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Identity has to do with how we know ourselves. This is a touchy, elusive,
and complicated Qubject because once you get into 1t, there is no way of egcaping
autqbiography, others' or your own or, usually, both; and even though they are in
fact dealing with it most of the time, autobiography is a subject most inquiring
ascholars do their best to avoido It might seem to be a long way from the intricate |
‘obscurity of the individual ego to the larger and somewhat more visible deaigi:a of
the larger arenas in which we live and nofm = the tribes, classes, natioxia ’ parl‘:ies,
@vwmnta. gocieties to which we are sﬁtaohod ~ but the distance is noﬁo
gz'aat and the links have come more and more under serutiny of various kinds in
recent years. FPolitics is a matter of power and power is a matter of authority, and
authority, as you here in Japan know batter than most, is both an individual and
2 soclal matter.

The atndy of human affairs gces on aloag lines that shape themselves into
a design that looké like a huge fmnélg Down at the narrow end, the biochemiats
~ and the physlologists crowd the psychiatrists and psychoanalysts who are in turn
- Jostled by the novelists, and every so often by a priest, all interested in what
the individual is and how he funotions. Far out at the wide end, biasy armies of

N

* Scheduled for publication in the Bulletin of the intex;g_gtional House of
Japan, Spring, 1964.
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‘;ocial sclentists are feeding great masses of figures and symbols into computers,
hoping they will churn out some hint of coherence among some of the 1§rger aggre=
gates of human experiencoa Obviously we lern much from both kind~ ~€ aarutinyf“
we know now how much more than the Oedipal exrerience is ;mm in the life of
‘every individual and we also know how little the large depersonslized categories
stili toll nl'sbout human society. Both ende are open; the hioohcuiata think they
are close to the deep~down place where life begins and who knows uh-ro tht compntor-v
men and the spacemen will take us. But there is also great movamnnt»inﬂﬁbom'hoth
ends to places too quickly pasaed by, up and out from the mysteries of cellular
life and the individual psyche and down from those draughty open spaces of the
large abatractions. All kinds of "new"}ground'ia being "discovered® here as many
dirferent lines of vision begin to cross and oriss-cross. The place is full of
audden‘moetinga and brief encounters, beiween psychoanalysts and anthropologisis
éhd sociologists and humanists and economists and psychologists and poliéica; 
solentists = with all of them running into some of the old inhabitants who have
been here all along, some writers and journalists, even some politicians, but most
of all, community and gocial workers. Some of these brief ehcountera have led to
longer affairs, even to love and marrisge, and fhe result has been inqﬁiry multi=
plying and growing and teking on new forms as we all go on trying to learn what
puts the individual together, how he interacts with other 1nd1viduala, and how this
ghapes and is shaped by the social procoal.

I began, myself, at a point qut nearer the widening end of the funnel. As
a atudeht of politics and international affairs, I was concerned with tﬁe abrasive
interaction of nations and classes. It was during one of the largest of these
abrasions that I found myself being drawn down toward the smaller end of thé funnel
in an effort to learn more about the nature and experience of individuala caught
up in thess collisions. Down there, as it curls giay in its disappearing narrow-

ness lie, one supposes, the biochemical secrqts of life; Just above them up » gurl



| “or two, hides the aingla payche, 01”3 a8 2 virus, shaping itself out of the
inatinotual-biological endowments of ea@h individual and the interaction of these
endowments with whatever it is that comes by osmosis through the parental membrane
and gives each new personality the baginning of the shape of its unique self. And
right there is where the individual begins to interact- with other individuals;
the passage widens and the light gets betier and more can be more easily seen.
Here to his uniquely~held elements he adds those which he shares with others from
the ouzaat;»béginning to make up what I distinguish as his shared holdiﬁgs, or hia
basic group identity, the social features, or what Erik Erikson has called the
"ghared samenesses" that are part of his ego identity. 1ihese are mainly the tanings
with ahich every person is qpi%e involuntarily endowed at birth: his ethnic being,
his name, color and physical charactgriatics, the géographv of his birthplace, his
history and origins, his nationality, language, religion, his inherited value
system, his social~economic threahold,’and all the impinging oircnlstanobafof_his
time. .hey are bisically the ingredients of‘the common culture in which he comes
as an individual to share.

| The function of this basic group identity is to provide an individuil with
a supporting measure of'self'acceptance, self-mide, self-esteem. Somavpoop&e oan
derive a sufficlent self-esteem out of the stuff of their individual personalities,
abova, beyond, or often despite, the character or situation of their groupo Others
depend heavily on their group identity to supply #hat their own 1ndividualitiesynay
deny them. Most people need all they éaﬁ get from both sources. Many men find
this need satisfied in one or more of the many other multiple group identities they
ﬁoquire in the course of their lives, as memﬁera of that team, club, school, military
ouifit, occoupation, business or professional group, or whatever. ‘But these secon=
dary sources of self-esteen are adquuate only where the conditions created by the |

basic group ldentity do not get in the way. This can occur up to a point ina

ghetio situation, for example, or wherever a simllarly tight homogeneity exists.
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“But theae proteotivé walls of identity have rsrély stood long and none forever ~
even the Great Jall of China was fiuany battered down. Relationship and inter-
action with other groups govern in tﬁa‘livas of most peopls, evbn‘in historie
periods we think of as "atable," and it is here where the elémqﬁtskof basic group
jdentity become the essential determinants of group self-esteem. This takes place
at maﬁy different levola‘and in many different ways, and is influenced by many
diffexent conditions, I\am suggesting that chief, and probﬁbly decisivu. among |
thease are the gglitigal gonditions, 1.e., the conditions of power in whioh th§ group
identity is héld. How domipant or how dominated 1s thé group to which:the individual
belongs, and how, therefore, is he ablae to bear himself in relations to othera?

Thig, I think, is the oardinal question and it ia essQntialqya question of polities
or power. | |

| Like health or money, group identity presents no problem when it is an
aéaured given, when the solf-accoptéﬁna it géneratea is an unqnostionod<pweﬁ$ae‘or
lifeo It is only when it is failing to give a man an acceptable basis for ﬁrida in
‘himself - or worse, foreing him‘into a pattern of self-rejection = that it becomes a
probléem and, sooner or later, a matter of orisis. This is preciﬁély the point at |
which group idéntity and politics meet. It is the starting point of much notable
history, of many notsble lives. This has been a oritiesl point at all times, but
never more so than in a time 1like the rresent when all power systems sre changing,
-al) group relationships being revised, and all group identities being fo:ced~to |
réarrange themselves to meet the transforming circumatances. This ia.thc’curiCﬁt
condition of all sorts and kinds of men and it is to this painful and complicated
process of changing group identity that I seek to draw your attention.

de all know groups of people whose history has been distinguished by great
changelessness in these matters, sometimes across centuries of time. We also all
know people wﬁo yewrn after this kind of history = I suppose you sre not without

them here in Japan = but it is getting rather hard to come by. In our contemporary
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‘history, and I need spesk ohly of the events of the five decadea-plﬁs of my own
lifetime, swift technological change and a series of wars and revolutions have
transformed the conditions of life in one degree or another for virtually everyone
on earth. I rresumably do not need to rehearse or summarize theso events here or
spend too much time reminding you of your own involvement in them. Japan’s role in
this higtory has been dramatio.and,tha atruggle of Japanese individnalarfér re= .

' definition now is hardly less so. By its own power drive in Asia, which it joined to
Germany®s in Europe, the Japanese nation careated b; the Meiji transquuatibn helped
to bring down the Jestern system of world empires, suffering a crushing defeat
itself iﬁ the rrocess. Out of the successive and catastrophic confrontations of
national power and the revolutionary challenges of these decades has éoﬁe no new
world order but 2 new power struggle and, thanks to the new thermonuolear weapons,

a fragile power stalemate of uncertain duration. In a world desperately in need of
some new Way to orghnize iiself on’a global basis, more than half a hundred new
nations have meanwhile been carved out of the shattered empirgao It 1; the sorry and
perhaps the fateful paradox of a too-belatedly triumphant nationalism. Each one of
these new states c¢arries a great burden of backwardness while facing the formidabl.
demands of modernization, economic development, social change. Creating new systems
of poiitical power and choosing paths for effective and social ahd economic change
are the great and overwhelming demands of the epoch, greater denands than any nation,
even a great and powerful nation, can maqt by itself. It is one of thoéawgrnat |
turnings of history, more massive than any ever befaro know, a great shift in the
power systems by which the world®s people are ruled, a great shift in all the c¢ir-
cumstances and environments, a resetting of all the conditions in which people live.

- No one is exempt rrom the changes this higtory imposes, not even the great masses
of people caught by the turning still in the mesh of their backwardness, certainly
not their children, so many of whom are now going, as so ﬁany of their elders never

did, to some kind of school. One way or another, at one pace or another, all are
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. thought they would be "free" if only thcj could become naticnals of 'a:nak.m A
'own. and all who, like the Japanese, found that the "nation“( they had had brwt

by ,
being compelled to shed old images of themselves and to hegin acquiring newk’ones,
to gain new views not only of themselves but of others and of the ralitionship
be tween them, to begin transforming, in short, the terma of the group ildentities they
inherited from the paste. \

In these recent years, it iaa not‘only the 0ld syatem of power that came
oi‘unbling down, but along with it the ’whole superstructure of conceptions and self-
conceptions, mythologles, and assumptions, all the pa.ttorns of superioriﬁy and ine-
roriority created over three contm-:lea lw Jeatern white Europs to advs.ncc and naintain
its power over the rest of the world. Japan, which tried unmocesstully to take over
that power in Asia, created ‘and used mythologies of its own in this process and these
too have evaporated along with the dream of empire, giving Japan its own resuliar

- form of the rresent universal confusion. The fact is that as a direct result of

these massive politioal changes, every person everywhere is faced with the need to
re~define who wnd what he is, all the ex-subjects and all the ex-masters, lﬁm

then to diaaéter; ‘all who were "'backward" becoming members of moderrﬂ.;ing sociéﬁes,
all the ignorant and illiterate of the world now being sepirated from their children

ty the great divide of education and literacy, all the women who were thralls now

becoming persons, all the members of extended families based on an obsolete ruralisn
giving u@ to. nuclear families in a massively growing urba:iisu. It is 1n settings
such as these that I am asking my questions about group identity and political change,
and asking them particularly of the young. | ,

The most olimactic of these evenis have been concentrated in the last two
decades or so. This is hardly enbugh time for 'his’to}riana’ to begin to gather tﬁe
material they need, much lo;s the rersrective, to chronicle the events just paaséd;
hardly enough for ’nthor students of society to keep track of 't’ninga happening, much
less find ways of uﬁdératanding thema: But it _i;g enough time for a generation ot
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syoung people to become adults and for a new generation of yowng people to appexrs
I do not have the figures, but I would assume the world must Ly now be nearly half-
popuiatcd by people ’born after Hitler marched into Poland or after Japa'n.so planes
hit Pearl Harvor. The obild born that day will have his 23rd birthday tomorrow = a
shoit apan of time, but long enough for a person to grow up from childhood to young
adulthood, to begin carrying the acocumulated burdens of the past and to fice the
complicated and painful demends of the jresent and the dimness and insecurity of the
future. MNost of these young people cannot see things as their fathers saw them - most
of the "things" their fathers saw are no longer there. They have to discover them=
selves in a setting that is largely new and whose nha.po they must fix thmulvuo
In f« places in the world has this generational differonco been more drmt:nau;
experienced than in Japan, where concepts of history, or life, of the meaning- of
being "Japanese" are marked off in a vosabulary that separates age groups by their
‘relationship to the war - the gen zen ha, the gen chu ha, the gen go ha, = the pre=
war, wartime, and postwar generations. To be sure no two people seem to agree on |
many of the important definitions attached to these terms, but I have no doubt that
all of you could spell out in rich detail your own expelences as grandparents, parents,
or as sons or daughters that would reflect your own psrts in thls difficult snd
painful process of change. Out of an accumulation of sﬁoh experiences, could we get
to learn about them, we could begin to 1donti.ty the elementa that mposc the group
identity called- "Japanow and to aee aom of tho nm 1t 1a ehanging under the
fressure of the things that have been happoning %o Japan and to Japanese in this time.

There is of course an intimate rolat.iox;ahip between the way we see ourselves
and the ways in which we see others, and tiis is where my own inquiry into these
matters began. iHow, in the course of these eonfrontations, do people "see" each
other scross their national, cultural, and "racial® barriers? How do these perceptions
affect their behavior, the politics and the policies of their governments and their



“g=

societies in general? How are the.e perceptions-of-others shaped, especially by the
ways in which people hold their pereeptions-of-themselves? And then, how 1ibout
these viows‘poople have of themselvea, what are they made of? And what happens to
them when they come under the transforming impact of major political change? This
was the sequence of questions which began to ong;gc‘m and which, thanks to my
assooiition with the Center for International Studies at MoI.Te, I have been pursuing
in s series of explorations and inquiries during the last ten ye-rs.

The first of these was an examination of American perceptions of China and
Indis. I had had for soms time an interest in the history and politics of these
relationships. But now I took my questions to a rather different arenma = the uindl
of some 200 American ducaiora, editors, writer‘a, scholars, business and church
leaders, public men = all ocoupying key plaooa in the communications network of thc
lociety. I set out to discover what they associated with Chinese and Indiann,
trace these associations back in their minds to their origins, and from thnm back
into the mass media, the literature, the ‘8chool texts, and the history to Ih&oh they
had been oxponda The results of this study a.ppoared in 1958 in a book calhd
mm_gg_w *  Among many other things, I found a close rolationship
between the nt; >¢'at images Americans had developed in their minds about the Chinese
and the successive stages of power and powerlessness through which the Chinese had
- passed during the long period of contact betweén the United States and China, and
located the special source fdr some of the unique emotions felt by Americans in
relation to china,vin thc American missionary enterprise that for a long time dominated
the relationship and oreated the main channels of communication about it. The study
of perceptions of India showed, again among many other things, that some kinds of
cultural differences are pretiy nearly wunbridgesble. This work also illustrated how
directly an individual’s perceptions of another people and amti:or culture are shaped

* John Day Company, New York, 1958; alsoc published as a paperback under tho
title Images of Asia, Co.pr:lcorn Books, New York, 1962.
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and colored by his own particular window on the world: the time, place, and ciroum-
stanoes of his encounter, his particular background and education, elements of his
om unique personality (an umseen "specter" hovering im, 6ver, and behind all these
matters), and the political conditions or pover relations at the time when his ideas
about this were fixed in his mind. Another thing it showed was thaf the best~
schooled minds are embarrassingly capable of carrying the mst. flagrant kinds of
prejudices and stereotypes, that these can be based on both ample and scanty experience,
and that they can be held firmly over years, even 1 whole lifetime, without (mu'
coming wder oritical exsmination, |
Another finding richly illustrated in this material was that these stereotypes
and the attitudes based upon them (or the attitudes from which they come) ocowr almost
alwéys in pairs, a crowded array of coupled pluses and minuses in the arks of our
minds, counterparts of "good" and "bad," or Wgoodio-imagu' ‘and "baddie-images"® whioh
oould e sumoned up or dismissed aceording to need - and in most significwut oases,
this need would be political. Thus of the Chinese, Americans = and I uqmmany
~ other people t0o, including msny Japanese = have an assortment on the one hand of
what I called the Marco Polo=-Pearl Buck images and on the other the Genghiz Khan-
Fu Manchu images, the great "goodie"-Chinese who were f"wise" and the great "baddie"~
Chinese who were "fiendishly clever! the "thrifty" and the "miserly,” the people with
g great capacity for suffering hardship® and their counter-parts with their great
capacity for inflicting violence and cruslty. These twin' sets of qualities are very
useful things to hive around in the press of sonflict, for ihen events demand it,
one ¢an push the right button and bring to front and center the appropriate set of
images and attached emotions. In every case, incidently, one can do this without
being wholly false to the reality, The Chinese heroes 6: the 19408 became the Chinese
ﬁonams oi' the 19508 without having to move very far from the one compartment to the
other in anyone's mind. I am sure other examples will ocour to you out of our recent

common history = the gemutlich Germans to the Kaiser®s Germans to the gemutlich
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- ;.‘vei-hans to Hitler's Germans; the totalitﬁrian dictator Stalin to "good old Uncle Joe®
to totalitarian dictator; and similar sets of images that we Americans developed about
you Japanese - from the pages of Lafcadio Hearn to the roads that led to Bataan and
bagk, in some cases all the way back to Hearn. I repeat, none of these is ever

wholly false and sbmo, when precisely and carefully located, are pleisantly or
terrifyingly trues. That is why they lend themselves so well to the needs of propaganda
even when, or perhaps especially when, 38 in these years these needs have put us all

on a kind of flying trapese swingling in great and dissyi.ng whooshes agross the u"ona.
of om: contemporary history. I could remark of myself that my own governing images

of Japanese were created in China in the 1930s, that my last visit here was in 1945,
and that when I came back this time these images were still quite strongly imbedded in
the forefront of my mind providing me here with the intercst:lng experience of maki.ng
mta:ln neoessary corrections to meet the needs of changed times and fruher:mntsa

This s a matter that e1lls for great and constant examination and self i
by everyone, 2 discipline we neod to impose to see more clearly just hoi’u,_: -ag
~our images and feelings aboutkot.hers and how we use them in our relationahipéo I do
not mean to suggest that if we do this we will necessarily get along better with each
other, much less learn to love each other, but only that it will enible us to be more
intelligent 1hoﬁt our differences and our hostintias and perhaps to co-exist a bit
more reasonibly and to enjoy thereby a2 more tolerable history. |

I followed this inquiry with what began 28 an examination of the impasct of
world affairs on racism in the American society and dmldp-d into a2 study of the
impact of world power changes on Negro Americans and became an examination of the
elements of the group id‘ontitj of Negro Amerioana}com:l.ng up for revision under the
essure of great eventso One of the‘things that passed with the Jestern white empires
was the péwar to maintain the myths of white supremacy which had for so long adorned
the superstructure of Jestern power in Asia and Africa. In the United States this
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meant the end at last of the gross paradox of surviving second-class citizenship for
Negroes in the American society; the needs of American policy in the chinging world,
if nothing elss, began to force the American soclety at long. last to live up to its
own most basio professions. For Negroes in imerica, what was hnppening in Asia and
Africa on this secore provided the spur that incro;aed the pressure they put on the
white soclety to acocept in fact the equality of atatus they professed in principle.
But a new kind of pressure by the same token was brought to bear on Negroes thomnlv;a.
Negroes in America were subjected for newrly 300 years in ways that all but
completely deprived them of sources of solt-accaptanccl and self-pride. Out of the
gheerest kind of psychisc needs for self-defense, kl;éroea over this time assoﬁblod the
elements of a group identity which enabled them to cope yith the conditions ot their
subjection. Now this histary of subjestion was coming to sn end, in no small part
through their own efforts. The system under which the Negro lived for so long has
hcen‘ awiftlj changing. He is moving out of second=classness into his share of the :

- gommon firste=claasness of all members of the American society.’ The old group per-
sonality no longer fits the new circumstances. Everything, or nearly everything, in
the old group identity is obsolete or obsoleécento Everytiﬂng 'bout one's sense of

oneself = one's name, color and physical characteristics, one's sense of place in

thclu rast and in the prosen"b = a1l of it is thrown into solution and a man finds hiasokl,f
in the almost unbearable state of being without definition in his own mind. 7This
oreates a condition of acute group identity grisis. This is exactly the experience
through which Negroes in America are passing now, summoning up great resources of
courage and resilience to win through to their right to go through this orisis and

t0 acquire a new mense of themselves from which they will, at 1asf., derive the self-
acceptance which thoy'ha,;o for so long been denied. I apent several years sorting out
some of ;hhc elements of this experience with individuals going through it, and put
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down what I lewrned in 2 recent book, The New ior | | ‘ »* where anyone
mmeétod can pursue some of the details as 1 found them. X

Again, there is hardly anyone ’in the world who is not going through his owmn
‘comparable experience, and I have been engaged this past yeiwr in trying to glimpse in
a number of different countries some of the other forms it takes and aspects on which
it can be. faoouased.
Jews in Igsrael, to take a first example, present a peculiarly dramatic

11lustration of this interaction between group identity and pol:lt:lcsi change. They
are trying to solve in the most directly political way, hy creation of their own
state, the yproblems of marginality and rejection of Jews whioh came to their ultimate
orisis in the Hitlerian holocaust. In the setting of a Jewish nation-state, re-
established after a dispersion that lasted 2,000 years, all the elements ofJowish
group identity oome up in the first place for definition, much less re-definition ond
.‘revision, for all the Jews coming to Israel bring with them not only their W
varieties of "Jewishness" but also the many kinds of cultural and physical /1don£1ties
acquired from their centuries of living among so many different kinds of people.
Most of the Jews who have come to Israel have come in flight from rejection, persecution,
and the threat of extermination, and therefore enter upon this process quite in- |
volmf.ar:llyo Nearly unique among them are the Jews who have coms to Israel as
_imnigranta from the United Stateso This is a tiny group, its present number coming

to not quite 10,000, among the 2,000,000 Jews who now £i11 the small new state; sand

1t is even a tinier mroportion of the 5,000,000 American Jews who remain Americans in
the United Statea.

- #John Day Company, New York, 1963; slso scheduled for publicition in a
paperback edition bty Viking during 1964, For an examination of these

elements in the setting of a group of ilegro and white Americin college
students during a summer’s work camp expcrience in West Afrigca, asse also

ny Cmergent Amerigans, John Dy Company, New York, 1961
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Unlike the greater mass of their fellow immigrants, these American Jews j.inad
the Return not in £light but from choice, from a wish and s need to identify themselves
‘as Jews by living in a Jewish gociety in a Jewish state. There 1s an element in this
chbicg of a feeling of being rejected, oxoiuded, perhaps even threatened in the
Ameriocan soclety, at the very least a asense of "outsiderness," of "not belonging.®
They come %o Isriol where the axiatenca df’a Jewish state guarantees their right to
"belong." Yet it 1s here that thay oome up against a uniquely ircnic blook: in an
but a va:y smali number of cases, these American Jews in JIsrael do not want to "bﬁlong"
ih Israel badly enough to give up being "Americans® and to become *lsraslis."
Lacerated Ly the thorns of this contradiotion, many Americ nn Jews who have come as
immigrants to stay hare given up and returned to America; those who remain try %o
live with the double yolk of their group identitiss and hope it will frove a simpler
matter for their children. Involved in this painful dilemma are some of the most
fundamental elements linking group identity to politics. These are illustrated by the
push and pull of the American promise of an effectively protected pluralism and the
more limited American actuaiity; by the confusions of a remarkably powerful but alsc
remarkably undefined "Jewishness," sometines ethnic, sometimes religious, sometimes
national, sometimes all three; bty the power of the Jewish drive for aurvival, which
rested for so many genarationa on the dream of § Return to Zion and then bessme a
grim struggle in the aftermath of the nearly total destruction visited upon the Jews
of Europes In all their miany forms, the group idontit& origses of Jews 1nllsraolh |
are, more than most, urapped up in larger political outcomes affecting much more than
Isranl and many more peoples besides the Jewsa

For a second example, consider the situztion of the Untouchabla in India,
gubjected for many more generations than the Negro american to a condition of total
subordination and debasement. Partly because of the religious sanctions attached to

this condition and the absence of any counteracting credo of free self-assertion,
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"bhe indian Uhtouchable becane a man who accepted his plight to an extent and in ways
that the Negro in america never did. Although in certain group Juxtapositions in
India there ig an element of skin-ocolor differences and some of these differences
distinguish some Untouchables, there are also dark-skinned Brahmins and light trown
Untouchables. The esondition is eascnti.é.lly a social-religious one and outs across
the speotrum of physical charscteristios fownd smong the peoples of Indis. But here
is this Indian Untouchable now, thrust Yy the mressures of political change into
finding some new baasls for his existence. The channels of eduoation, widened by the
advent of Indian political independence to bring in more and more Untouchables along
with other long=depressed castes and groups, are opening up a new wniverse to minds
clouded by the accumulated ignorance of centuries. The power ayaton in India changed
sufficiently to make the Untouchable an ex-Untouchable in law, but the society has not
yet changed enough to make him an ex-Untouchsble in fagt. The result is that there
1s a small but steadily growing segment of India’s 70,000,000 Untouchables which has
 begn. through educstion to mesk and to win new footholds on a better 1ife. But tis
has to be done in a sooiety whioh still does not offer them much chance to axist on
a new basis. The edusated ex-Untouchable is driven by his education to try to raisge
himself up and out of the cesspools of his soclety and on to the open ground where
everybody else lives. Out thers, however, he finds everybody still living in thi
main by the rules of the caste system which exoludsd him and kept him at his subhuman
level. He either has to try to break way from caste altogether and thord‘orc from
Hinduism, (as Ambedkar's followers have tried to do by becoming Buddhists, even as
earlier refugees from Untouchability became Moslems or Christians); or else strive
desperately to become ‘somehow part of the system of touchable castes by whish the
society is still governed. He becomes a men who in one way or another wants to blot
out his past altogether, who tries to keep his children from learning anything about
their antecedents. He 1s a man who is {rying to reach up from minus to zero, to
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reach a point of nothingness where he can try to begin vecoming, in the mést literal
and total way, someone else. I do not know how the situ~tion of the ex-Untouchable
in India compares, say, to the situation of the outcaste Eta in Japan, although I
gather that here t0o his road up and out of his untouchability lies in attempting to

erase his past. There oan be few identity orises more acute and more total than
" thoss which lead a man to try to blot out what he was in order to enabls him to
become something it is more tolerabls to beo

Or oonsider a contrasting example, f-ho Chinese in lMalay - one of the sevei'al

~ groups o;' poople whose status you Japanese tried to take a hand in changing a few k
yoars back. Diametrically unlike the Indian Untouchabls, the Chinese in Kainya,
(indeed the Chinese almoat anywhers), is likely to be a man whose sense of his
peoplets Past 13 one of his gre:t sources of sustenance, roviding him with the. pride
and self-acceptance that his own more maiate circumstances so often deny himo. In
vﬂalaya for nearly a century, the Chinese retained not only their sultural identity,
including their language, but also their nationality as citisens of China. Now the
turn:l.ng big wheels of history have pushed them into a2 situation in which their strong
sense of identificetion with the China homeland is brought into many different kinds
of confliot, and in which at the same time they are confronted with the need to
become the bearers of an entirely new political identity, a new nationality called
Malayan, or now, Malayeian. They are called upon, moreover, to share this natlionality ’
on a not~qu1te-équal terms with a peorle, the !Malays, whose political dominance they
are not as ready to accept as they did that of the British in timus past. And if
this be a diifioult dilemma for Chinese of middle age or older whose roots lie closer
to the homeland past, think for a moment what it presents to the 20~year=old Chinese
youth, born in 1943 = when you were in power there = now trying to find his way
through the maze of new demands and new circumstances. And just to complicate it
further, oonsider also the fict thit the majority of thess young Chinese have been
educated as Chinese and use Chinese as thelr primary language medium while 2 sizeable
ninority, perhaps as much as a quarter, moved over into the English=language stream
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‘of edugation and have come to their young adulthood with minds quite differently
ﬁlhd from those of their chineae-educé.ted trothers, relatives, or neighbors. For
the members of these two groups all the major entitles in play carry different
burdens of meaning and emotion and need. This is an example of a group identity
freighted with the most direct kind of political consequences, for the future of
I!aiaya as a atate and of Malaysis as a federation of states depends on the way 1t is
resolved. |

An example of a different kind is offered by the Filipinos, a people who
have moved through a layered experience, out of Malay origins into three centuries of
rule by Spain, a sirong ﬁ-mixing of Chinese, and neirly a half-centwy under the
Americimns. They even had, before becoming the independent Republic of the Philippines,
a brief interluds of a few years that might be called their "Japanese period." Each
phase of their history opened them in a powerful way to the absorption of whole sets
of culiural pattcrhs and charasteristics: from Spain many of the essential features
of their socisl structure and their religion; from the Americans the leavenings of
American-style mass education, politics, and institutions; and I might add here that
some Filipinos attribute to their Japanese "period®™ aome meaaw§ of the lawlessness
which is such a plagus in Filipino life today. Now on their own, they find themselves
nesding to pull together the cultural and physical strands that have mingled to make
them what they are, and to create out of them the design of a sameness, of a group
identity that oan be ocalled Filipino - ; problem similar to that of almost 311' our
ocultures that are mad§ up of so many layered parts, yst acquiring uniquely Filipimo
features. This ia not in any l'itaral sense a orisis but a aet of gnaling feelinga
and questions that every young Filipino osrries with him into a new adulthood.

Or finally, let me dare, out of a considerable 1gnoranco s 2 few remarks about
the example of the Japo.nesou This brings us back, I think, to the kind of @oup
identity orisis which i3 not merely affected by rroblems of power, iaeo s politics, bdut
is oséenual]y poi:ltioal in chaﬁacter. With all due reapsot to what iz assignable to

the older Japanese tradition, I do not think it exaggerated to say that every Japanese
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‘alive todsy is the produst in some more or less crucial measure of the changes irought
about in Japan after 18683 and that of these changes hardly any was more important
than the creation of the new Japanese pnation, the organigation of its power and the
ocontent and direction éiven to its national aims. This was essentially modernization
taken on not only to save Japan from domination and/or colonization, but also to
 overtake and displage the iestern system of pover in Asia. In these interests the
poople'wu'e mobilized, the society re~oriented, and the J#paneae nation moved through
8 remarkable series of transformations, challenges, and adventures that led in barely
half a centwry thioug: a sugcession of vicfor:loa %o the climactic catastrophe of 1945,
The defeat in 1945 orushed the nation that was launched in 1868, The survivors have
the task of shaping a new nation to take its place, = a rather more diffioult task than
rebuilding the cities destroyed hy bombing. Barely 20 years have rassed, a short
time, but as I reminded you earlier, timg enough for a whole néw generation of people
to come up. Many of the younger Japanese who have been coming up‘ in this time resched
out for something larger than the nation with which to £411 their voldo Like many
others in other parts of the world, they reached in vain. The Communist gods falled
them, and so did politically empty pacifism. Even a newcomer-stranger like myself
can readily see and hear the signé. and sounds of a reviving sense of nation on every
side, 2 sense of national needs, "national interests," = a phrase, I gathor,v:‘j’\;ut
re~acquiring respectability, Presumably waliing just around the corner is a revival
of national armed power to correspond to Japan's gathering economic strength. These
portents é.ppaar s it seems, along the entire spectrum. At one exireme there is an
ultra-\nationa}liatoultism that never entirely disappeared, and extremist religious
cults that draw people desperately weary of a lack of clear authority, of emotional
insecurity and ambivalence. In the large sentral area of moderate conservatism the
impulses to a revived Japanese nationhood are perhaps most clearly defined. On the
so-oalled #lef't," almost everything, 'including the Sino-Soviet dispute, Moscow!s

seeming conservatiasm and Feking's atom-bound extremism, is foreing the radicals to
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.ra-dafine even socialism in some purely "Japanese terms." Even the Communist I:vtr
wages an electoral campaign under the ultra-nationalist~like slogan of "patriotism and
righteousness."

' One is iott mainly with questions. +hat will the recreated Japanese nation
be, from what source will it bring to a new generation of Japanese a new kind of self-
acoepting self-pride? .hat new patterns of authority will be established in individual
lives, in Japanese fumilies, in the new Jaranese nation? .Jhat will be the consequences
in all or this of the emanoipation of Japanese women? Jhat will thia mean in the

new shape of the family and the new shape of the country's politics? .hat kind of
Japanese culture will be created by a new Japanese affluent society? .Jhat mark will
the older ganara‘bion,’now still in power, try to put on these new shapes before it
passes ’from the scene? 7hat form of power for the nation? That new role for Japan
in Asia, in the world? dhat shape will be given to these things by the men of

gen ghu ha age who must in due course begin to bcoum' the seats of power? ‘Jhét new
combinations will today!s young people make for themselves out of all these circum=
stances? To the youngsters now in high school what will it mean, in the coming years,
to be Japanege? These and many other questions rise out of the r’e-ahaping o: the
Jai:anese nation that is now taking place; and this re-shaping of 1ahot nation 1s, I
believe, the heart and core of the making over of the Japanese groupvidont:l‘tyo
One can look in almost any direction for other examples: the poat-isolation;lat

Americans, the poste=imperial Englishmen (who invite comparison to the post=imperial
Japanese), the post-coloﬁial Africans, the post-Hitler Germans, the Maoist Chiness.
Perhaps 1t 1s not too soon to begin speaking of the neo-imperial Chinese, as indeed
one might speak now of the neo-imperial Gaullists (would be alternative to the post=
imperisl Frenchmen), or even of the neo-imperial Indonesians. No one is exempt. No
one’s group identity stands Intact, each going through its unique experience, each

with 1ts uniqus character which one o2n seek to discover and to sort out.
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How do we sort it out? Tell, to keep the answer simple, we begin by tryimg
to identify the parts and then to see how they fit together. At the outset I liatod
what seem to me to be the essential elements of the basic group identity: name;
color and physical characteristics; culture past (hiﬁtory and origins, language and
rolig:loli‘ and art and inherited value aystem);nationality or national consciousness;
and finally, starting off from the social-economic threshold, everything that goes
into the making of anyone's culture=mresent with all its ooncentric -and multiple
enlargements. For exémples let me here again stay with what seem to be the simplest
ones. Take the matter of pamg. |

'The name one goes ty = as individual or in a group ~ is just about the most
elementary form of identity there is, yet even by itself it omioa a great freight
of meaning and can often drama.tioaily illustrate or even embody the rroblem or the
orisis that is in view. Negroes in ‘t.ho United States, for example, have not even yet
~oome to a firm and inwardly acceptable name to go by. They never have had such a
name and this faot alone shows how prolonged and how permanent their group identity
problem has been. The term "“egro® has long been a matter of controversy and deep
fealing among Negroes and although its acceptance has been a common vona in recent
yoa:?s, it has never been a sure one. It shares its place in the vocabulary with other
choices, mainly the non-desoriptive word "colored," and others. Follow this fact
through its history and its complexities, snd it will lead you to the heart of the
group identity crisis which Negro Americins today are struggling so hard to resolve.

Usually much less oritical than in the Jegro case, yet enormously illuminating
and never unimportant, the matter of name orops up elsewhere, indeed almost everywhere
Aono looks among the changing group identities. In Israel, I found serarate pools of
meaning forming around the group names "Jew" and "Israeli.® Some Jews have come to
Israel to be, as they said, "Jews among Jews"; while some young Israelis move toward
shedding the identity of "Jew," not only associating it with what they see 28 the
shameful history of the Diaspora, but accepting 2ll the stereotypes attached to 1t
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‘uring that long period of time. Another example: Jews coming to Israel from . iy
éoxmtries vhere they had aiways been vdenicd the common national identity and always
been known as "Jews," become known in Israel =~ often for simple convenience, but oh
with what Sronyl = as the "Poles," the "Russisns," the "Yemenites," the "Moroceans,"
and so ons In the same way, American and English Jewish immigrants are commonly
called the "Angld-Sa.xona.“ I do not know, even if I had the time to dwell on it here,
ir I could sonvey to you just how sardonically funny that is. |

In India some names indioate caste, and some ex-Untouchables trying to lose
themselves by "passing® in the caste society sometimes drop their names and adopt
others which appear to give then another caste identity, a common device of tboao who
txy to shed one group identity by assimilating to another. It has been used by some
Jews and is not unknown here in Japan, I gather, when members of the outciste Eta
community similarly shed their telltale names. Name-che-ging of this kind rarely
succeeds hy itself in effacting an escape from one grour identity to another, but we

a1l know many examples of the way name changes have accompanied the gradual absorption

of one group into another, as in the Normanization of Saxon England or in the
‘Americanization of the many groups that cﬁune to make dp the American nation. These
too, in their time, were part of group identity changes of considorabla depth and
magnitude.

I have been much interested to learn a 1little bit here sbout the ongoing
difference of opinion about the use of nilihon" or "Nippon" as the country's name =
and to catch some of the resonances th:t go with that difference, "Nippon® the harsher
and more mussular word which the militarists praferréd to the softer "Nihon," |

" Especially in the preseht atmosphere of ravivihg nationhood, it suddenly becomes nuoh
nbie than an aesthetic or literary question = doesn't it? = when you have to decide
what letters to sew on the jerseys of your Ulympic athletes. "Japan® apparently has
been used in some cases but that is English, and English is hardly nationalistic
encough in games that will herald in their own way the return of this country to the
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‘international liste. In the matter of fanily names, it is interesting to refleot
on the faot thatinJapannonebutthe sanurai class had family names until after
the Me1ji restorstion. I wonder what meaning there would be, for snyone trying to
learn more about the nature of modern Japanese and their society, in the detailed
story of vha@ went into the choosing of and getting used to the names that most
Japanese now hold.

. In the Phiiipp&nea, I o1 add here for ocomparison, it was only some 25 years
before the beginning of the Meiji era th:t a large proportion of the psople acquired
{hoir family names, also by Plat from aboves The Spanish governor of that tine,

apparently as & means of tightening control of the population, distrituted lists
taken sheet 1y shest from a Madrid register and ordered parish priests to distribute
these names taken from those of the saints, The country itself was named After a
Spanish prince and 1t s a striking fact, apperently little known to people of the
p'cmt generation, that the name Filipino, right down to the time of the uar against
Spain and the mterventiox; of the Ameriéans, was applied only to Spanis;rds born in
the Philippin#a. In the Spanish period the peorle of t.he cozﬁtry bore the same name
given to the people in the Americas when they were discovered, Indlog, carrying on the
remarkably long-1ived mistake made hy Columbus who thought he had landed in the
Incies. Indio vas a term of subordination and contempt in the Fhilippines and 'éas
rejected by thos who defied the Spanish, but not until fter 1300 did the people of
the country generally take over the nime Filipinoo The name Indio, used for nawrly
300 years, disappeared and as far as I could discover in the minds of those I inter-
.vi.eud in the Philippines, left no trace. ‘

| 30 you m there is a greit deal in names, as 3hakespeire knew well despite
the sweetness of his roses, individué.l names and Zroup names, nimes that make some
people feel proud, names that make some feel shime, names that are taken for granted,
or names vulzariszed into expletives used to show anger or contempt or envy. Fursuing
names along, you move far inside the margins’ toward t.he’ discovery of aofno of the innex
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content of any group identity. But somewhere along in hers, very soon, you goms on
something that is much less marginal: golo: 3iga

There is much about this matter that we know now better than we did, nd
nush we still do not know at all, Color and piysical chsracteristics are the obvious
symbols of what has been {:alled #page" and "r'aoo.' as we ‘sllAkmw,' has served all |
kinds of men as the busis of their self-esteenm or their laok of i%, and bas ocoupied |
5, ceatral place in much of tho human story. owr behé.vior in this respect still
commonly ignores what is ec:lantiﬁcally known now a.bout "rage.” Skin gcolor and
physioal oharaoteriatios stﬂl dominate the group identities of soms mn, blagk men
in America and Atrioa whose blackness becsme the burden a white-dominated mld pla«d
upon them, and‘coma white men, as in South Afrioca or mam;ppi, for whom the olement
of "whiteness" remains the persmpunt element in 1life and ihoao presont group'
~ 4dentity orisis revolves around the maintenance of their myths about it. But this
is hardly only a matter that lies between "blackness" and "whiteness." It appears
with varying 1ntanait1‘ea along the entire color spectrum, among 211 shades of men who
have attached vilues to "lightness" and "darkness" in almost every culture and place.
These were submged for a long time in the common subordination of all so-called
nnon-whites" to the so-called "whites." But now, when that power has been n-diffubod
among the "non=whites" and the mwntling mythology of white supremacy has been so
largeh pulled awsy, theae older doeigna come again 1nto view. e beoom awaro ot
the many ways in vhioh people who writhed under the superiority petmna of the ,
"whites" now apply similarly based (and similarly baseless) auper:lcrity patterns of
their own to the many ’shsdo,q of color differences among thamselv_éga This 1a to be
soen in India, in the Philippines, in Japsn, indeed just sbout everywhers. It is
stﬂl the simplest thlng for embmassed poqplo to blame this on the legacy of
Jestern white don_xin:mco,‘ but this easy explanation does not often ﬁithatsnd a harder
looke In any cise, it is clear that in all its viwrleties and with 111 its sources,
fealing about color gnd physics.l characteristics figures in 3 kej way in every zroup
identity. It is mi'e oritical in some than in others, but it is never unimpprtanto
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Hardly less oritical as a source of self-pride or lack of it, is the matter
of a man's histoxy or origing, the whole gulture~past out of which he comes, the
.sources of his myths, his language, his religion, his professed values, his art, of
that eloment - in mum = of continuity with the past which contributes its own reculiar
quality of meaningfulness to the individual life. The mix of it plainly varies
greatly from group to group, different people using it in widely different ways and
with different effect. In one combimation, for exsmple, it is part of the sxplanation
for the rather remarkable swrvival of the Jews as a group; in another_it is the key
to the strength ot the gro.p identity of the Chinese; and in quite another, of the
group identity of some Indians. For all three of these unlike groups with their
very different histories, this has provided them with sources of self-satisfaction
and pride which their other ciroumstances have so often denied them. In soﬁoqulto i
narrowly~defined groups, the whole stock of self-pride is sometimes supplied by gioup
identities centored on the accident of descent itself, as among Brahm‘.lna in India
who argue, of course, that ggg descent is no acsldent, or among any of the heredi~
tary nobilities of Europe or Asia, or their Awican equivalents such as the
descendants of the Mayflower company or the Daughters of the American Rewolution.
Individuals in these cases use some ancestral distinotion to give content to lives
that can otherwise be threateningly empty. Contrast these examples with that of the
Africin, one of whose main problems of re-emergence is often the rediscovery snd
reassertion of hig history, of his continuity through more than sheer survival, hh
possession of a past from which he can reclaim the légaciea of pride that the white
world, in the main, denied him through the long era of his subm@rgemo. Or the
contrary example I have already cited, of the ex~Untouchable in India who wants to
 blot out hiakm'n past in order to give his children a fresh identity from which they
can begin to derive some ahmentary self=respect.

Closely bound up with history are the elements of nation ~ nationality,
nationalism, national consciousness. I use all three terms because some group identity
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‘;rieas rise distinctively out of each of these variations on a common area of identity.
Pblitioél urheavals in ouwr decades mroduced millions of ﬁoopao who cane to be known

as "displaced persons," people who suddenly discovered, as Hanngh Arendt has pointed
out, that nationality had become almost the only link between 3 person and the rest

of humanity, and that to be without it was %o be out off from other men, indesd often
out off from life itself. In addition to stateless people in a world of multiplying
states, it‘alao now have peopls, like the Chinese in Malaya o& Indonesia, whose rroblem
of nationality has suddenly beaome a central prohlem of existence, or the Jews who

in Iaraﬁl‘aro trying to solve their problem by acquiring a nationality distinctively
their owne The hlastorically tardy triumphs of nationalism in the last two decades
have changed the political face of the world, tringing into being some sixty new
nations = some as the product of long atruggle, some of no struggle at all,. In
virtually all of these the first task of the new men of power is to oreate a new i
pational identity that their fragmentod peorles will recognise and sccept. In older
states the sense of nation, finally, has also become, as in Japan, the objest of new
gropings tbrvself-detinitaon in a world that is seeking but cannot find the way to

any larger kind of coherence.

There is much more, of gourse, but perhaps this carries us far onough for

this ocoasion into the complexities of owr culture-present and aufticiontly 111nstratea
both the nature of group identity and its linkages with political chinge. It is
obﬁioualy'not enough, however, to identify these elements and arrange them in neat
boxes, giving a speciously regulér appearance to what is actuslly a confused splatter.
No mind, no personality, no individual oﬁ group identity ever looks like a aet of

noat boxes. It is much more likoly to look at first glance, much more like a canvas
produced by one of those paint-bmcket throwing artists who have nmirrored for us what
it is 1like to surrender to utter haplessness. But perhapa if we stay with this

image, 1t may be more like a2 painting by Jackson Pollook whose whirls and whorls so
often elusively are trying to mean something and where some quality of share and color

becomes somehow salientc But I do not think the vagueness and confusion need be secen



