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Abstract

 Hamaglユ。hi Eshun is regarded as one of the most innuential academics who has

spoken about Japanese s㏄iety and cu1ture．His most famous pmposition is ka軸n－

shu虫（contextua1ism），which was presented in the1980s． Whi1e his ideas were

evaluated h1gh1y by manX some questlons and doubts have a1昌。 been expressed Th1s

paper takes the latter position and criticizes Hamaguchi’s idea舟。m倫ur aspects，

which pm洲de a signiicant problem consciousness in the discussion of Japano1ogy，

especia11y as the validity of the so－ca11ed Japanese system is under serious exmami－

nation these days．
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                抄     録

 濱口恵俊は、日本文化について、現在最も活発に発言をしている研究者のひとりだが、

彼のキーアイディアは、『間人主義』である。80年代に提出されて以来、多くの論者が、

その概念としての意義を高く評価する一方、同概念に疑念を挟む議論も少なからず展開さ

れてきた。本論では、後者の視点に立ち、当時あまり顧みられなかった論評を紹介しつつ、

今なお有効とされる、濱口の概念を4つの角度から批判する。ひいてはそれが、日本型シ

ステムの再考を求められている現在、日本型システムそのものが真に存在したのかという

『問い』への、答えを提供する糸口に繋がると考えるからである。

キーワード：集団主義、個人主義、間人主義、日本文化論
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   A1though it was written more than a decade ago，Kα械π8んωg｛πo Sんα冶α｛M肋。π

by Hamaguchi Eshun is sti11regarded as one ofthe most innuentia1books among Ja－

pano1ogy1iterature．Especia11y the idea that the author revea1ed in his book，contex－

tua1ism，has been used in various papers and books．Recent1X Hamag皿。hi himse1f

promoted his idea again to the public（1993．1996）。As he has become a leading

scho1ar in this ie1d，it is very woれhwhi1e to study his origina1concept，Kanjinshugi，

from the perspective of the current socio－cu1tura1studies．Examining his idea shou1d

a1so pro耐de some use血1aspects in comparative s㏄io1ogy．

   Before Hamaguchi，Hsu and Kimura took specia1notice of the re1ationship

among peop1e in Japanese昌。ciety（1972）．Hamag皿。hi deve1oped their views and

brought the concept of Kα械π，which Iitera11y means between peop1e－He said that

peop1e in Westem society be1ieve in individua1ism；in contrast，Japanese peop1e be－

1ieve in Kα〃．加8ん砒g三（contextua1ism in Eng1ish a㏄ording to Hamaguchi）．He de丘ned

his Kanjinshugi as“Japanese peop1e are aware of themse1ves on1y in re1ationship

with others and they regard that re1ationship as a part of themse1ves”（pp．5－6）一He

criticized Nakane，s Uεr此α王5㏄±e妙（1967）and Doi，s Amae（1971），saying that they

d1d not gTasp Japanese soc1ety thorough1y He a1so proposed to1ook at Japanese soc1－

ety from his Kanjinsh噂（p．6），which had been ca11ed corporatism by Wagatsuma

（1986）．

    Hamaguchi compares Kanjinshugi to Individua1ism as fo11ows：a Kanjinshugi so－

c1ety has three attr1butes，they are mutua1dependence，mutua1re11ance，and regard

for interpersoml re1ation as an end in itself In contrast an Individua1ism society

has di価erent attributes；they are se1f re1iance，ego－centeredness，and regard for inter－

persona1re1ations as a means七〇deve1op them（Hamag皿。hi1977）、His idea has been

we1comed by various peop1e（Iwata1982，Sengoku1982）、It is a1so said that Hama－

guchi’s witings appear more academic than his predecessors for he studied socio－

psycho1ogy，thus he su㏄eeded in presenting a new concept and methodology．He

seemed to pathind the new paradigm ofJapano1o駆一However，is it rea11y so？In this

paper，施ur d1stmg’u1shmg character1st1cs of h1s Kanj1nshug1are po1nted out and ex－

amined．

    As his methodology，Hamaguchi proposed etic instead of emic（pp．227－229）．It is

rated high1y For instame，Thomae（1979）mentioned“Westem midd1e－c1ass concep－

tua11zat1on cannot be app11ed to Japanese soc1ety’’，and Yamaguch1and Brmston

（1980）said“He used psychometric techniques quite we11、，，Hamag皿。hi o此en said that

eti6，which is provided by peop1e who observe the target society仕。m outside，cannot

○舐er a good standard to examine that society；but that emic，which come from na－

tives ofthe socie城。an present good criterion with which peop1e compare one society

一188一



Mabuchi：The Prob1em of“Kanjinshugi no Shakai［Contextualism S㏄iety】Nihon”

to北he others（p．228）．However，is emic the best and on1y too1as he said？In contrast

to Thomae above，Mouer and Sugimoto（1986）pointed out that‘‘What Hamaguchi

and others are upho1ding in their exc1usion of Westem ana1沸ic concepts is their

right to be themse1ves as they would1ike to be seen．”Even Hamaguchi himse1f said

that emic contain persona1experiences（Sugimoto and Mouer1987．p．32）．0ne ofthe

pmb1ems is that with sticking with emic，Non－Westem peop1e cannot use many so－

cio1ogical concepts，肪r they most1y deve1oped in Westem countries，and peop1e1ose

the way to express their indings to peop1e in other societies because trans1ation de－

pends on etic rather than emic．It must be recognized that emic and etic both have

七heir meritsεmd limitationsl As Befu（1987）said，the important thing is to use both

ofthem proper1y and critica11y．

   The second cbaracter of Hamaguchi’s theo町is that his comparison is a1most al－

ways between Japanese s㏄1ety and Westem soc1ety［Somet1mes Hamaguch1com－

pares Westem society to Eastem Asian s㏄iety，and in this case the country1ike

China is in the same category as Westem s㏄iety（1985）．1Kashima and Triandis

（1986）suppoれed Hamaguch1and sa1d‘‘Th1s character1zat1on of the Japanese－

Amer1can contrast has much convlnc1ng ev1dence”We，however，must be carefu1

when Hamaguchi genera1ized a11phenomena too simp1y，for examp1e，said that West－

em society is the society ofrugged individua1ism whi1e Japanese is contextua1Kan－

jin s㏄iety（P．8）．Maruyama（1984）said that many Westemers practice contextua1

re1ations，and it is mt an entire1y a1ien concept for Westemers．Uem（1987）c1aims

that we cannot put au Westem coun士ries in one category，and Mouer（1987）said that

how much societies are individua1and contextua1is a matter of de餌ee；in other

words we can see both of them in any society．In addition，there is a question

whether the Japanese can observe Westem society just as we11as the Japanese do

their own s㏄iety．IfHamaguchi be1ieves this is possib1e，then it is a contradiction be－

cause ofwhat he said about emic and e七ic．

    The next point is that Hamaguchi regards Japanese peop1e as a who1e in his

book．This is not a㏄eptab1e．Be血（1987）wamed it is dangerous to assume the Japa－

nese are just homogeneous and Sugimoto and Mouer（1982）c1aim the existence of

various c1asses in Japanese societyl Intaratai（1987）said to what extent we can ap－

p1y the Kanjinshu鎮mode1in Japanese society should be di価erent among Japanese

historica1periods，and Neustupny（1987）pointed out the necessity to see that Japa－

nese society is not stationary but changing．Strange1y，even Hamaguchi sometimes

admitted that nowadays the youth in Japan are di脆rent from o1der peop1e（p－113）

and that we cou1d find some individua1ism in Japanθse society，a1though he ca11ed it

pseudo－indMdua1ism（1980）．
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   Fim11y，HamagIユ。hi seems to praise the superiority of K巳njinshugi against the

individua1ism－He criticized Benedict’s8加α〃8んαm concept（1967）and rated

h1ghly Bendasan’s‘‘N1honkyo＝Japan1sm or peopllsm’’（1971）0f course，we could

correct Benedict’s theoW，but when Hamaguchi said that Japan does not need West－

emizati㎝any more（p．123）and that Japan must export the spirit of“wa＝har－

mony，，（p－56）；I cannot heIp fee1ing the danger of the impact of what he says espe－

cia11y when so－ca11ed Japanese neo－nationalists are provoking the peop1e in Asian

countries the wong way Hamaguchi a1so assumes that individualism worked to

speed the progress of the disease of civi1ization，and that Japanese companies suc－

ceeded in the USA and UK because of their距。upism（p．129）一As there are a1ot of

comp1ete1y opposite facts and phenomena repo此ed，I am a血aid that Hamag■ユ。hi stiu

cミmnot avoid episodeism altogether

   The idea of Kmjinshugi was examined血。m four aspects：its methodology，its

target nations in his comparison，its ho1istic view toward Japanese s㏄iety，and its

episodeism．As mentioned at the beginning of the paper，Hamaguchi sti11active1y

speaks and wdtes on Japano1ogy（1995．1997）．It seems that he has tried to respond

to those criticism abovel To see whether he su㏄essive1y defends his previous ideas or

he smaれ1y a1ters them wou1d be our next task，which requires a more sophisticated

ana1ysls based on the current soc1a1theor1es of not on1y the stud1es of Japano1ogy

but a1so the postmodemism，and g1oba1ization．
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