 2

The Publications Committee, Institute of Social Science
University of Tokyo
7-3-1 Hongo, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo 113 JAPAN

Social Science Japan April 1995



urrent
o
ssues
n

Imagining the Past, Context
Remembering the Future

FUJIWARA Kiichi

J APANESE politicians, it seems, will do anything but face their
war crimes, and will even try to justify them. The Japanese
Foreign Ministry has persuaded the American government not
to invite Prime Minister Murayama to Pearl Harbor, arguing that it
would “harm the relationship between the two nations.” A member of
the Hosokawa cabinet said the Nanking massacre was a myth. And a
steady stream of cabinet ministers, Dietmembers, and leading
journalists have claimed that Japan liberated Asia from the colonial
powers.

These statements might suggest that the Japanese, unlike the Germans,
have never confronted their past in an objective manner. However,
such was not always the case. Japanese “amnesia” about the war,
exemplified in the above comments, has emerged as a part of a
revisionist literature which argues that mainstream Japanese
historians, and intellectuals generally, were wrong in their postwar
denunciation of the Japanese military and its actions. The revisionists,
such as former Minister of Education Fujio and former Minister of
Justice Nagano, are so zealous that they keep whitewashing Japan’s
role in the war even at the risk of losing office (in fact, their insistence
that little killing took place in Nanking is correct: the worst massacres
happened in the suburbs of Nanking). Justification of the war is a recent
development in postwar intellectual history, although one may rightly
argue that the arguments are logical extensions of the infamous prewar
Ajiashugi, or “Asianism.”

The new surge of nationalism has been in part fostered by the recent
industrial development of East Asia. Pointing to the region’s rapidly
growing economies, nationalist-revisionists argue that the East has
prevailed over the West, and that the Pacific War was only an initial
step in this direction. By arguing this, they confirm something Namier
once wrote:

“One would expect people to remember the past and to imagine the future, [blut in
fact, when discoursing or writing about history, they imagine it in terms of their
own experience ... Hhey imagine the past and remember the future.”!

The new nationalists are certainly imagining their past — in a manner
that suits their egos.

Pacifism and Hypocrisy

Yet even as the revisionist-nationalists sought to invent a glorious war

in the past, the pacifists (myself included) might have been | qyis Namier, “Symmetry and
remembering the future. The Peace Issue (heiwa mondai) was, after all,
the cornerstone of postwar political thought in Japan. One has only to
look at Maruyama’s brilliant account of Japanese fascism to see how Macmillan, 1942,

Repetition”, in his Conflicts. London:
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2 Maruyama Masao, Thought and Behaviour

in Modern Japanese Politics. Oxford:

Oxford University Press, 1963.

During the past decade, however,
Japanese historians have produced an
impressive range of documents and
academic studies of Japanese colonial
and/or military rule in Asia. See, for

example;

[F R A& R (Modem Japan
and the Colonies), 8 vols. . %E%E .
1992-93%.

BRES [ERTOY+IENOD
E”é (Transformation of a Javanese
Village under Japanese Occupation) .
SRit. 1992%
BADSHBCET S EE A
24 —5 LM (BT« ULy
Jj%ﬁ (The Japanese Occupation of the
Philippines). HEZ®E . 19947 .
ISBN 4-8447-8370-X.

lan Buruma, The Wages of Guilt:
Memories of War in Germany and Japan.
New York: Farrar Straus Giroux, 1994,

p.96.
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Imagining the Past, Remembering the Future continued

the postwar denunciation of wartime leaders was essential to the
construction of a war-free Japan.

Maruyama'’s critique of fascism led to his famous defense of the
Constitution’s Article 9, which bans the maintenance of armed forces
in Japan, and has served as a guiding light for a whole generation of
scholars, students, and citizens. The arguments of Japanese pacifism
are simple: all wars betray noble purposes, militarism is the worst
enemy of democracy, and we must struggle to eliminate any legacy of
militarism from our soil in order to establish a full-fledged
democracy. Moreover, the establishment of democracy is essential to
avoid future wars; but a government enmeshed in Cold War
institutions and US-dominated foreign policy is not a democracy,
even though its formal political procedures may make it seem one.
Hence the rebellion against the Security Treaty with the Americans
and the widespread antinuclear movements.

I grew up in this pacifist intellectual environment, but now I am
puzzled by its hypocrisies. It says little about the atrocities committed
by the Japanese military abroad.’ It also has little to say about the kind
of foreign policy necessary to establish a war-free community of
nations. As pacifists, we were supposed to defend our constitution
against the Cold Warriors and the Americans; but it was the
American Occupation forces who virtually dictated the draft of our
Constitution. The Japanese almost always appeared as victims of war,
victims of the irresponsible militarist government. We used
Hiroshima as a symbol of antinuclear peace, but seldom referred to
Nanking or, for that matter, Manila. While we proclaimed our
victimization, outside Japan very few people cared to hear about
Japanese suffering during the war.

Hiroshima

lan Buruma focuses on such hypocrisies, and dubs Hiroshima “the
exclusive site of Japanese victimhood.”! To Buruma, Hiroshima is a
Japanese attempt to obfuscate war crimes by presenting themselves
as victims. Much as I detest Buruma’s naive belief in just wars, I can
only agree with his assessment of the role Hiroshima has played in
our minds.

There is something very moving, however, in the way the Japanese
are horrified by memories of Hiroshima. Their passionate discussions
of the atomic bombings call forth a vision of dusk and death, an age
about to end, and a mankind foolish enough to exterminate itself.
Perhaps this apocalyptic vision seems excessive, even bizarre. But
substitute “Japanese people” for “mankind,” and the meaning of the
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“Hiroshima, to many Japanese, simply showed
*

what you get when you start a foolish war

war for the Japanese becomes clear. The war put an end to everything.
The bombing of Hiroshima quite literally wiped out a whole city.
Aside from any political propaganda, this stark vision of total
destruction was what Hiroshima has meant to most of us.

It is quite possible that few Japanese care about the atrocities Japan
committed overseas. At the same time, many Japanese do care about
the Japanese victims, and about the grotesque violence their militarist
government brought down on their heads. Hiroshima signifies the
ugliest dimension of all this. Those who emphasized Hiroshima during
the Cold War were not necessarily making apologies for the Soviets or
parading their anti-American nationalism; Hiroshima, to many
Japanese, simply showed what you get when you start a foolish war.

Moreover, beneath the pacifism lies a fatalistic vision of a future war.
This nightmare image is not confined to the intellectual argument of
the sengo keimd, or “Postwar Enlightenment.” A strange aspect of
postwar Japanese mass culture is the prevalence of a vision of
doomsday, of total annihilation in a world war. Dystopic scenarios are
seen not only in the likes of Akira, Japan’s decadent version of Blade
Rumnner, but also in Doraemon, a popular TV cartoon series which caters
to middle-class children (including my daughters).

Buruma is wrong in attributing the Japanese view of Hiroshima to
simple hypocrisy. It is actually worse than that. Hiroshima is a lesson
through which the Japanese learn a frozen, remembered version of the
future. When the Americans started to reduce their military presence
in Okinawa, Okinawans simply could not believe it, for a major
military operation involving US forces in Okinawa was supposed to
bring destruction to the whole island. When the Americans and the
Soviets agreed on nuclear disarmament, pacifists (again, including
myself) could not believe that either, as it threatened our remembered
future, however dystopian it was. Confronting the specter of fascism
and the nightmare of nuclear war were noble and necessary acts; but
what future is left for a Japanese intellectual when the specters and
nightmares are gone?

The nationalist-revisionists, with their ridiculous attempts to invent
our past, are irrelevant. We should be busy constructing blueprints for
a better world in the wake of the Cold War. But our ability to imagine
such a world is weak, atrophied by our long past of remembering the ~ FUJIWARA Kiichi is Associate
future. Professor of International and
2 Southeast Asian Politics at
the Institute of Social
Science.
E-mail to: fujiwara@iss.u-
tokyo.ac.jp
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1 Renate Mayntz and Fritz Scharpt, Policy-
making in the German Federal
Bureaucracy (Elsevier, Amsterdam 1975)

2 Chalmers Johnson, “MITI, MPT and the
telecom wars: how Japan makes policy for
high technology”, in: Chalmers Johnson et
al., Politics and productivity: the real story
of why Japan works (Ballinger, Cambridge
Mass. 1989).
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The segmentation of
government in comparative
perspective

Gerhard LEHMBRUCH

HANGES in the former socialist countries raise afresh the

insufficiently understood problems of transfering

institutions from one historical-cultural context to another. A
very important example of such transfer was, of course, the making of
the modern Japanese state. The following reflections focus on one
aspect of this process, the adoption of the system of functional
differentiation of government — originally developed in France by the
administrative reforms of Napoleon I.

Policy conflict between ministries is frequently discussed in Japan. It
is often traced back to the vertical segmentation of ministries
(sekushonarizumu) and of “policy networks” linking ministries and
their clientele (tatewari gyosei), and interpreted as a specifically
Japanese organizational pathology. However, segmentation along
jurisdictional lines and domain conflict can be found in many
bureaucracies, including Germany’s (see Mayntz and Scharpf).! The
constitution of the Federal Republic (GG Art. 65) stipulates that
ministers have the autonomy to lead their department within the
“policy guidelines” (Richtlinien der Politik) presumably defined by the
chancellor (Ressortprinzip). The resulting impediments to “positive
coordination” have received much attention.

The Telecom Wars Revisited

However, Japan’s intense inter-ministerial competition over
bureaucratic turf has few real equivalents — at least in those Western
administrations with which I am familiar. The famous “telecom
wars” illustrate the phenomenon well. Technological advances led to
the increasing functional interdependence of telecommunications
and data processing, and shattered the closed world of
telecommunications monopolies in many countries. West German
social democrats responded in the mid-1970s with efforts to promote
industrial policy in the IT sector. The attempts failed because the
telecommunications administration would not subordinate its
traditional organizational goals to industrial policy objectives. In the
German administrative system such goal conflict is a familiar
consequence of the functional differentiation of government.

[n Japan, however, the organizational response was characteristically
different. MITI and MPT both sought “market share,” and claimed
responsibility for the new technologies from an industrial policy
perspective. Thus, while the German conflict arose from divergent
organizational goals, the Japanese conflict was about jurisdiction in a
specific industrial policy field, and led the MPT to redefine its goals to
allow it to expand into the new policy area.
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turf has few real equivalents

Staking Out Bureaucratic Turf

These cross-national variations seem to be related to significant
institutional differences. The first is the difference in procedures for
delimiting the jurisdiction of ministries (Organisationsgewalt,
corresponding roughly to the power to issue regulations called kansei):
In Germany this power has remained an important prerogative of the
executive (as it was in pre-war Japan). Since the beginnings of the
Federal Republic the Organisationsgewalt has quite frequently been
employed by the Federal Chancellor in cabinet reshuffles to
redistribute administrative responsibilities. In Japan, on the other
hand, the post-war reforms have handed this power to the legislature
in an attempt to strengthen it vis-a-vis the executive, so that the
boundaries of ministries are now fixed by law. In contrast to Germany,
these boundaries have barely changed since 1947. This constitutes an
interesting puzzle: Why has Japan's political leadership virtually never
used the legislative procedure to redistribute bureaucratic authority?

A second institutional difference is the Japanese genkyoku principle,
according to which ministerial departments claim comprehensive
regulatory and industrial policy responsibilities for a specific clientele
(e.g- an industry). The remarkable consequences of this principle have
been well described in the case of biotechnology policy: In the race for
industrial promotion of biotechnology, the Ministry of Health wanted
to participate in policymaking on behalf of the pharmaceutical
industry, its traditional clientele. Since, however, its responsibilities for
this industry hitherto had largely been confined to regulatory
activities, it found it necessary to establish new sections with industrial
policy functions. This would be ditficult to imagine in the German
case: The Ministry of Health would almost certainly refuse to perform
other than regulatory functions vis-a-vis this industry. A distinctive
consequence of the genkyoku principle is hence the formation of
mutually exclusive vertical interorganizational networks.’

Rational Choice or Cultural Context?

There might be an obvious “rational choice” explanation for this
institutional difference: Given the importance of amakudari for the
Japanese system of bureaucratic careers, the exclusivity of such
networks has to be maintained in order to avoid poaching of amakudari
opportunities by rival ministries. But this specific structure of
opportunities cannot be separated from the cultural orientations that
determined the adoption and adaptation of the European model.

After all, Japan has significantly modified the functional division of
responsibilities characteristic of Western European administrations

Social Science Japan April 1995

Japan'’s intense inter-ministerial competition over bureaucratic

L

3 Jeremy Howells and lan Neary (1991),
“Science and technology policy in Japan:
the pharmaceutical industry and new
technology”; Masami Tanaka,
“Government policy and biotechnology in
Japan: the pattern and impact of rivalry
between ministries”, both in: Stephen
Wilks and Maurice Wright, eds., The
promotion and regulation of industry in
Japan (Macmillan, London 1991), 81-
131.
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The segmentation of government continued

since Napoleon I. Even the practice of “negative” inter-ministerial
coordination found in Germany is essentially determined by the
principle of functional differentiation. Of course Japan has also
ostensibly adopted the Napoleonic blueprint of specialized
ministries. But cases such as that of the Ministry of Health suggest
that in Japan, when exogenous change threatens established
organizational domains, the functional differentiation underlying the
original institutional blueprint may be eclipsed by segmentary
differentiation. From the perspective of an evolutionary theory of
differentiation, such segmentation is probably a regressive
phenomenon. Yet the segmentary differentiation in turn induces a
new functional differentiation, this time on the departmental level.

Thus some institutional patterns adopted by Meiji Japan seem to have
assumed a cultural meaning different from the original context.
Institutions are not simply technical arrangements: They stabilize
meanings as well as social activities, and when transferred to a
different cultural environment meanings may be subject to change.
To borrow a metaphor from geology, the Japanese pattern of inter-
administrative differentiation apparently results from an
evolutionary fault line where different “cultures of differentiation”
overlie each other. If this is case, one may ask to what degree
functional differentiation is a specifically “Western” cultural
invention. Its “universal” evolutionary significance — as postulated by
Talcott Parsons — would then by no means be a foregone conclusion.

The Civil Servant and the Man from the Ministry

In the literature it is a commonplace that the overwhelming
importance of “vertical” loyalties was an important institutional
pattern inherited by the Meiji government from traditional Japan. The
problem of administrative segmentation seems well suited to
illustrate the underlying cultural difference with the European
model. One has of course to keep in mind that in Western and Central
Europe, the feudalism of the early Middle Ages had long before been
replaced by the system of estates with their characteristic horizontal
stratification. The emergence of the “civil service” in Germany (as in
large parts of Europe) was deeply influenced by this heritage,
wherein “estates” were not simply aggregates of individuals
characterized by a specific position in the structure of society but also
collectivities with a distinct identity. Hegel, whose thought was an
influential ideological underpinning of the Prussian administration,
described the bureaucracy as the “general estate,” distinguished from
the estates of trade and agriculture by its specific collective identity as
an integrating force. For Hegel, the bureaucracy, as an estate, was

Social Science Japan April 1995



“general” insofar as it represented the “state” as guardian of the
general interest vis-a-vis “civil society.” This distinction was further
developed by Lorenz von Stein and strongly impregnated the world
view of German administrators.

It would be interesting to know whether any of the many visitors from
Meiji Japan who consulted Lorenz von Stein on their travels to Europe
reacted to this part of his thought. As Richard Minear and others have
pointed out, the adoption of Western (and especially German) political
theories by the Meiji reformers was rather selective and did not include
the concept of a “state” that is institutionally separated from the
"society” (a term that according to other authorities has no real
equivalent in Japanese.) If this is true it follows that, unlike the German
or French traditions, the concept of the state could not serve as a
concrete reference for the professional identity of bureaucrats.
Whereas German and French administrators could identify themselves
as Staatsdiencr (“servants of the state”), and British public officials call
themselves “civil servants,” it seems that the professional
identification of Japanese bureaucrats focussed from the very
beginning on the specific agency or ministerial department rather than
on the “state” or the “civil service” as abstract entities. The Japanese
bureaucrat, in other words, derives his or her professional identity not
by demarcating the state from “society” or the “private sector”, but by
demarcating his or her ministry from rival bureaucratic entities.

J

Further Reading:

Gerhard LEHMBRUCH is
Professor of Political Science
at the University of Konstanz,

Germany. He was a Visiting
Researcher at the Institute of
Social Science in 1990.
Electronic mail to:
Gerhard.Lehmbruch@uni-
konstanz.de

John Creighton Campbell (1984}, “Policy conflict and its resolution within the governmental system”, in: Ellis Krauss, et al., eds., Conflict in Japan

(University of Hawaii Press, Honolulu 1984), 294-333.

Albert Craig (1975), “Functional and dysfunctional aspects of government bureaucracy”, in: Ezra Vogel, ed., Modern Japanese organization and

decision-making (University of California Press, Berkeley 1975), 3-32..

Gerhard Lehmbruch, “Ressortautonomie und die Konstitution sektoraler Politiknetzwerke: Administrative Interessenvermittiung in Japan®, in:
Karlheinz Bentele et al., eds., Die Reformfahigkeit von Industriegesellschaften: Fritz W. Scharpf - Festschrift zu seinem 60. Geburtstag (Campus,

Frankfurt/M. 1995, 64-100).
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From a Train Window:
Why is Japanese Farmland so
Different from that in Europe?

NISHIDA Yoshiaki

OARD an express train in any major European city — within ten
B or twenty minutes of leaving the terminus, the view changes

from houses and factories to fields. There is almost always a
distinct point at which urban land gives way to agricultural land.
Take a northbound train from Tokyo, however, and you reach
Takasaki — a distance of about 100km to the north — still unsure
whether you have left the city for the country. You see some fields,
but they are dotted between built-up areas. Travelling west from
Tokyo, you have to go beyond Odawara — 40 minutes by bullet train —
to catch your first glimpse of contiguous fields. What are the reasons
for this striking scenic difference?

Land Development and Farm Management in the High-Growth Era

The first reason is without question the difference between European
and Japanese land laws, and especially between national planning
policies. From around 1960 both Japan and Europe experienced
economic growth; but whereas in Europe growth was accompanied
by the introduction of national planning laws regulating the
development of land, in Japan successive national development plans
aimed to maximize economic growth, starting with the National
General Development Plan of 1962. Even to this day, Japan lacks legal
restraints on growth: the New Town Planning Law of 1968 classified
land into urban and agricultural zones, but proved impotent in
controlling the spread of urban areas."” These differences in national
land policies were undoubtedly one cause of the gap between Japan’s
unusually high and Europe’s below-average growth rates during the
period of strong global economic growth in the 1960s and early 1970s.

Second, the clear distinction between urban and agricultural land in
Europe and the blurring of the two in Japan as cities spread
unchecked is reflected in agricultural practices. In 1988 the UK
produced 105% of the amount of cereals it consumed, France 222%,
West Germany 106% and Italy 80%; in 1991, Japan produced only
29%. From a different perspective, in 1974-5 64.5% of Japanese farm
managers already had a side job, compared with 41.6% of West
German, 29.0% of Italian, 21.5% of British and 19.6% of French farm
managers. Ten years later in 1985 the numbers of European farm
managers holding side jobs had increased to 43.0% in West Germany,
36.3% in the UK and 32.5% in France (Italy, at 26.3%, was an exception
to the trend), but these figures were still far below Japan’s 67%.
Furthermore, by 1989 agriculture accounted for only 18% of the
average Japanese farmer’s income. These statistics tell the story of
how Japan, in return for rapid economic growth, sacrificed much of

Social Science Japan April 1995



From September to December 1994 | was Visiting Professor at
the University of Milan. My seminars there suggested a rapid
growth in interest in Japanese society among Iltalian scholars,
an impression confirmed by the amazing popularity there of
Social Science Japan and by the sharp rise in the number of
students registering for Japanese language courses. However,
a growing interest in Japan does not necessarily lead to better
social science research on Japan. While many students are
learning Japanese, their interest is more in the spoken than in
the written language., and few are able to read materials in
Japanese. The Universities of Tokyo and Milan should therefore
do more under their exchange agreement to encourage the
study of Japanese society in Italy and of Italian society in Japan. 99

her farmland for building and turned most of her farmers into part-
time workers.?

Agriculture in the Contemporary Political Economy

The striking difference between rural scenery in Europe and Japan,
then, entails an equally sharp contrast in farm management. Both these
differences have emerged since 1960 - before then, twenty minutes by
train from any of the main Tokyo termini would have taken you out to
the fields — and both are attributable to the different approaches to
economic growth adopted in Europe and Japan.

A final point concerns politics. The onset of economic growth roughly
coincided in Japan with the advent of the so-called “1955 system”, the
unusually long and stable conservative rule of the Liberal Democratic
Party. Farmers, of course, provided the LDP with one of its strongest
power bases. However, social scientists must still examine why so
many farmers supported the LDP given the way in which Japanese
economic growth took place as well as the damage to farming

communities and farming practices.* NISHIDA Yoshiaki is Professor

.y of Japanese Economic History

at the Institute of Social

Science.

3 The figures for 1975 are from:

*ﬁﬁ%‘mﬁ ' %ﬁ(%%ﬁ% [ %x%@%%@ﬁ%?cﬁﬁ%H Béﬁé: 3I3—0wv/ \(D@E?J:t@i— (Farmers' Side Employment in Advanced
Countries: Japan-Europe Comparisons) . Zi‘?%‘u%% . 19845}2\ 275 27618,

For the 1985 figures, see EC, Agriculture Statistical Yearbook 1989, p.35.

4 For research in this area, see NISHIDA Yoshiaki, “The Rise and Decline of the Farmers’ Movement and Transformation of the Rural Community

in Postwar Japan", Occasional Papers in Labor Problems and Social Policy, Institute of Social Science, University of Tokyo, 1994.
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The development of legal
theory in postwar Japan

HIROWATARI Seigo

HE raison d'étre of jurisprudence in prewar Japan was to put into
T practice the Western (mostly German and French) laws adopted

in the Meiji Era to modernize the Japanese state and society.
Prewar Japanese jurisprudence therefore had three defining
characteristics. First, because the introduction of legal systems from
abroad entailed the introduction of the legal theory which made those
systems work, jurisprudence was to a large extent the study of
imported law. Indeed, from the latter part of the Meiji Era —about 1910
onwards — the influence of German law was all-pervasive. Second,
Japanese jurisprudence had a strongly positivist flavor. The
modernization of Japan was a “top down” affair managed by central
government, and the legitimacy of using positive law went
unchallenged. As a result, no school of natural law emerged to
question the role of authority and its use of law. Third, and related to
the previous point, the study of Japanese law was for most scholars the
study of government, and the major task of the law faculties of
Japanese universities was to produce bureaucrats for the
administration and the judiciary. In other words, Japanese
jurisprudence was to a large extent the study of bureaucratic law.

These features of Japanese jurisprudence continued, albeit in less
pronounced form, after the end of World War Two, but the study of
law in postwar Japan acquired several new facets. Foremost was a new
emphasis on the study of jurisprudence as a social science. The
discipline was no longer required to treat law as a tool of government,
but instead sought to shed academic light on the objective nature of
law. In doing so, it was expected to explain the legal problems arising,
from the democratization of postwar Japan. This new pursuit of
jurisprudence as a social science borrowed both from German social
democratic legal theory dating back to prewar days, and from Soviet
legal theory, and its approach was broadly Marxist. The second new
facet was a uniquely Japanese conception of the process of
modernization, according to which Japan was only incompletely
modernized in the prewar era. By extension, the task for postwar
jurisprudence was the thorough modernization of Japanese society
and law. The third new aspect was the active defense of the principles
and rules laid down in the new Constitution of 1946 as the basis of
value judgements. These are the chief facets of what we can call "the
postwar science of law,” and here too the parallels with postwar
Germany are obvious.

The Dissipation of the Postwar Science of Law

The postwar science of law gradually started to lose its analytical
vigour in the second half of the 1960s, in contrast to the Japanese
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% The postwar science of law’s view of modernity

became increasingly untenable during the 1980s %

economy, which continued its rapid growth. Several theoretical trends
lay behind this decline. First, Marxist theory was challenged by the
empirical methods of American sociology. The sociology of law had
assumed a prominent role in the postwar science of law as the
antithesis of the study of bureaucratic law as a tool of government, but
now it split into two branches: the Marxist sociology of law, which
emphasized the role of class power in law, and American-style
sociology of law which emphasized a behaviorist line of analysis.
Second, a new theoretical approach emerged which viewed law in the
postwar capitalist countries as contemporary law, departing from the
emphasis placed by the postwar science of law on the modernization of
society and law. The theoretical framework for contemporary law
centred on “state monopoly capitalism”, an analytical category
borrowed from Marxist economics. This Japanese theory of
contemporary law, which developed in parallel to the Western
European debate about law under late capitalist systems, identified the
expansion of government intervention into and management of the
economy and society as the key characteristics of the modern state, and
saw law as the means government used for such intervention and
management. It therefore stressed the regulatory aspects of law. Third,
the negative view of Japanese society and law as backward in
comparison to the West was increasingly criticised, and calls increased
for a proper appraisal of the special characteristics of Japanese law in
international comparitive context. The postwar science of law’s view of
modernity, in which the West was advanced and Japan backward,
became increasingly untenable during the 1980s as the Japanese
economy continued its remarkable growth and American
Japanologists, among others, changed their assessment of Japanese
society.

As the postwar science of law declined, however, its central motif — the
modernization of Japanese society — was taken up by legal theory
focussing on citizens and citizens' law. The idea of the citizen as a
central element in the world of law was based on the idea of the citizen
as an autonomous individual in modern society, and also on the figure
of the urban worker, who was now able (or was at least thought to be
able) to bring about further democratic reforms in Japanese society (as
seen, for example, in the emergence of reformist local government in
the 1970s). But citizens’ law was not so much a stage of legal
development as a set of critical values and principles which could be
used to attack contradictions in contemporary law and society. Thus,
while theories of citizens and citizens’” law were linked to the
conception of Japanese backwardness found in the postwar science of
law, they no longer dealt explicitly with Japanese society in terms of
modernization.
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The development of legal theory in postwar Japan continued

Groping in the Postmodern Dark

The collapse of Soviet and East European socialism began with the
revolutions in Eastern Europe of 1989 and finished with the break-up
of the Soviet Union in 1991. These events had a profound effect, both
direct and indirect, on the social scientific ideas underlying Japanese
jurisprudence, accelerating the diversification in legal ideas which had
started in the late 1980s. For example, the economic analysis of law
developed in the United States is being readily adopted by the younger
generation of Japanese legal scientists. Along with this, there is an
increasing emphasis in political thought on the role of the market, and
these new ideas are changing the traditional methods of interpreting
law, which were borrowed from Germany. Under the influence of the
German sociologist Niklas Luhmann's system theory and of American
sociological theory, the sociological analysis of law is being refined and
given a new stress on the self-referential nature of law. From this
sociological perspective, the analysis of the functions and operation of
laws is of central importance, and the actual content of laws is not an
issue. This is in stark contrast to the study of norm consciousness and
the analysis of custom and normal practice in the postwar science of
law. Furthermore, building on the theoretical results of practical
philosophy and social philosophy (including Jurgen Habermas' theory
of communicative behaviour), some Japanese philosophers of law are
proposing “argument, process and agreeement” as the elements
making up legal structures. From this perspective, they claim, it is
possible to see the processes by which citizens develop laws. This view
decisively rejects the traditional idea of law as a system of coercion,
and redefines legal systems as “forums for debate.”

The common denominator of this diversification process can be
crudely summarized as a retreat from the view of law as something
which changes in response to historical stages of development in
society (the developmental stage theory of law) in favour of an
approach which asks how, or whether, existing laws can be improved.
However, this does not mean a complete affirmation of existing laws.
Like Marxist theory, the new sociology of law seeks to identify the
contradictions in existing law - in other words, in modern law - but
from different perspectives than Marxism. One such perspective views
law as a means of ensuring human liberty which has, in the process of
internalization, been taken over by authority as a means of maintaining
order. Postmodern legal theory goes further, exposing the limitations
of modern law and developing new legal strategies. Following the
ideas of the French postmodernist philosopher Jean-Francois Lyotard,
this legal theory denies the modernist idea that some universal values
must be chosen and decided by the legal system, and instead attributes
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the self-reproduction of law to the way it regulates its own role as the
operator of nonlegal social subsystems. Exponents of postmodern legal
theory account for only a small number of Japanese legal scientists, but
their work represents a final parting of the ways with the universalist
"postwar science of law."

J

HIROWATARI Seigo is
Professor of German Law at the
Institute of Social Science.
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From Collectivism to

Individualism:
A Paradigm Shift in Japanese Labor Law Theory

TABATA Hirokuni

N recent years more and more researchers of Japanese labor law
I have become convinced of the need for a stronger recognition of

the individual in industrial relations. In view of the traditional
ascendancy of groups’ and organized bodies’ interests over those of
the individual in Japan, this conviction represents a fundamental
change in labor law theory.

The Autonomous Worker in a Pluralist Society

According to Nishitani Satoshi, this ascendancy of group over
individual rights can be traced back to the conditions of poverty in
which workers found themselves after World War Two, when
Japanese labor law theory was being formulated (it is important to
remember that Japanese labor law was only systematized after World
War Two). Nishitani also finds that today’s workers have far more
diverse demands, such as psychological freedom, than did those in the
immediate postwar years. Hence, a legal theory that engulfs the
individual in a sea of group rights is incompatible with these new
demands. On the other hand, the subordination of trade unions to
company management, and the strong pressure to conform that
companies are able to exert over their workers, place severe limitations
on individual autonomy in both trade unions and companies.
Nishitani therefore advocates a new theory of labor law, one that
respects the worker’s freedom and individual interests, as part of a
broader agenda of reform aimed at turning Japan into an individual-
oriented, pluralist democracy.'

Japanese labor law theory, born in the inter-war period, was strongly
influenced by the labor law theory of the Weimar Republic, which gave
priority to group over individual interests. This theory is now being
challenged even in Germany.

The Autonomous Worker in a Free Labor Market

Many countries are shifting towards labor law based on the principles
of contract law, with a new stress on the freedom of the individual.
This shift appears strongly linked to broader socioeconomic changes
such as the decline of the classic labor movements centered on male
workers in manufacturing industries, the increase in white collar and
female workers, and the diversification and increasing fluidity of the
labor market. In other words, labor law is being transformed in
response to socioeconomic change.

In part, the new labor law aims to make the free labor market function
smoothly — an aim based, of course, on the assumption that there is a
free labor market. In place of transactions between labor and capital,
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@8 Are the Japanese labor market and industrial
relations practices moving in the direction of the
neoclassical or the social market? 99

which were the ideal type under “classical” labor law, the new labor
law expects work contracts for individual employees to assume a
central role. Hence it envisages legal and administrative intervention
in the labor market only when problems arise peculiar to employment
relationships, that is, which do not occur in normal markets for goods
and services.

In Japan, Sugeno Kazuo and Suwa Yasuo theorize along similar lines.
They define labor law as “a legal subsystem which establishes the
framework for and supports the daily operation of the market
economy.” They also call for a revision of labor law to increase the
bargaining power of individual workers in the labor market by
“abolishing policy instruments which have been rendered superfluous
by, or have become obstacles to, the functioning of the market, and
amending those parts of law which have become incompatible with the
market.”? Inherent in this argument is the judgement that the role of
law is to encourage the operation of labor-market mechanisms, rather
than merely adjust legal practices to market trends.

The Durability of Japanese-Style Industrial Relations

The two arguments outlined above have a common aim of changing
the traditional conception of the worker in labor law as an economic
weakling; however, the images of the worker which form the basis for
the arguments are very different.

Whereas Sugeno and Suwa assume an autonomous worker in a free
labor market, Nishitani views the worker, though economically weak,
as an autonomous individual who voluntarily seeks solidarity with
others. In other words, the former is a neoclassical view of the labor
market, while the latter tends towards a European, and especially a
German, idea of a social market.

Contemporary labor law theory thus faces a shift from collectivism to
individualism, but an important question is: Are the Japanese labor
market and industrial relations practices moving in the direction of the
neoclassical or the social market? While Japanese-style labor practices
in large companies, such as long-term or lifetime employment and
wages based on both seniority and merit are certainly changing, their
dominance is unchallenged.’ Meanwhile, female and part-time
workers still find themselves greatly disadvantaged in the Japanese
labor market, and the activities of Japan's enterprise unions are still
rooted in the company-oriented thinking of their members.*

Only time will tell what impact the changes in labor law and labor law
theory will have on Japan’s industrial relations, or indeed whether
Japanese-style industrial relations will give rise to a new and different
paradigm.

|
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The “Impenetrable Mystery”
of Market and Organization
in Japan

MOHRI Kenzo

“A flexible workforce that is willing and able to take responsibility for matters
such as quality control and local problem-solving and is unlikely to make use of
the inherent fragility of the system as a bargaining counter.”’

“The butcher shows his benevolence by never taking advantage of the fact that

2

the customer docsn’t know rump from sirloin.””

HESE two quotations depict relationships in two important
T spheres of Japanese society: the first, from Oliver and Wilkinson,

describes a key element of the employee relations necessary for
the success of the Japanese manufacturing system; the second, from
Dore, is a concrete example of the Japanese “relational contract ethic”.
The observant reader will of course have noticed Dore’s reference to
Adam Smith's theory of the market economy:

“It is not from the benevolence of the butcher, the brewer and the baker, that we
expect our dinner, but fromn their regard to their own interest. We address
ourselves, not to their humanity, but to their self-love, and never talk to them of
our necessities but of their advantages.”

While Oliver and Wilkinson and Dore are addressing different areas
of Japanese society, both their examples depart, or at least a deviate,
from classical norms of market behaviour. The two quotations also
share an acceptance of what Dore calls “the adversarial pursuit of
market advantage” as the normal and proper form of classical market
behaviour. The subtext of these two short passages, therefore, seems
to be that Japanese-style industrial relations and Japanese-style
trading practices — leaving aside the question of how uniquely
Japanese these concepts really are — require the abandonment of, or at
least a measure of discretion and restraint in, the adversarial pursuit
of market advantage.

When social scientists use such phrases as “impenetrable Japan” or
“the Japanese enigma,” they are usually refering to the the so-called
secrets of Japan's industrial and organizational success: the blurring
of the boundary between spheres of activity governed by the market
principle and the organization principle, and the skillful combination
of market efficiencies and organizational efficiencies.

If we agree that in Japan market behaviour is restrained by
organizational behaviour, are we concluding that Japan is on its way
to becoming a “de-marketized” society? To put it another way, is
Japan an organization-oriented society in which the organization is
constantly encroaching on the market? If hierarchical relationships,
the governing principle of Japanese social structure, do indeed extend
beyond the boundaries of individual organizations, and affect the
relationships between organizations, then it is surely not
inconceivable that submission and compassion could be factors in
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8 1t may be that Japanese society provides a

working solution to the ‘Adam Smith problem’®

trading relationships between companies. Or is our definition of
market behaviour as the strengthening of competitiveness (or
bargaining power) by exploiting the weaknesses of one's trading or 4 dangd (:AG):- bid-rigging - “a form of
negotiating partner perhaps too narrow? To put it yet another way, are
markets and market behaviour in Japan perhaps fundamentally
different from those in the West? After all, do not many Japanese endemic in the Japanese construction
habitually put their hands together before eating, in a gesture of un-
Smithian gratitude to the butcher, the baker, the farmer and all the
others to whom they are obliged for their dinner? This suggests a social 1991, 613)
division of labour, and furthermore that social relationships formed in
the market are to be understood not so much as a network of self-love
and self-interest as a set of social bonds comprising mutual obligation
and mutual trust.

collusion that has long been regarded as

industry”. (Asian Wall Street Journal,

kardshi (%5 3E) - death by overwork.

tanshin funin (8 8 T ):- workers

It may be that Japanese society provides a working solution ~ if only a separated from their families due to long
partial one - to the “ Adam Smith problem”. Japan unites the seemingly term posting.

mutually exclusive worlds of, on the one hand, the market economy,

self-love and self-interest, in short the world of The Wealth of Nations;

and on the other hand the realm where sympathy, that is, seeing things

from the other’s point of view, plays an important, nay indispensable 5 -5 Mill On Liberty, 1859, Collected
role - the world, in other words, of The Theory of Moral Sentiments. Works of J.S. Mill, Vol XVIII, University of

Then again, are such phenomena as dangd, karéshi, and tanshin funin Toronto Press, 1977, p.220.

evidence of an escape from market discipline and a repression of

individual rights by social powers represented first and foremost by

private companies?* Are these powers subjecting Japanese society - or

at least some sectors of it — to “a social tyranny more formidable than

many kinds of political oppression”. Is the tyranny beyond even what

J.S. Mill conceived, “penetrating much more deeply into the details of

life, and enslaving the soul itself?”

[ MOHRI Kenzo was Protessor of
British Economic History at the
Institute of Social Science until

March 1995. He is now
Professor of Economic History
at Senshil University, Tokyo.
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As the Internet has grown, many researchers want to reach out and make use of the Net to acquire
information about their specialities and network with their colleagues all over the world. This is certainly
frue for the Japan scholar, and the number of available sites and modes of access is increasing daily.
Beyond basic one-to-one e-mail, there are a number of ways to plug into the Net. This arficle presents four
of these ways, and suggests how to use them to access inferesting English resources related fo Japanese
politics, economics and society.

FTP

FTP stands for “file transfer protocol,” and is what the Internet was originally intended for. It allows one to
retrieve files to one's own computer. FTP allows you to access these sites using Qnonymous as your user name
and your email address as your password. Some particularly rich sites for Japan material:

> fes.arizona.edu/japan - Offers the famous Kahaner Reports, a rich source of information on all things technological about Japan.
> Internet Initiative Japan: fip.ijj.ad.jp/oub  University of Tokyo: ftp.u-tokyo.ac.jp/pub

> ftp.cc.manash.edu.au/pub/nihongo — Australia's Monash University's archive of Japanese language related freeware and
shareware. It's all here for both Mac and DOS/Windows.

These are a kind of “conference call” via e-mail, in which one subscribes to an ongoing discussion group,
administered and perhaps moderated at some central location, and receives as ordinary e-mail all postings to that
list. Messages sent to the mailing list e-mail address are typically re-mailed to all the other people on the list
(sometimes subject to moderator discretion for relevance, weirdness, etc.) Many lists also have a “digest” option,
which allows you to receive a group of postings all bundled as one message, cutting down on e-mail clutter. You
have to ask for permission to join a mailing list by sending a subscription request message to the moderator. A
typical subscription request takes the form: list-request@address where list is the name of the mailing list and
address is the moderator's e-mail address. Typically, the subject line should be left blank, and the body of the
message should be the word subscribe, the name of the list, plus your name and e-mail address. This may not
always be right, but if you screw up, you'll get a mail message back telling you how to do it right. Some popular
Japan-related mailing lists:

% JAPAN <japan @pucc.princeton.edu> General discussion of Japanese politics, business and econcmics. Can be pretty wide ranging, but

a digest option is available. Been around for a while.

% H-ASIA <h-asia@msu.edu> Newer, moderated list with more discussion on historical and related issues for all of Asia, but with a lot of
Japan-related material.Also try the e

% EASTASIA <castasia@univscvm.csd.scarolina.edu>.

ATk

& EFJ <efj@twics.com> Stands for “Electronics Frontiers Japan.” EFJ hosts wide-ranging discussion on issues refated to Internet, telecom,
computers, etc., in Japan. Many Japanese participants.

# DEAD FUKUZAWA <fukuzawa @ ucsd.edu> Begun by former students of Chaimers Johnson at U.C. San Diego. Definitely unmoderated
and sometimes highly personalistic, but many interesting non-UCSD scholars participate.

Subscribe to all these lists and you'll never be lonely again. At any rate, if a particular list is not to your liking, just
remember that the opposite of subscribe is unsubscribe, following the same procedure,
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There are thousands of Usenet newsgroups on every subject imaginable. To access them, you need special
newsreading software, either on your machine or that of your Internet provider. You can then subscribe to as many
newsgroups as you wish. The big advantage here is that this is completely separate from your e-mail, and you only
check it out when you want. In terms of true interactivity, this is still the heart of the Internet, but that means there
is a very high ratio of communications of, shall we say, limited general interest. English language groups of
particular interest:

% comp.research.japan — Postings of scholarly articles and conference proceedings, mostly regarding Japan and technology.

* sci.lang.japan ~ Discussion of Japanese language and language/computer issues. It's amazing how heated discussion of the merits of
various Kanji dictionaries can get.

* soc.culture.japan — 1've heard this group described as the electronic version of the letters to the editor in the Japan Times. You'l
encounter every imaginable form of culture shock and xenophobia on this list, as well as occasional interesting discussions.

W

We“eb
The Web (or WWW) is the most exciting aspect of the Net at present, offering rich graphic pages connected in webs
via hypertext connections. It's easy to “net surf” all over the world, clicking from one site to another. The Web
should ideally be experienced graphically through Netscape or Mosaic-type browsers, but can also be accessed
strictly in text form via Lynx, available on many Unix systems. There are many new Web sites in Japan, with almost
every major company and many government agencies getting on the bandwagon. Here we concentrate on pages
that point to Japan-related Web sites, offering a gateway into many useful pages, and pages of particular importance
or beauty. In some cases you may be given an initial choice between English and Japanese. Unless your computer
has special kanji font system software, you won't be able to view the Japanese text. Here goes:

= The University of New Mexico US-Japan Cenfer <http.//nobunaga.unm.edu:8001/> The best overall site for Japan Web connections.

= Stanford U.S.-Japan Technology Management Center <http://fuji.stanford.edu/> Another attempt at a general clearing house of Japan-
related sites/info, it appears to be being superseded by Japan Window Home Page <http://jw.stanford.edu/>, new joint effort of NTT,
Smart Valley and the Stanford Center: this might really develop into something.

» CERN/ANU Asian Studies WWW <http://coombs.anu.edu.au/WWWVL-AsianStudies.htmi > Effort by the Australian National University
to give broad information on all of Asia.

= JICST's WWW Home Page <http://www.jicst.go.jp/> A Japanese government effort that concentrates on science and technology but
gives an up-to-date web of Japanese sites.

» GLOCOM Home Page <htip://www.glocom.ac.jp/> Glocom is a Tokyo think tank tracking Japan's emergence into cyberspace, and
collects a lot of interesting local policy information.

= NTT Home Page <http://www.ntt.jp/> is still a source of up-to-date info on Japan sites and infotech-related R&D, but now the NTT boys
have created the NTT DYNAMIC LOOP INFORMATION Home Page <http.//www.info.hgs.cae.ntt.jp/>, a very high tech, beautiful page
that seems connected to everything in the world.

= Ministry of Post and Telecommunications Home Page <http://www.mpt.go.jp/>

= MITI Agency of Industrial Science & Technology <MIT| http://www.aist.go.jp/>

= Nomura Research Institute Home Page <http://www.nri.co.jp/> Lots of action here recently.

= SUNSITE JAPAN Home Page <http://sunsite.sut.ac.jp/homepage.htmi> Sun computer systems.

» WIDE Project <http://www.wide.ad.jp/wide/index.html> WIDE, based at Keio University, were the originators of the Internet in Japan back
inthe 1970's

And let us not forget: The Institute of Social Science Home Page <http://www.iss.u-tokyo.ac.jp>

WARNING: surfing these pages can be highly addictive. “A few minutes” to check one site for one piece of information can easily turn into
several hours. But, with the proper self-restraint, a great deal of valuable information can be gathered in a very exciting way.
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The International
Automotive Industry

— is Toyotaism Dead?

Sung-Jo PARK

T is well known that the production system in the Japanese
I automotive industry (frequently known as the “Toyota production

system” or more recently the “lean production system”) has been
undergoing substantial changes during the last few years. The reasons
for these changes include the shortage of labor, workers’ disinclination
to undertake dangerous, difficult and dirty work (the so-called “three
Ks” — kiken, kitsui, kitanai), and pollution and traffic congestion caused
by the just-in-time delivery system. The latter problems have led car
makers to locate new plants in peripheral areas such as Kyushu,
Yamaguchi Prefecture and Hokkaido. I have visited some of these
plants and their subcontracting firms, and on all my visits I have been
told of efforts to “humanize work and the workplace.” This reminds
me strongly of the idea of Humanisiering der Arbeit (commonly
abbreviated to HdA) which is widespread in Germany. The efforts of
Japanese automotive makers in this direction are certainly impressive,
and have prompted some experts to conclude, prematurely in my
opinion, that Toyotaism is a thing of the past.

My current research investigates convergent trends in production
systems and work organization in Western Europe and Japan. More
specifically, I am looking for common features of work humanization
in Japan and Germany. Germany has a relatively long tradition of
group work, rooted in the industrial relations culture of the 1960s. The
question is: Does the adoption of the Japanese group work system by
German companies automatically imply a dehumanization of work in
German car plants?

In carrying out this research, my concern is not confined only to group
work, but encompasses all aspects of restructuring of the production
system within the wider context of changes in the Japanese
management system, such as the revision of lifetime employment,
seniority wages and promotion systems.

Optimizing the production system

Increased competition throughout the world automotive industry
caused by the emergence of Japanese car makers has forced Western
manufacturers to learn from Japan by adopting its management and
work organization systems. Kanban, kaizen and keiretsu are three more
Ks with which Western car manufacturers are now thoroughly
familiar. These efforts to learn from Japan seem to be bearing fruit, and
also imply the international transferability of the lean production
system without regard for culture. However, the observations and
interviews 1 have carried out in Western Europe, Japan and Korea
suggest that change in production and work processes is not
characterized by radical shifts from “Western” to “Japanese” concepts.
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Instead, car makers everywhere are trying to achieve an optimal mix of
artisanship, Fordism and Toyotaism. The many uncertainties resulting
from market, technological, environmental and other factors, force
producers to respond flexibly to fluctuations in demand with respect to
both quantity and quality. It is reasonable to hypothesize that those
producers who achieve the most successful production system mix
will be at a competitive advantage.

Finally, optimization of the production system mix has to take into
account the following trends in the world automotive industry:

® increased competition in the markets for small and medium-
sized (i.e. 2500cc and less) cars, due to the proliferation of new Asian
manufacturers and the movement down-market of large and luxury
car makers;

® rapid modularization of automotive parts coupled with single/

global sourcing, forcing a fundamental reorganization of vertically-
tiered subcontracting systems in Japan and Korea;

®  preater salience of environmental and recycling issues, coupled
with a trend towards energy substitution;

® intensified competition in Asia as European and American car
producers attempt to break the Japanese domination of Asian car
markets.
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Sung-Jo PARK is Professor of
Economics at the East Asia
Institute, Free University of

Berlin. He was Visiting
Professor at the Institute of
Social Science from September
1994 to March 1995.

8 Lyery researcher engaged
in empirical investigation is
familiar with the difficulty of
gaining access fo industrial
plants, government institutions
and people, especially in a
foreign country. The Institute of
Social Science (Shaken) has
been an invaluable help fo my
fieldwork here in overcoming
problems of access.
Furthermore, the Institute’s
facilities (library, photocopiers,
documentation, etc.) are easily
accessible, and the staff
always helpful. Shaken is widely
acknowledged to be the most
internationalized of all Tokyo
University's social science-
related institutions, hosting
many foreign scholars and
boasting a long tradition of
cooperation with overseas
universities. We Berliners, in
particular, have come to
appreciate the value of
cooperation with Shaken. bed
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Technology Transfer -
Changes in the Performance
Paradigm

Cheng-Cherng CHEN

HE central argument of this article is that technology transfer
T depends not only on technology itself but also on the national

characters of both licensing and licensee countries. Since 1965,
Japanese technologies — not only engineering skills but also
management practices — have been transferred to Taiwan, where they
have widely influenced the indigenous industries. Taiwanese
industries have blended Japanese technology with native Taiwanese
culture to produce a hybrid Taiwanese-Japanese technology. From
1985, many Taiwanese industries equipped with this hybrid
technology started to invest in China. Thus Japanese technology is
being transferred, albeit indirectly, to China, where it is diffusing
rapidly.

Transfer from Japan to Taiwan

The scope of technology transfer depends on the technical agreement
under which it takes place. The technical agreement regulates all
matters concerning the product to be licensed, such as the exclusivity
of manufacturing and distribution rights, the area in which the product
may be sold, technical documentation, personnel assistance,
acceptable quality levels, modifications and improvements,
responsibility for claims, royalties, the use of trade marks, and secrecy.

Take, for example, the first item in the above list, concerning the
exclusiveness of manufacturing and distribution rights. A licence
generally includes the non-exclusive right to manufacture and
assemble the product on Taiwanese territory, and the licensee has the
right to distribute the product itself and to have it distributed by third
parties under licence in Taiwan. In other words, the Taiwanese licensee
can not assume the exclusive right of manufacturing and distributing
the licensed product.

A second example concerns territory and exports. A license agreement
typically prevents the licensee from manufacturing the product under
license in other countries, and only permits distribution of the licensed
product as a single part (that is, not built into other products) within
Taiwan. Generally, the licensed product cannot be exported as a single
part without the permission of the Japanese licenser.

A third example concerns responsibility for claims. Agreements
generally exempt the Japanese licenser from claims arising from
manufacturing and distribution, even if the licensed know-how and
technical documentation are shown to be fundamentally defective.
Furthermore, the Japanese licenser is not liable for infringement of the
license right by third parties who have rights that predate the current
agreement. Such terms are of course unfair to the Taiwanese licensee.
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@@ The Japanese may become
broader-minded and
more far-sighted 99

The above examples show that many Japanese licensers give
Taiwanese licensees worse conditions than those considered normal
by international standards. But Taiwanese companies have accepted
such unfair agreements in their eagerness for technology. Now that
Japan is an economic giant and is becoming an economic leader in the
Far East and ASEAN, Japanese licensers may be more prepared to
give better terms to Taiwanese and other foreign licensees. Broad-
mindedness and an ability to take a long-run view are, after all,
necessary qualities in a leader.

Transfer from Taiwan to China

Now let us focus on the foreign, in this case Taiwanese, licensee.
Owing to their history of colonization by Japan, the Taiwanese have
smoothly accepted Japanese technology. This historical influence has
three aspects: first, with a few exceptions there were no major political
conflicts between the Japanese and the Taiwanese during the colonial
period; second, most older Taiwanese speak Japanese and most
younger Taiwanese are learning it, making for easy communication;
and third, the Taiwanese have a diligent nature that places a high
value on learning.

Since 1985 many Taiwanese industries have been entering China,
investing capital and transfering technology there. The Taiwanese
(Chinese) component of the hybrid Taiwanese-Japanese technology
being transferred has facilitated transfer to the mainland. We could
imagine a different scenario if Japanese technology were to be
transferred directly to China. Of course the technology would be
transferred, but with difficulty. The main reasons for these difficulties
would be: first, Chinese memories of Japan’s wartime aggression are
still fresh; second, most older Chinese cannot speak Japanese,
although many of the younger generation are learning the language
and thereby enhancing Sino-Japanese communication; and third,
proud of their long history and culture, Chinese are unwilling to bow
down to the Japanese.

Over the next ten years, hybrid Taiwanese-Japanese technology will
continue to be transferred to China, thereby indirectly diffusing
Japanese technology to China. In the long run, over the next twenty to
thirty years, Japanese technology will be transferred directly to China.

A change in both Japanese and Chinese performance paradigms may Cheng-Cherng CHEN is

occur as efforts are made to facilitate this direct transfer: the Japanese Professor of Economics at the

may take a more lenient attitude in their external relations, becoming National Taiwan University.

broader-minded and more far-sighted; the Chinese, on the other He was Visiting Professor at

hand, may find it in their interests to abandon their extreme pride and the Institute of Social Science

excessive dignity. from April to September 1993.
J
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The ISS Contemporary Japan Group

The Institute of Social Science Contemporary Japan Group (Kokusai Gendai Nihon Kenkytikai) serves as
a_forum to provide foreign researchers at the Institute with critical feedback on their work. It also often
invites non-affiliated scholars to present their research. The Group's meetings are attended by ISS faculty
and foreign researchers. and Japanese and overseas researchers affiliated to other institutions in the
Tokyo area. Researchers visiting Tokyo are most welcome to attend Group meetings.

o . \ l
Alexander SCHULLER |

Free University of Berlin l
2 November 1994 ‘

The European Health Care |
Systems — A Comparative
View |

Professor f
Schuller, a
medical ;
sociologist, |
addressed
some of the |
politics of
the
European
health care
debale in

an era of
resource
constraints |
and ‘
European integration. His
familiarity with
circumstances in Greece ]
broadened the comparative
base beyond the Northern ;
European stales.

INFORMATION l

about Group activities can be
obtained by electronic mail ‘
Jrom Kiichi FUJIWARA
(fuyjiwvara@iss. u-tokyo.ac.jp) |
or Andrew DEWIT
(dewit@iss.u-tokyo.ac.jp),

and on the ISS WWW Events ~
Diary - |
http://www.iss.u-tokyo.ac.jp/center/events/ |
eventsdiary.html |
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Martin KENNEY

Universily of California at
Davis

16 November 1994
Japanese and Korean
Investment in Mexican

Maquiladoras

Professor Kenney reported on
his research on foreign-owned
plants near the Mexican
border with America. Since
there has been considerable
investment in these facilities
by Korean and Japanese firms,
Professor Kenney has used the |
opportunity to test the degree to which characteristic '
patterns in the organization of production have been
transferred. The data suggest that some Japanese-style
practices are evident in Japanese-owned plants.

Louis PAULY
University of Toronto
22 November 1994

Financial Market Structures
in East Asia, North America,
and Europe: Enduring
Distinctions and Policy
Consequences

Professor Pauly's lalk centred on whether idiosyncratic

systems of corporate governance and {inancing require |'
adaptations in the rules governing international trade and
investment. He outlined recent research on the comparative  :
political economy of financial markets, giving special

attention to the East Asian markets. His conclusions '
speculated on the implications of the great powers' 1
accepting a new principle for ordering their economic _
interaction in sensitive sectors, one that embodies a mutual |
respect for structural differences that may reasonably be |
expected {o persist. [
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Germain HOSTON

University of California at San Diego 5 December 1994
The State, Identity and the National Question in China and Japan

Professor Hoston’s talk covered the intellectual background of her recent
book as well as some of the differences between Japanese and Chinese
Marxism. Audience questions covered these issues and the more general
question of differences between the East and the West.

Professor Rubin spoke on the ethnic mix of the
Central Asian region, and how that compounds
the fractious politics of adjusting to the end of
the Soviet Union. He also speculated on
Russian intentions concerning Chechnya, as
well as the likely effects the invasion of
Chechnya would have elsewhere in the region.
Audience questions dealt with these issues and
Professor Rubin's work in preventive
diplomacy.

Barnett RUBIN

Columbia University
6 February 1995

After the Empire,
Part Il: Russia,

Chechnya, and
Central Asia

Ellis KRAUSS

University of Pittsburgh
17 February 1995

NHK and the State in Postwar Japan:
The Politics of Broadcasting and the Broadcasting of Politics

Professor Krauss argued that Japan's national broadcaster, NHK, has focused on
the bureaucracy more as a consequence of the need to avoid {riction with
politicians than because of the actual political significance of bureaucrats. See
Professor Krauss' chapters in the forthcoming volume on media and politics, co-
edited with Susan Pharr (University of Hawaii Press).

Ehud HARARI

Hebrew University of Jerusalem 9 March 1995

Mass Media Participation in Japanese Public Policy Network
Organizations
Professor Harari's work focuses on variations in how mass media are

included in Japan's dense network of deliberation councils, and the exient to
which they influence developments in public policy.

FORTHCOMING
April 20 Stephen REED, Chuo University, Why Not Rational Choice?
May 16 John CAMPBELL, University of Michigan, Is there a Japanese Welfare State?

May 25 or 26 Jill NORGREN, City Univ. of New York, The New American Culture Wars: The Debate Over |
Cultural Pluralism in the United States

~June T.J. PEMPEL, University of Wisconsin
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Watanabe Osamu Political Reform
and Constitutional Change

DICENEELD HOU Aumg FAEFI PLHE GhEn PIU5 BEEh wE355
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EARBE. 1994 ISBN 4-250-94001-2,

Reviewed by SHINDO Hyo

reform on three levels. The first level is policy reform, which has

generally been in a neo-conservative direction, exemplified by
the 1982-87 Nakasone Cabinet’s administrative reforms and
privatization program, which aimed at a “general settlement of
postwar conservative politics,” and the deregulation and
decentralization of the 1990s. The second level is reform of the political
system itself, as seen since 1990 in the debate over constitutional
amendments relating to the despatch overseas of Japanese military
forces, and more recently in the sweeping electoral reforms of the
Lower House. The third level is a realignment of the party system: the
1993 split of the long-governing Liberal Democratic Party and the
establishment of an “anti-LDP” coalition government were
movements towards a two-party system.

S INCE the early 1980s, Japanese politics have been undergoing

In Political Reform and Constitutional Change, Watanabe Osamu attempts
a comprehensive and radical explanation of political reform in
contemporary Japan on all these levels. Before discussing the book,
however, it is necessary to place Watanabe on the complicated
spectrum of Japanese political science, which I divide into three broad
streams. First there is the conservative camp, which is further
subdivided into three groups. Realist conservatives such as Murakami
emphasize reform of policy rather than of the system: for them, policies
must be changed to adapt the “developmental state” of the high-
growth era to international changes following the end of the Cold
War.! Liberal reformist conservatives such as Otake, meanwhile, see
reform in general as a process of liberalization, but distinguish
between neo-conservative reforms aimed at turning Japan into a strong
military power and socioeconomic libertarian reforms; their sympathy
is for the latter.” Finally, the strongest of the three groups at present is
the authoritarian reformist conservatives, who include Kitaoka, Satoh and
Sasaki.’ The post-Cold War decline of US hegemony, they say, requires
Japan to contribute to the maintenance of the world order by becoming
a major political power. In order to achieve this end, Japan’s political
system must be changed to produce a two-party system, which will in
turn lead to strong political leadership. For the authoritarian
reformists, this is the framework within which all political processes
are to be understood. (There is a fourth group in the conservative
camp, the anti-American authoritarians, but they have no political
scientists willing to defend their views).

The second broad stream is formed by the civic liberalists, who oppose
the conservatives but are themselves divided into two opposing
groups, the realists and the fundamentalists. Of the former, Yamaguchi
views political processes since the collapse of socialism and the end of
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 \\atanabe offers the most radical and

systematic analysis to date of recent reforms »

the cold war affirmatively, seeing in them a trend towards a two-party
system in which self-reformed conservative political forces are
opposed by realistic, citizen-oriented social democrats. On the other
hand, the fundamentalist Takabatake criticizes the same processes as
the completion of the “neo-conservative revolution,” a “general
conservatization” resulting from the degradation and decline of social

democratic parties.”

A similar split can be observed in the third and final group, the radicals.
The realist radical Ushiro, taking the realignment of the Italian party
system and the transformation of the Italian left as his model, sees a
trend in Japanese politics towards a two-party system comprising a
new conservative party and a reformist party.® The fundamentalist
Watanabe’s Political Reform and Constitutional Change, on the other
hand, offers the most radical and systematic analysis to date of recent
reforms.

Watanabe first dissects the conditions which supported postwar
conservative politics. Why, despite the existence of a democratic
parliamentary system in Japan, did “political dominance by one
conservative party” (the LDP) occur? The answer lies first in the social
governance structures established in the 1950s and 1960s, which
centered upon control of workers by management in large private
companies and upon political control of the regions through pork. By
such means social democratic parties were prevented from achieving
majorities in the Diet. Secondary factors were Japan’s military alliance
with the United States, and the United States” economic and political
hegemony. (Although Watanabe places little emphasis on Cold War
structures). Given these domestic and international conditions,
conservative politicians were spared the need to strengthen their
political authority and were instead able to devote themselves to
economic growth and to the distribution of pork to conservative
constituencies. However, following the Oil Crises these conditions
changed in several respects. First, Americ’s waning hegemony forced a
restructuring of the Japan-US military alliance. Second, emergent
Japanese multinational enterprises started to demand changes in state
structures to take account of Japan’s new status as a major economic
power. Third, the fiscal crisis meant that economic growth was
impossible to sustain under the existing system.

It was in order to break out of this impasse of conservative politics that
Prime Minister Nakasone undertook an “authoritarian reform” of
policy in the 1980s. Chief among his reforms were: deregulation;
income tax reductions and the introduction of the Consumption Tax (a
value added tax); the jettisoning of the agricultural class and small
businessmen by committing Japan to free trade; the strengthening of
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Watanabe Osamu Political Reform and
Constitutional Change continued

administrative structures and the concentration of authority in the
hands of the prime minister; and constitutional change to allow the
buildup of Japan’s military forces.”

However, Nakasone’s reforms did not aim to change social governance
structures. The Liberal Democratic Party continued to rely on the
control of workers by companies and on the distrubution of pork, and
as a result the reforms were wrecked by opposition from within the
party. Learning from Nakasone’s failure, conservatives subsequently
recognized that policy reform required a thorough overhaul of the
postwar conservative political structures themselves. Such a
reconstruction implied a multistage program of authoritarian reforms:

changes to the electoral system
party realigiment to make two large conservative parties
across-the-board implementation of neo-conservative policies

constitutional change to make Japan a major political and military power

The leader of this program was, of course, Ozawa Ichiro, and it was he
who, as part of the program, caused the LDP to split.

Today, conservative reforms are proceeding, albeit with some
difficulties. Is there no alternative to conservative reform? Watanabe
sees no prospect, in a society where organized labor and the new urban
middle class are consigned to such a structurally subordinate position,
of an assumption of power by liberal or social democratic forces, and
he ends his book with a discussion of how to block authoritarian
reform. Political Reform and Constitutional Change has aroused strong
reactions, both positive and negative, but is essential reading for all
those seeking a critical understanding of Japanese politics in the 1980s
and 90s.

J

SHINDO Hyo was a Research Associate of the Institute of Social
Science until March 1995. He is now Associate Professor at the
Faculty of Law, University of Nagoya.
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The first of a series of
short infroductions to
Japanese White Papers

1 Shigeru Wakita, “Efficiency Wage Model of
Adverse Selection Reconsidered,”
Economics Letters, Vol. 40-2, (1992) 235-
40.

BBk (v 5083500848
.‘?’?f@ﬁééﬂ (Macroeconomic and
Microeconomic Analysis of Japanese
Labor Market Conventions) .

HARYHR] BRAY
?ir%%ﬂ%fﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ Vol. 46-2 (1994) 220-
306.

2 Shigeru Wakita, “Chronic Labor Hoarding:
Direct Evidence from Japan,” Forthcoming

in The Japanese Economic Review.

WAKITA Shigeru was a
Research Associate of the
Institute of Social Science

until March 1995. He is now

Associate Professor of

Economics at Tokyo
Metropolitan University.
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The White Paper on the Economy

PARTSIR: £

BEOE

Reviewed by WAKITA Shigeru

excessive use of the latest economics and econometrics jargon,

despite being written entirely by government officials. This
contrasts with the US Presidential Report on the Economy which, though
written by academic economists, avoids technical terminology. That
said, the latest (1994) Wiite Paper is moderately readable, even for
researchers unfamiliar with modern economics.

' APANESE White Papers on the Economy are notorious for their

The White Paper focuses mostly on the Japanese economy’s main
short-run problem — the long recession. Chapter 1 summarizes the
phases of the business cycle, focusing on the unexpected yen
appreciation in mid-1993, while chapter 2 examines the causes of the
current recession, mainly excessive inventory levels. The arguments
of the first two chapters are uncontroversial. Graphs and tables are
well used to give a clear picture of the current condition of the
Japanese macroeconomy.

Chapter 3 is devoted to the long-run problems of de-industrialization,
de-regulation, and employment. The White Paper repeats the standard
arguments of modern economic theory regarding de-
industrialization and de-regulation. On employment, the White Paper
demonstrates clearly how recent non-academic arguments that the
system of “lifetime commitment” is collapsing are contradicted by
turnover rate statistics. In fact, Japanese newspaper articles have
announced the collapse of Japanese-style management repeatedly
during the last 20 years; in recessions the press warns that firms are
about to fire vast numbers of middle-aged workers, and in booms it
deplores young workers” movement to better jobs — basing both
claims on the flimsiest anecdotal evidence. The fact is that the
Japanese labor market is stable, and labor market practices are not
going to change drastically. Although Japanese big firms do hoard
many incompetent workers, which looks like inefficiency, this
retained labor represents an “ability-insurance mechanism”
consistent with the arguments of modern applied microeconomics.’
Labor-hoarding also offsets macroeconomic tluctuations.? The 1994
White Paper’s arguments regarding Japanese employment practices
are most welcome, and make it a good starting point for an academic
study of the Japanese labor market.

D
Electronic Access to the
1994 Whife Paper on the Economy
As well as the hard-copy White Paper, the Publishing Divison of the
Ministry of Finance produces a CD-ROM version (in Japanese),
and offers an English summary on the Internet from the Japanese
Prime Minister's Residence World Wide Web server -
http://www.kantei.go.jp/foreign/summary.html
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Progress Report on the
ISS research project
The 20th Century
System: Formation and
Transformation

For information on the 20th
Century System project, contact
TSUCHIDA Tomoko at the Institute
of Social Science

tsuchida @iss.u-tokyo.ac.jp
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Japan and Asia in the World
System

HASHIMOTO Juro

E are currently witnessing a breakdown of the world political
W economic system. The former socialist countries have turned

to the free market, only to experience a fall in industrial
production equalling that in the United States during the Great
Depression, and ethnic and religious contflicts on a scale not seen since
the turn of the century. Elsewhere, border disputes have become a
frequent occurrence in the Middle East, Africa and Latin America. The
international political order, which had a semblance of stability during
the Cold War, is crumbling. Meanwhile, the international economic
order is also rocking on its foundations, ten years after the 1985 Plaza
Accord put an end to the postwar Bretton Woods system. (Under that
system the US had played a disproportionately important role,
deciding world commodity prices and interest rates.) Trade and
economic friction have become major problems, and the compromises
reached to resolve them, such as import and export controls and
voluntary self-restraint agreements, frequently contravene the
principles of the GATT.

Japan’s role in this system during this period of instability is more
important than ever before: witness the debates regarding her
participation in the UN Security Council and the leadership of the
World Trade Organization. This makes it crucial to examine the
transformation of the 20th century political economic system from a
Japanese perspective.

Key Features of the 20th Century System

The world system can be broken down into subsystems consisting of
international organizations (that is, international economic systems)
organized by sovereign states, and subsystems comprising individual
countries. A comparison of the subsystems of the 20th century system
with those of the 19th century shows three striking differences:

(1) The independence of former colonies, the multiplication of
sovereign states and the spread of democracy as a system of
government;

(2) The predominant role of the United States;

(3) The establishment of a large number of international organizations
with increasingly important roles.

Each of these differences deserves investigation, but their relationships
to each other are of particular interest here. (1) and (2) together raise the
questions of what kind of system American democracy represented,
and how it was adopted and adapted by US-occupied countries or
newly independent states. (2) and (3) together point to an international
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economic system under American hegemony formed in accordance
with an explicit set of American ideals and aims. In other words, the
20th century system is a world system “designed” by America, but the
question remains: How much of the burden of running this “designed”
system has America shouldered herself, and how much has she
entrusted to such institutions as the IMF and the GATT? Finally, (1)
and (3) together force us to consider the impact on international
organizations of the massive increase in the number of member states.

The second half of the 20th century has seen spectacular economic
growth across the globe. Economic growth has facilitated a more
equitable distribution of incomes, and become the standard means by
which the world’s policymakers — again, influenced by the US — aim to
achieve full employment. Many causes of economic growth have been
pointed out, but particularly in the US case the major factors are
industrial structure, product, design and manufacturing technologies,
and labor management methods. These American advances have been
transferred to other countries, often at remarkable speed. The 20th
Century System project focuses mainly on the effects of this transfer on
Japan-US relations. The project investigates features of the Japanese
economic system that have been created in the process of absorbing
and consolidating the impact of the US economy, in areas such as
industrial relations, the distribution system, salaries and welfare
payments.

Asia in the World System

The fourth quarter of the 20th century has seen major changes in
industrial structure, technology and company organization. We must
not overlook the role played in these changes by the economic success
of Japan and other Asian countries pursuing developmentalist
strategies. Asian economic development was, after all, a significant
factor in the collapse of the command economies. By explaining the
shape, outcomes and problems of Asian “developmentalism” and
comparing it to, for example, the Latin American case, we will be able
to establish the international effect of Asian economic growth, which
will in turn help us understand the relationship between national and
regional subsystems.

After decades enmeshed in the rivalry between the American and
Soviet systems, Asia has emerged from the seismic political and
economic shifts of recent years as one of the protagonists of the late
20th century world system. An accurate portrayal of the consequences
of Asia’s current emergence will surely provide a reliable platform
from which to survey its role in the next century . O
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HASHIMOTO Juro is Professor
of Economics at the Institute
of Social Science and
coordinator of the 20th
Century World System project.
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Reform of State-Owned Firms in China
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BABRAFEZERNE EEMRS

15 April 1995 1400-1700

Rm 306, Bldg 8, College of Arts and Sciences, University of Tokyo
(Komaba Campus)

HE|TAHLY

Papers LI Jlesheng (Kokushlkan University), W%%*a%%éﬁ%m_ Fﬁ}t
FBEIR — B ek \BAEDLIC

KUNIYA Satoshi (Niigata University), Hﬂ%‘t%J%&D< é/fB’jc%F'%E—
Jinbei Motor Company# 0\ |

Commentators; KOKUBUN Ryosei (Keio University), KIZAKI Midori

(Yokohama National University)

Contact. Assoc. Prof. TAJIMA Toshio, Institute of Social Science.
tajima @iss.u-tokyo.ac.jp

EELD HAZL
BARLEY T LDEHEFE
The Japanese Enterprise System Since 1945

TR TOERL S sl nsn
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21-22 May 1995

Department of Economics, University of Tokyo

On 22 May, 6 papers will cover topics including the selection of
managers, personnel assessment, production technology, cross-
shareholding, and the financial system.

Contact: Prof. HASHIMOTO Juro, Institute of Social Science.

BvE ) i(CIED

LA Ed
(1727 iitmﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁj
The “New Asian-ism” and Regional Cooperation

LWL DML pAE G A on L
THREFERRE 3 6H
27May 1995

Takushoku University

Presenters: MATSUMOTO Ken'ichi, freelance commentator
SUZUKI Yuji, Hosei University

KIMURA Michio, Institute of Developing Economies
KAJIWARA Hirokazu Chiba Keizai University
Commentator. SUEHIRO Akira, Institute of Social Science
Contact;: NAKAJIMA Sei'ichi, Takushoku University

Tel 03-3947-2261 Fax 03-3943-2558
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Historical Foundations of Postwar Southeast Asia: the 1930s and 1940s
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3-4 June 1995

Nagoya University

Contact:

YAO Takashi, Osaka University of Foreign Studies

Tel 0727-28-3111 extension 736 Fax 0727-28-3557

An Anticlassical Political Economic Analysis

23-24 June 1995

The Center for Global Communications (GLOCOM), International
University of Japan, Tokyo.

The conference focuses on the book An Anticlassical Political
Economic Analysis by the late MURAKAMI Yasusuke.

Spealkers:

Peter GOUREVITCH, HAMADA Koichi , Peter KATZENSEIN, Stephen
KRASNER, Andrew MORAVCSIK, Ken PYLE, INOGUCHI Takashi,
YAMAMURA Kozo, YAKUSHIJI Taizo, KUMON Shumpei and others.

Contact:

Assoc. Prof. Stephen J. ANDERSON, GLOCOM, 6-15-21 Roppongi,
Minato-ku, Tokyo 106

Fax +81-3-5412-7111 sja@glocom.ac.jp

The Seventh Annual Ph.D. Kenkyukai Conference

Social Science Japan April 1995

26 June 1995
The International House of Japan, Roppongi, Tokyo

The conference provides an opportunity for Japanese and foreign
scholars to meet and exchange views on various aspects of Japan. It
is also designed to give junior researchers the chance to present
their findings in a formal, but low-pressure, setting.

Presentations last 20 minutes and may be in either Japanese or
English. Those wishing to make presentations should contact the
organizing committee no later than 8 May 1995.

Contact:

The Ph.D. Kenkyukai Conference Committee, ¢/o Program
Department (Attn. Ms. Haruna Ishizuka), The International House
of Japan, 5-11-16 Roppongi, Minato-ku, Tokyo 106

Tel 03-3470-3211 Fax 03-3470-3170
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Call for Articles

W present your ideas in the most widely read journal on

W ERG-E26TEOET,

> 5y bmission Details

Japanese social science.

Social Science Japan is distributed by
airmail and on the Internet to more than
1500 academic institutions and individual
researchers in over 50 countries. Its
growing readership ranges from senior academics in many

isciplines to undergraduates and also includes researchers in the
private sector and government.

Articles accepted for publication will be translated into English
where necessary.

Articles should be in the fields of economics, law, political science and
sociology, and be relevant to the study of contemporary Japan. Selection
of articles for publication is carried out by the Information Center
Committee of the Institute of Social Science.
Articles should be no more than 1300 words, and should not have been
published elsewhere. Submission of articles implies acceptance of
editorial changes for reasons of space, accuracy and readability.

SS] Number Deadline for Articles

4 (Aug 95) 1Jul 95

5 (Nov 95) 1 Oct 95
Articles should be sent to: Social Science Japan, Institute of Social Science,
University of Tokyo, 7-3-1 Hongo, Bunkyo-ku, 113 JAPAN. Fax: 03-
3816-6864 (mark “ATTN Social Science Japan”). By electronic mail,
please send articles to ssjinfo@iss.u-tokyo.ac.jp, putting “SSJ article” in the
subject header.

Social Science Japan Online

As well as this airmail edition, Social Science Japan is also available on the Internet in two forms:

® By electronic mail. Send a message with the subject header “Sub SS]” to:

ssjinfo@iss.u-tokyo.ac.jp

® Onthe World Wide Web at the following address:

http://www.iss.u-tokyo.ac.jp/center/SSJ.html

The Institute of Social Science’s WWW server also offers an
events diary of conferences and seminars and an English guide
to ISS. We are currently preparing to make more ISS
publications available on the WWW.



