
INTRODUCTION 

The papers in this volume were originally prepared for presentation 
and discussion at a conference entitled The Study of Japan in the Be- 
havioral Sciences held at Rice University on April 11-12, 1969. One of a 
series of similar conferences on Japan sponsored by the Social Science 
Research Council and the American Council of Learned Societies, the 
conference was organized to appraise the state of knowledge of Japan 
in the fields of anthropology, social psychology, and sociology and to 
formulate plans for future study. The conference was the first of its kind 
ever conducted and the largest assemblage to date of Western social 
scientists engaged in the study of Japan. 

Planning of the conference and selection of the authors of papers was 
done by a steering committee composed of Harumi Befu, Richard K. 
Beardsley, John W. Bennett, George A. DeVos, and Edward Norbeck, 
chairman. The selection of participants who presented papers was de- 
liberately planned to include scholars of a wide range of experience and 
age. Within the limits allowed by available funds, an attempt was made to 
have international representation at the conference. Four Japanese 
scholars, three of whom traveled from Japan for the conference, and one 
English scholar were included among participants preparing papers. 
Persona1 invitations to  participate in the conference as members of the 
audience and discussants were extended to all American and Canadian 
scholars in the three fields in question whose work concerns Japan. Partici- 
pants, a total of forty-three persons, thus included a number of people who 
were not authors of conference papers. About one-third of the conference 
time was given to open discussion. 

The main objectives of the conference were met with variable degrees of 
success. From the papers and discussions a fairly clear picture emerged of 
the state of knowledge, the principal problems, and the main foci of 
scholarIy interest. No sharp, detailed, or complete picture emerged of the 
present state of human resources in the form of scholars, students, and 
reaching programs. As a by-product of planning the conference, however, a 
census was made of the number of Western scholars of Japan in the 
behavioraI sciences, which is discussed below. 
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A brief summary follows of the proceedings of the conference, organized 
under four major headings: (I) Resources, Human and Other; (11) Rele- 
vance of Research to Theory in the Behavioral Sciences; (111) Problems 
and Deficiencies; and (IV) Consideration for the Future. The statements 
that follow are drawn from both the prepared papers, most of which were 
later revised for publication, and the discussions among participants. 

I. Resources, Human and Other 
The number of non-Japanese professional scholars of Japan dearly 

identified with the three fields is small and limited principally to citizens 
of the United States. Two canvasses by mail soliciting information from 
all scholars of Japan in the fields in question known to the conference 
chairman revealed a total of sixty-six persons in the United States and 
Canada, of whom forty-two are anthropologists, nineteen sociologists, 
and five social psychologists. No serious attempt was made to determine 
the number of English and European scholars, which is assumed to be very 
small. Considerable research that has been conducted by anthropologists 
overlaps with the concerns of sociologists and social psychoIogists, and 
some anthropological research is scarcely distinguishable from research 
in the other two disciplines. 

The distribution by discipline of Japanese scholars differs from that 
of Western scholars. Sociologists far outnumber anthropologists, although 
Japanese sociologists conduct considerable research on subjects investi- 
gated by Western anthropologists. Social psychologists, whose research 
is strongly oriented toward applied psychology, have become relatively 
numerous in Japan since the end of World War 11. 

Information on Japanese and non-Japanese students in training for 
professional careers in the three fields was not quantified. It is clear, 
however, that the number of Western students is small and that they are 
mostly citizens of the United States. Most of the Western scholars presently 
active are middle-aged persons whose training in the Japanese language 
and culture began during World War 11. Although some young people are 
now in training, the number of scholars intermediate in age is small. 

Resources in the form of programs of training, library holdings, 
relevant research institutes, and sources of funds to promote training 
and research were generally dealt with only sketchily, although a few 
of the conference papers give explicit attention to information on these 
subjects that relates to the topics of the papers. Two themes appeared 
recurrently, that such resources are inadequate or, where rich sources 
of heretofore unused or little-used data exist, these are usually in 
archives in Japan and difficult for most foreign scholars to use because 
they are in the Japanese language. Programs of graduate training in Japan 
studies that include or allow specialization in the behavioral sciences exist 
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at a number of universities in the United States, but most college and 
university courses and programs concerning Japan are designed for 
undergraduates. 

11. The State of Research 
A keynote of the conference in appraisal of the state of research was 

reiteration of deficiencies. Most conference reports were nevertheless 
positive statements of progress, especially as compared with the circum- 
stances two decades ago. Most research, by both Japanese and non- 
Japanese scholars, has been conducted after World War 11. A number 
of genera1 statements of other kinds may be made about the conditions 
of research. 
Research by non-Japanese Scholars 

I .  Considerable progress has been made in research, but this has 
heavily emphasized certain subjects, and presents no complete or rounded 
picture. The list of topics discussed at the conference represents the major 
subjects of interest at the present time. These are: Sociocultural and 
Economic change (including urbanization), Personality and Socialization, 
and Comparative Research. Subtopics under these major headings have 
received varying emphases and the number of subtopics has increased 
greatly as time has passed. 

The heaviest emphasis to date has been on studies of small ruraI com- 
munities, and the orientation of these studies has been essentially ethno- 
graphic rather than toward considerations of theory. Kinship has been 
another major emphasis of study. Of the three broad topics listed above, 
Sociocultural and Economic Change has received the greatest attention, 
but this study has been spotty. Urban Japan and the general topic of 
urbanization have been the subjects of little research until recently. Other 
subtopics, such as social problems, religious changes, and motivation 
toward achievement have been the concern of a few researchers, and com- 
parative study (comparing data on Japan with data on other societies) has 
been limited principally to explicit or implicit comparison with the United 
States. Although included among the conference topics, comparison with 
China, the Ryukyus, and the Japanese abroad has been very limited. 

2. Most research has been essentially descriptive rather than directed 
toward the development of theory and toward goals of application to social 
problems. Much of the research completed to date consists of the compila- 
tion of factual data, which is obviously necessary and valuable, especially 
in the beginning stages of study. The general opinion of the participants in 
the conference was that research to date has tended to neglect matters 
of theory or interpretation on a cross-cultural level and that it has had 
no importance in the solution of social problems of societies and nations 
of the world. 
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3. Most research has been conducted by anthropologists. Although 
anthropologists have often crossed the boundaries of other scholarly 
fields in their research on Japan, this overweighting toward a single 
discipline explains some of the emphases and deficiencies. 
Research by Japanese Scholars 

I .  Research has included little independent formulation of theory and 
has depended principally upon Western-derived theoretical frameworks 
that are not always well suited to the Japanese circumstances. Like their 
counterparts in the United States, Japanese scholars have followed trends 
and emphases in their research, but these trends differ in some ways from 
those in the United States, as does the distribution of scholars by discipline. 
Sociologists outnumber anthropologists, and it is sociologists who have 
conducted most research on kinship and the social organization of small 
communities, the two subjects which until recently received the heaviest 
emphasis. Until recent times, anthropology was folk ethnology, prin- 
cipally descriptive and bearing Iittle resemblance to the modern behavioral 
sciences in its goals. Until after World War 11, sociology was chiefly 
Western-derived rural sociology. For  some years after World War 11, 
many sociologists concerned themselves with social reform, identifying 
and inveighing against certain social institutions as "feudal" and obsolete. 
The subjects of Japanese sociology today are generally those currently in 
vogue in the United States and its theoretical bases are derived chiefly 
from American sociology. Social psychology developed only after World 
War 11, shows strong American influence, and, after a postwar flurry of 
Freudian-derived studies of the Japanese personality, has come to 
emphasize educational and applied psychology. 

2. Research has generally been descriptive, small in scope, and has 
avoided certain topics. These tendencies are undoubtedly in part a reflec- 
tion of the scarcity of funds and of time for research. Certain "delicate" 
topics have been avoided; for example, Japanese sociology has given 
very little attention to  the study of the nation's minority groups. 

3. Japanese scholars have a strong tendency to develop exclusive, 
small in-groups that avoid close contact with other scholarly groups, 
indigenous or foreign. The tendency of Japanese scholars to form small, 
exclusive groups centered on their subjects of interest was described by 
Japanese participants in the conference as very strong, and this tendency 
is held t o  inhibit cross-fertilization from other scholarly strains even 
within the same discipline. 

4. Japanese research has seldom been comparative. Research by 
Japanese behavioral scientists has been confined principally to Japan 
as a matter of personal preference rather than by force of financial 
circumstances; little interest has apparently existed among Japanese 
scholars in comparing Japan with other societies. 
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111. Relevance of Research to Theory in the BehavioralSciences 
The consensus of conference participants was that certain characteristics 

of Japanese culture and society are unparalleled elsewhere, which makes 
the study of Japan uniquely valuable to  the behavioral sciences. These 
include extremely rapid sociocultural changes without serious domestic 
upheavals. As an example of rapid and successful modernization, Japan 
may also be studied advantageously for its relevance to the problems of 
underdeveloped and developing nations. Despite this great potential 
value, few ideas or theories of general import to the behavioral sciences 
have been formulated by scholars of Japan and such research of general 
theoretical import as does exist has so far had little influence in the social 
sciences. Cited as examples of research of general relevance were studies 
and interpretations of kinship, fictive kinship, achievement motivation, 
and common-interest associations. Speculation as to why published re- 
search on Japan had so little currency among professional colleagues not 
specializing in Japan included the opinion that the research has given too 
little attention to  cross-cultural comparisons to  allow the formulations 
of theories and interpretations of general relevance and too little attention 
toward the application of Japanese data in attempts to solve social 
problems. 

IV. Problems and Deficiencies. 
Problems and deficiencies that appeared to be regarded as major issues 

are summarized briefly below. Some of these have already been explicitly 
stated in other contexts or have been implied. 

1. Lack of personnel. The number of non-Japanese scholars is small, 
especially in sociology and psychology. Prospects are poor for a sub- 
stantial increase in the near future. In all three fields, only a small number 
of scholars are at an intermediate level in age and experience, a circum- 
stance which may in the future present problems of shortage of personnel 
in programs of training. The circumstances among Japanese scholars 
were not made clear. 

2. Lack of facilities and funds for training and research. Although 
general opinion seemed to hold that facilities and funds for training and 
research in the United States were far from ideal, these deficiencies are 
undoubtedly more acute in Japan. The deficiencies in the United States 
seem to reflect in part a lack of strong demand for such facilities and 
support. 

3. Language barriers. The difficulty that the Japanese language imposes 
for speakers of Indo-European languages was often cited as a deterrent 
to research. Problems of Japanese scholars in mastering English were 
similarly discussed. 

4. Deficiencies in topical research. This subject has already been 
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discussed, and may be summarized in the statement that research has 
progressed but is at best spotty. Particular deficiencies that might be 
partially corrected without collecting new data are the lack of comparative 
studies and of interpretive or  theoretically oriented studies. 

5. Problems of collaboration between Japanese and non-Japanese 
scholars. The exclusiveness of schoIarly groups of Japanese as well as 
problems of linguistic communication inhibit collaborative study by native 
and foreign scholars and, in Japan especially, inhibit the development 
of scientific theory. No solution to  this problem is in sight, but it is en- 
couraging to note that a few of the conference papers were prepared by 
such collaborative effort and that American scholars at the conference 
collaborate in some measure with Japanese scholars. 

6. Professional demands that inhibit specialization in Japanese 
studies. Most American participants in the conference are unable to 
devote more than a small part of their time and efforts to  the study of 
Japan because of demands placed upon them by their universities for 
other activities, including the teaching of courses on subjects other than 
Japan. This state of affairs reflects the relatively small demand for courses 
on Japan in the behavioral sciences. 

Considerations for the Future 
Several recommendations for future action were made, all of which are 

implied in the preceding paragraphs: 
1. Serious thought should be given to making the results of research 

on Japan useful in promoting the growth of scientific knowledge for its 
own sake and, in applied form, as an aid in solving social problems and 
problems of international relations. 

2. The scope of comparative research should be enlarged beyond the 
present general trend of comparing only the United States and Japan, 
with the ultimate aim of formulating scientific generalizations of 
universal significance and applicability, 

3. Improvement should be sought in programs of training and facilities 
for training and research, and action should be taken to encourage the re- 
cruitment of personnel, especially in social psychology and sociology. 

4. Rapport and collaboration between Western and Japanese scholars 
should be improved. Primary obstacles are the social exclusiveness and 
academic provincialism of Japanese scholars and, for both Japanese and 
non-Japanese scholars, the barriers of Ianguage. A suggested means of 
improving communication among scholars is the conduct of additional 
conferences in which participation is truly international. 

We are thankful t o  the Social Science Research Council for financial 
support for the conference which led to  these papers, and to Rice University 
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for supplemental aid allowing the addition of a number of conference 
participants and covering incidental conference expenses and editorial 
costs. Part of the expense in preparing this volume for publication was 
borne by the Advanced Research Projects Agency under ARPA Order 
No. 738 and monitored by the Office of Naval Research, Group Psy- 
chology Branch, under Contract Number NOOO14-67-A-0145-001, 
NR 177-909. 

We wish also to  express thanks for aid in connection with the con- 
ference and preparation of these papers for publication to Ruth Affeld, 
Carey Croneis, Katherine F. Drew, Marilou Gamst, William Gardenier, 
Deni Goodman, Nancy Hildrew, Ebenezer T. Jacob-Pandian, Mun 
Woong Lee, Barbara Podratz, and Alana Whitlow. 
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