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These paragraphs were written in the 1990s, when I was living in Japan (1992-2000) as 
an artificial brains researcher. They are extracts from my second book “Multis and 
Monos : What the Multicultured Can Teach the Monocultured : Towards the Creation of 
a Global State” (available on amazon.com). 
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Most Insular 
 
If someone were to ask me, “What aspect of the Japanese annoys you the most?” I would 
answer immediately, “Their profound insularity, their extremely poor sense of cultural 
relativity, their inability to put themselves “into the shoes” of a non Japanese, their 
intercultural incompetence”. Each culture has its weaknesses and blind spots.  
 
If  you asked me the same  question about the Americans (based on my 6 month single 
stretch living in the US in 1989 as a grad student, and my twice a year visits every year 
since), I would say, their Puritanism (i.e. their denial of the pleasures of the flesh, so 
contrasting with the joie-de-vivre of French culture, in which I lived for more than a  
decade), plus their religiosity (some 80% of Americans still believe in religious 
superstitions 2000 years old), their nationalism, their insane gun laws, etc, all frozen 19th 
century European values, that the Europeans grew out of in the 20th century (often based 
on bitter experience of two major (world) European wars). To understand the profound 



insularity of the Japanese, one needs to understand their geographical situation and their 
history. 
 
Japan is an island, and a large one, with the world’s 8th largest population (after China, 
India, America, Indonesia, Brazil, Russia, and Pakistan) and hence is culturally self 
sustaining. It is also an ancient nation, going back more than 2000 years to the last major 
wave of immigration (from Korea). The nearest country (other than some minor islands 
in the north) is Korea, which is hundreds of kilometers away, so Japan is really isolated in 
geographical terms. The British are insular for similar reasons, but France is only 30 Kms 
away. Island cultures are harder to invade, so they tend to evolve independently of their 
overseas continental neighbors. The Japanese have had rice for over a thousand years, 
which supported high population densities, resulting in centuries long overcrowding, 
which in turn created constant stresses and tensions.  
 
To overcome these frustrations Japanese social control has traditionally been very 
authoritarian, often brutally so, if one reads Japanese history. For example, when 
Catholicism grew in the 17th century (under Portuguese influence), it became so popular, 
that the ruling elite felt threatened enough to stamp it out, murdering over a million 
Japanese Catholics, and then sealing off the country for 2 centuries to foreign influence,  
until the Americans  forced open the country with gunboat diplomacy and superior 
military technology. This history has kept the Japanese culturally and intellectually 
insolated from the rest of the world for centuries. 
 
The Japanese are one of the most culturally homogeneous peoples in the world. The 
minorities in Japan (the Koreans, about 700,000; the Ainu (the aborigines of Japan, in the 
north, only about 50,000); and the Burakumin (or Eta), Japan’s untouchable caste of 
about 3 million – more on the mistreatment of Japan’s minorities later), are a small 
percentage of a total population of over 125 million. So the vast majority are the main 
stream Japanese with a common language, and common cultural history. The Japanese 
understand intuitively how other Japanese think, which makes communication easy.  
 
But, when everyone behaves in a given way (due largely to historically and ecologically 
necessary social pressures on Japanese to behave according to set patterns, which have 
evolved over the centuries to preserve the peace in an overcrowded country), any foreign 
behavior sticks out like a sore thumb. Few Japanese people have lived overseas, and their 
command of spoken English is so poor (until very recently, amongst the young) that first 
hand experience of life outside Japan is a closed book to most Japanese.  
 
Only about 10% of the Japanese population has even left Japan. Less than 1% can speak 
good English. Even the teachers of English in the high schools cannot speak the language 
well. Only recently have native English speaking English language teachers been 
imported in large numbers to Japan’s high schools (the “JET Program”) to overcome this 
major handicap. The Japanese are a proud (even  arrogant) people who have a  strong 
desire to make a mark in the world, but cannot, because they cannot express themselves 
well in international forums where fluent English is mandatory. 
 



It took me two years of living in Japan to realize how deeply insular is the mentality of 
the Japanese. I had always lived in multi-cultured societies, so from an early age, I 
became used to multicultural differences, and learned that there are many different 
customs and attitudes to life. In Japan however, the Japanese are not  exposed  to  multi-
culturalism, so they grow up unconsciously thinking that there is only one (good) way of 
doing things,  i.e. the Japanese way and since in Japan, social pressure to conform to 
group norms is high (to preserve the peace  in 3-generational, one-roomed houses, over 
centuries of farm and village life) the Japanese, even intellectuals, often have a really 
hard time accepting at the emotional level (as against a more liberal intellectual level) the 
idea that differences in behavioral  patterns should not be censored.  
 
To me, this mono-culturalism is unsophisticated and uncosmopolitan. (I lived in Brussels 
for more than a decade, one of the most cosmopolitan cities on the planet, with one 
person in four being a foreigner, capital of the European Union (EU), NATO’s 
headquarters, etc). I will mention this point in other contexts later, but for my daily living, 
the intercultural incompetence of the Japanese is what gets me down the most, and 
there’s not much that can be done about it until digital, stationary orbit, global, 1000 
channel TV arrives, making the Japanese suddenly realize at an emotional level that there 
is a big world out there, 50 times bigger (in world population terms). 
 
 
Not a Real Democracy 
 
To anyone watching CNN around the world, it would appear that Japan is a democracy. 
Well it is and it isn’t. In Japanese hearts, democracy is foreign - imposed upon them by a 
conquering, nuclear-powered American military, under General MacArthur, which 
attempted to democratize the Japanese public, so that they would not go to war again and 
murder 30 million of their Asian neighbors. Prior to MacArthur, Japan had been a deeply 
authoritarian country. Not more than a century ago, it was the right of the ruling Samurai 
(warrior) class to cut off the head of a peasant farmer who did not give the samurai 
enough respect. Even today, the Japanese public is incredibly politically and socially 
passive as seen by westerners.  
 
It is part of Confucianist and Buddhist philosophy to accept things as they are, and not 
complain. Of course, the foundation of a real democracy is that the public complain about 
things that need to be removed or reformed. The level of development of grass roots 
democracy in Japan, I would put at about a century behind the west. The younger 
generation, exposed to America’s Hollywood, and CNN etc, are slowly becoming more 
westernized, but the bulk of the population is rather stolid, and passive.  
 
(Actually, in my view, modernization and westernization are the same thing. If 
modernization had occurred first in the east, then westernization would be called 
easternization by westerners. The east calls modernization westernization because it sees 
modern ways first in the west). This passivity creates all kinds of social problems for the 
Japanese, but since they are so insular and ignorant of how people live in other countries, 
they simply don't realize how much they suffer through ignorance. If no one complains, 



nothing gets changed. Without change, there is no improvement. Japan to me is a very 
socially conservative country, one that I have little pride in, socially speaking. 
 
MacArthur did not do a good job in democratizing Japan. The Americans were in a rush 
to get back to the US and did not systematically root out Japanese fascism and 
authoritarian rule, with the result that as soon as they left, the Japanese bureaucracy, 
which was hardly dismantled at all, quickly took power and began to run the country the 
way it wanted. That is, a small  group of men, admittedly intellectually brilliant in many 
cases, but unelected,  simply imposed its will on a passive, obedient, hardworking 
Japanese people desperate to reestablish their material  standard of living after being 
(fire- and A-) bombed flat by the Americans.  
 
In a culture of little collective criticism, this kind of dictatorship is possible. The Japanese 
politicians are in reality rather useless, changing their ministerial posts every 6 months or 
so, and being no match intellectually for the mandarin bureaucrats, who are the creme-de-
la-creme of Japan’s education system. As an example of this kind of bureaucratic rule, 
and the abuses it can give rise to, take the case of Japan still not allowing the mini-dose 
contraceptive pill. Japan is one of the very few industrialized countries in the world not to 
have the mini-pill (along with ultra-conservative Catholic Ireland).  
 
The old larger dose pills are obtainable to treat heavy period pains etc, but the mini-pill is 
still banned. Why? Well, the generally accepted hypothesis seems to be that the Japanese 
Medical Association is very powerful, and lobbies the Ministry of Health bureaucrats to 
persuade them to declare to the public that the mini-pill is unsafe, with dangerous side 
effects. The Japanese are too insular to realize that the rest of the world uses the mini-pill, 
including dozen of countries with medical systems more advanced than Japan’s, to no 
great danger, but such thinking would not occur to most Japanese, such is the strength of 
their inward looking mentality.  
 
However Japan was the first country in the world to get legalized abortion on demand (in 
1948 – largely as a consequence of Japanese disgust at the half-cast babies born of 
Japanese women and black US soldiers. Those born were shipped off to the Japanese 
communities in Brazil, and the rest were aborted). Without the mini-pill, abortion still 
plays a major contraceptive role in Japan, with an estimated 2 million abortions a year, i.e. 
about one abortion per woman per lifetime. The medical profession cashes in mightily.  
 
The gynecologists do not want to see the mini-pill come in. Nor do the condom 
manufacturers. Nor do the ultraconservative bureaucrats, who are  horrified at the idea of 
young Japanese women taking control of their own bodies and sex lives by initiating sex, 
the way their western sisters have taken for granted since the early 1960s. Since the 
women’s movement in Japan is a joke, i.e. has no punch at all, nothing changes. The 
mini-pill has been banned for decades. In this respect Japan is decades behind the west. 
 
A basis for a healthy grass-roots democracy, where the public imposes its will on its 
elected representatives, who then legislate laws and command the bureaucrats (who 
should be civil servants) to execute the laws, is that the public be informed of what is 



wrong with society. A vigorous and independent press is essential for democracy. 
However in Japan, the media is largely controlled by the politicians and the ministries. 
Favored journalists, (i.e. the noncritical ones, those who don't pry into the politicians or 
bureaucrats indiscretions or corrupt practices, of which there are many (Japan being a 
most corrupt society, with constant scandals eventually breaking through the media 
damper) are invited to press conferences.  
 
There is very little tradition of muckraking or independent investigative journalism in 
Japan. Japanese journalists are Japanese and hence lack the necessary individualistic 
mentality to be effective investigative reporters. Even those who are, face resistance from 
the Japenese public, because such individualist behavior disturbs the “wa” (social 
harmony). The net result is that the Japanese public is poorly informed of what is 
happening, so it is not surprising they are so passive. 
 
In Japan, in practice, it is the bureaucrats who make the laws. They propose them and the 
politicians largely rubber stamp them. It is the bureaucrats who effectively rule, and it 
was the bureaucrats who simply dictated that the Japanese would have poor housing, high 
prices, few airports, a memory based education system, etc. The Japanese public simply 
passively accepts this, not knowing they could live better lives if only they were more 
cosmopolitan in their outlook. For two generations now, the Japanese have had to put up 
with high prices that are often double or more (in purchasing power terms) compared to 
those in western countries. The general public is not consulted.  
 
After centuries of repressive dictatorial government, the Japanese are not accustomed to 
raising their voices in anger and insisting on changes. Of course, this does occur to some 
extent, but much less than in the west, with the result that Japan is seen as being socially 
backward by westerners. Historically, one of the reasons why the shoguns (the Japanese 
military dictators) in the 17th century were so threatened by the rise of Catholicism was 
that this western doctrine was capable of getting large numbers of Japanese peasants into 
the streets to protest, something unheard of prior to the arrival of westerners in Japan. 
 
However, the dictatorship of the Japanese bureaucracy does have a positive side to it. The 
bureaucrats are not stupid. They are the country’s intellectual elite, and they think long 
term (although in Confucianist terms). They reasoned that it would be better for Japan to 
sacrifice the emotional happiness of one or two generations of Japanese, by having them 
work hard and paying high prices as a form of forced saving. The high savings rate thus 
created cheap capital, which got ploughed back into company investment.  
 
With cheap capital and high prices, the companies made considerable profits, which 
allowed them to grow, and Japan has grown spectacularly since WW2, however, at great 
social cost. My general impression is that the Japanese are not a particularly happy 
people. There are too many social pressures, too many social obligations and not enough 
individual liberty for them to feel happy. The pressure cooker of Japan’s economic 
growth machine (until the collapse of the speculative “Bubble Economy” in the 1990s) 
has been achieved at the cost of creating a rather emotionally impoverished Japanese 
public, I feel.  



 
Only now are the more affluent younger Japanese (under 30) beginning to rebel against 
the old model, spending their time and energy on their own individualistic hobbies. But, 
even then, they don't complain collectively. They merely privately do what they want, 
and don’t rock the boat. One of Japan’s biggest problems I feel, is its political and social 
passivity. There is social pressure against complaining in Japan. A good Japanese simply 
grins and bears it. 
 
This political docility led to the rise of Japanese fascism in the 1930s, resulting in 30 
million Asians being murdered by the Japanese military in the 1930s and 1940s. The 
Japanese people did not have the courage in the 1930s to stop the rise of a fascist military 
dictatorship, which made itself hated by its cruelty and inhumanity towards its Asian 
neighbors. Such is the price which is paid sometimes for a lack of democratic spirit in a 
population. (As George Bernard Shaw famously said, “People get the leaders they 
deserve”.) 
 
 
Sex Roles 
 
In the early 1980s, in Europe, I was a very active “masculist” (i.e. men’s libber). 
“Masculism” is my word by the way, which I coined in the mid 1970s., I was on the 
European media about 150 times, preaching the gospel of women’s’ careers, to free men 
from  the burden of being the sole bread winner of the  family. The main idea was, “Now 
that women can work, they must work, otherwise they parasitize on men and thus enslave 
them”.  
 
To force “fluffies” (i.e. a masculist label for traditional women, who are financially 
parasitic on men) to become FIPs (i.e. Financially Independent Persons, another 
masculist term), masculist ideological strategy was to frighten them with the slogan, “If 
you want to get a man, get a career”. Masculist influenced men realized  in northern 
Europe (a region which is about a decade ahead of the US  in social attitudes, e.g. full 
sexual intercourse on  TV, unmarried couples living together, abortion pill, atheism, 
female careers, etc) that there were many advantages in having a  serious relationship 
with a FIP.  
 
A FIP is far cheaper to divorce. Traditionally, a man would pay for a woman (a fluffie) 
before a divorce and then after the divorce, so he’s paying for a woman he doesn’t love – 
pure parasitism on the woman’s part. Women are now living until they are 80, having 
small children for only a handful of years, so they have plenty of time for careers. Having 
a relationship with a FIP makes switching careers easier for a man, because she is sharing 
more or less equally with him the burden of earning the family living.  
 
He can then afford to earn less, maybe get a better qualification by going back to 
university for a couple of years. If he’s a “robot” (i.e. a masculist term for a traditional 
mono-dimensional workaholic male who unquestioningly accepts having a fluffie as a 
wife) then he will probably be locked into a financial prison, with no flexibility to earn 



10%, 20%, 40% less, because he is forced to earn as much as possible to pay for the kids’ 
school fees, the mortgage, his wife’s dresses, etc. He is forced to stick with the same job 
that he may hate or be bored with. If you’re working 8 hours a day all your life in a job 
that you hate or are bored by, but can’t get out of it because you are locked into a 
financial prison, then you are truly unliberated. Masculism is men’s liberation, and the 
biggest problem for masculists is female financial parasitism. 
 
Fluffied men often hate their lives because they cannot change them. Once millions of 
European men began to wake up to this idea, especially in the Scandinavian countries 
(the most socially advanced in the world), fluffies really began to feel the pressure. The 
women’s (feminist) movement was strongly advocating careers for women. With a 
divorce rate of 50% in many countries, being a fluffie is financially risky. What happens 
if you lose the man you parasite upon? Men increasingly rejected the idea of alimony (i.e. 
money paid by ex-husbands to ex-wives), labeling it “a parasite’s charter”.  
 
Along came the masculists, who tried to make men conscious that, “You’re better off 
with a FIP than a fluffie”. Fluffies cannot even survive unless there are “robots” 
(traditional men) around who are willing to be parasitized upon. As more and more men 
took up masculist attitudes, the remaining fluffies (who had not yet converted themselves 
into FIPs) began to panic. They could afford to ignore the feminists, but if their own 
husbands started thinking along masculist lines, then that was truly dangerous. I used to 
be given dagger eyes by fluffies in the tram in Brussels the day after I had been on 
national TV, pushing masculism.  
 
But, over the years, the percentage of women getting careers in the west rose and rose, 
until fluffies in many countries effectively died out. It’s now the norm (in the sense of a 
social expectation, i.e. a social pressure from peers, parents, etc) for young women in the 
west to have a career. More importantly, their boyfriends expect it too. Fluffies are OUT! 
 
Once women had careers, their husbands began to respect them more, because the 
women had new financial and emotional bargaining power. They could say to their 
husbands that if they were neglectful or unpleasant, the wives could divorce them more 
easily, because of their new financial independence. The husbands found their careerist 
wives a lot more stimulating than their former (boring) housewifey wives, and could 
share common careerist experience and difficulties with them.  
 
Communication between husbands and wives in the west thus improved and hence the 
quality of their sex. Dual career coupledom definitely had its advantages, although there 
were new problems, such as what to do if the two spouses worked far apart. The usual 
solution to this problem was to move to a big city, where both could find local jobs. 
 
Now that I’m in Japan, I feel like I’ve stepped into a time machine. The Japanese are 
backward when it comes to sex roles. They are like the west in the early 1960s, and hence 
are at least 30 years behind in this respect. They have not had their sexual revolution yet 
(the mini-pill is still banned in Japan), that the west had in the early 1960s, so Japanese 
women don’t even have control of their own bodies and sex lives. They have not had the 



feminist revolution that the west had in the 1970s because Japanese women are too 
passive, and they have not had the masculist revolution that northern Europe (and to a 
lesser extent, the US) had in the 1980s. (In any country, the feminist revolution has to 
precede the masculist revolution, because husbands cannot work less and earn less until 
their wives earn more.  
 
Since there has been no real feminist revolution in Japan, and few Japanese women have 
real careers (as against “pin-money” part-time jobs, which are very common), Japanese 
“fluffie’ women financially enslave Japanese “robot” men. Since being a masculist was a 
very important part of my self image in the early 1980s, seeing the level of under-
development of Japan’s sex roles makes me ashamed of Japan.  
 
It's a source of great frustration for me, because I like to have a certain pride in the 
country I choose to live in, but in Japan, the trade-off I make between the advantages of 
economic and career opportunities on the one hand, and the disadvantages of feeling I’m 
living in a third world country in terms of social development on the other, causes me to 
have an air of permanent absent mindedness. The conflict eats up much of my nervous 
energy and is terribly distracting. It’s not easy being a cosmopole. The more countries 
one has lived in, the easier it becomes to see the weaknesses of the country one is 
currently living in. 
 
I fell sorry for Japanese men. They work long hours, often ten or eleven a day, with two, 
three even four hour total commute times. This is not a life. House and land prices are so 
high, that to have affordable housing their families have to live far from the city centers, 
so commute times become excessive. Japan is so out of touch with western social values 
and is so insular, that the Japanese do not see themselves as socially backward (e.g. more 
than 30 years behind the west in terms of sex roles).  
 
Most Japanese men consider it perfectly normal that it is their role to earn the money for 
the family, and that their wives do not have careers, earning only pin money in part time 
jobs after the kids are off to school. Japanese husbands just don’t see themselves yet as 
being exploited by their financially parasitic wives. In fact, a lot of them, as company 
employers, don't want to employ women for careers. Women in Japan face far greater 
sexist employment hurdles than in the west, but because of Confucianist social values, 
they don't rock the boat.  
 
Japanese women have not yet organized themselves into powerful feminist organizations 
to sue rogue sexist male employers, the way western women did in the 1970s, so of 
course, nothing happens, and Japan simply falls further and further behind the west in 
social terms. If you mention this kind of thing to the Japanese, they will often just say 
that Japan is different from the west, that Japan is a different culture, going in a different 
direction. This is false I believe. Japan is going through the same modernization process 
(in terms of sex roles for example) as dozens of other developing nations.  
 
Because the Japanese are decades behind the west in this regard, westerners can look at 
Japan and see the west’s past, and can see that Japan is developing along the same growth 



curve as the west, but is decades behind. The Japanese on the other hand, cannot look 
into their future, and hence cannot see that they are moving along the same growth curve. 
Hence it is easy for Japanese to think that they are different (a characteristic of the 
Japanese that they love to emphasize, with some basis of truth, but also highly 
exaggerated at times).   
 
So it's a frustrating dialogue for a westerner to talk about sex roles with the Japanese. 
Also the Japanese are a proud people, who are acutely sensitive to western criticism. The 
Japanese have a love-hate relationship with the west, and America in particular. For a 
century, the Japanese have tried to catch up with the west, to beat them. Economically, 
this goal has been more or less achieved, but socially, Japan is way behind. So by 
criticizing Japanese social values, a westerner touches on the ultra sensitive inferiority 
complex Japanese have toward westerners.  
 
This inferiority complex is manifested frequently and routinely in an implicit manner in 
Japan’s ads. Putting a westerner in a Japanese ad gives the product advertised a certain 
“class”, an unconscious association in the Japanese mind of – “the product must be good, 
because westerners are using it”. So when westerners, like me, say such things as – 
“Japan is still basically a third-world authoritarian country which got rich quickly”, the 
Japanese have a great deal of trouble accepting such opinions, even though it’s true (to 
western eyes). 
 
Japanese husbands work such long hours (until very recently) that they get home 
exhausted. The kids have already gone to bed, so Japanese fathers in effect “orphan” their 
children, and often emotionally and sexually “widow” their wives. The division of tasks 
in the average Japanese household, and particularly for the older generation, is so 
polarized, that men and women live in two different worlds.  
 
The husbands often leave control of the household entirely up to their wives including 
control of his salary spending. She will give him a weekly allowance from his own salary. 
Traditional Japanese values place more emphasis on the mother-child relationship than 
on the wife-husband relationship. The child will often sleep with the mother, so sex tends 
to go out the window.  It’s not surprising after a few years of this that love and tenderness 
between husband and wife dies. There’s an expression in Japan that “a good husband is 
healthy and absent”.  
 
As proof of this, in case you think (if  you are a westerner) that I’m exaggerating, was a 
survey taken in Japan a few years ago, asking Japanese men and women, “What is it in 
your life that makes life worth living?” Only 5% of both sexes said their spouse. Such 
statistics are profoundly shocking to westerners, who place much higher importance on 
love, tenderness and sex with their spouses. To westerners, large numbers of Japanese 
(especially the older generation) seem rather masochistic, expressing a rather sad, 
resigned look on their faces, when compared with the joie-de-vivre of many other peoples 
(e.g. the French or Italians).  
 



The Japanese insularity is so strong, that they don't know they are sad. It is this ignorance 
of other, happier ways of living (which are to be found in other countries) that I find the 
most frustrating about the Japanese (as I said earlier). One of the first things one learns 
when living in a second country/culture is that it is possible for millions of people to do 
themselves damage by accepting ‘inferior’ customs, simply through ignorance. Being 
cosmopolitan teaches you the value of questioning the social values of one’s locality. One 
learns that –“there are better ways of living, which make people happier”. In this respect, 
the Japanese have much to learn. 
 
I believe that the Japanese really suffer from their insularity, and live lives of relative 
emotional, sexual, and existential poverty, because they are unable to benefit from the 
social lessons learnable from other cultures. Japan is too culturally closed minded, too 
inward looking, to benefit from importing new social innovations. Of course, social ideas 
from outside Japan do penetrate, but slowly. It is very difficult for Japanese to be 
influenced by overseas life styles, because of the huge cultural and linguistic barriers.  
 
I have seen other island countries (in a similar situation as Japan is today) come out of 
their shells and then benefit from contact with other cultures. The example I have in mind 
is the country I grew up in, Australia. Australia, unlike Japan, speaks English, the world 
language, thanks to England’s colonizing in earlier centuries. Prior to the invention of the 
jumbo-jet, Australians were an insular minded, unsophisticated and socially backward 
people (although rich – a century ago, Australians had the world’s highest GNP per 
capita, and today are still in the top rank).  
 
Once the jumbo-jet came along, and mass tourism really got started, large numbers of 
young Australian graduates in their 20s traveled from Australia to live in the UK and the 
US for a while. (These countries were easier to live in because both are English speaking 
countries, and hence offered immediate linguistic access to their cultures). This 
experience profoundly disturbed them, because they could see with their own eyes, that 
in many respects, they had grown up in an inferior culture, which could not compete with 
the cultures they were visiting.  
 
This experience caused them to feel ashamed of the backwardness of their own culture, 
so when they returned (as most eventually did – it’s hard to give up your cultural roots) 
they were motivated to improve the relatively backward institutions of their homeland. In 
the 1970s and 1980s, Australia suddenly became far more sophisticated, cosmopolitan 
and open to the world, and hence gained greater freedoms and happiness as a result. 
 
A similar phenomenon has yet to happen to Japan, because the Japanese do not yet speak 
fluent English, despite 6 years of schooling in the language. When Japanese travel, they 
tend to go to Japanese hotels, stay in tight Japanese groups, and take photos of foreign 
landmarks, but have little or no human contact with the foreign local people. The 
Japanese tourists return to Japan with minds almost as narrow as when they left. How 
then can the Japanese be influenced by the social customs and values of other countries, 
from which Japan could benefit so much, if only it could open up its insular mind.  
 



One probable answer is global digital TV. 1997 will see hundreds of TV channels in 
Japan beaming down from telecommunication satellites, most of them in English. I 
believe that world TV will cause a snowball effect of English becoming the world 
language to a greater extent than it is already. When Japanese citizens see that most TV 
programs are in English, they will learn to speak the language.  
 
Then the war of ideas can really begin. Japanese will be able to compare foreign lifestyles 
with their own, and in many cases will find that the traditional Japanese way of doing 
things will be seen as inferior in many respects. World TV will get the Japanese 
population thinking (and the rest of the world as well). Hopefully, the net result will be 
the creation of a more cosmopolitan, more interculturally sophisticated, and happier 
Japan, but it hasn't happened yet. Maybe I’m living too soon in Japan, ahead of Japan’s 
time. Sigh. 
 
Now that I live in Japan, and am an ex-masculist (having invented the term and having 
been on the European media with masculist doctrine about 150 times) I feel motivated 
and responsible (given my experience and interests) to try to bring masculism to Japan, 
which in my view so desperately needs it. Japanese men are truly enslaved here. They do 
not have the freedom to simply change jobs easily from one company to another.  
 
The lack of true grass roots democracy in Japan, the incredible political passivity, and 
lack of real union power, has meant that the bureaucrats and the employers have been 
able to devise an employment system which makes it virtually impossible for a 
dissatisfied or bored employee of a major company to change to another company. I have 
seen this phenomenon first hand. Japanese employers of large companies want their 
employees to stay with them for life.  
 
Companies invest a lot of training time etc in their employees and do not want to lose that 
investment. Also, an employee who feels his life is to be spent in the same company will 
usually develop a loyalty to that company, which is something that the employers want. 
So these employers are reluctant to employ someone who comes from another company. 
They feel that if he has been “disloyal” to the previous company, he might be disloyal 
again to theirs in the future.  
 
Thus the individual needs and rights of the employee to control his own career 
development and working life are simply ignored by Japanese companies. This lack of 
basic freedom to change one’s job is one of the aspects of Japan which truly makes me 
vomit. I feel truly hostile to this attitude. It means that Japanese men are enslaved by their 
companies. If you are bored by your job, or you feel you have real talent which is not 
being rewarded financially in Japan’s traditional seniority based salary system, or if you 
want to move on, or if you want to change careers, or whatever, then it is much harder to 
do so in Japan  than in the west.  
 
The basic individual freedom to control one’s choice of job, and the company one works 
for (a freedom so precious to westerners and so long fought for, and now taken for 
granted) is not respected in Japan. I would not be surprised if it is this aspect of life in 



Japan that is the most alienating to westerners. I’m constantly shocked by it. It doesn’t 
affect me personally because my lab does not have a tenure system. The lab itself is an 
experiment, so has no assured long term future, so contracts are annual and renewable, 
although the department heads and above, being NTT people and Japanese, have 
permanent jobs. This is one of the disadvantages of my lab. 
 
So, I really feel sorry for Japanese men. They are slaves to their companies, slaves to 
their fluffie wives, and lead such mono-dimensional workaholic lives. There is little joy 
in their daily slog to and from work, doing the same old thing year in, year out. Without 
the possibility of changing companies, let alone careers, because they are locked into a 
financial cage, without the possibility  of earning less, because their wives do not have  
careers, to take up the financial  slack.  
 
If he wants to change careers and earn less for a while, but cant, because of financial 
commitments equal to his salary, then he’s stuck. He cannot change his life. Japanese 
men truly need masculism to push women out to work, to get women educated to the 
limits of their female abilities, and to take up equal responsibility for the burden of 
earning the family living by taking up full careers. Women live to 80 and have small 
children only for a small number of years.  
 
It is highly immoral that fluffies expect to be kept financially by men all their lives. 
When I get introduced to a Japanese fluffie (or any fluffie for that matter), my face sours. 
I don't respect her at all. I treat fluffies with the contempt they deserve. A fluffie to me is 
equivalent to a 19th century slaver of Negroes. Both expect other people to work for them 
without payment. Both are equally immoral. Feeling ran so high against Negro slavery in 
the US in the 19th century that it caused a civil war.  
 
I feel a similar hostility to a fluffie who lives off her husband’s pay check, and spends her 
days playing tennis, cards, spending his money in shopping malls, going to flower 
arrangement classes, etc and not bothering to shoulder half the financial burden. When 
the children are very small, the wife/mother is busy raising them, then the two sexes are 
both working hard, but this is only for a few years. 
 
In Japan, and particularly in the professional classes that I frequent, fluffies have a 
wonderfully free (parasitic) life in their 40s and 50s. They may have part time jobs, and 
have lots of time for their hobbies and friends. Fortunately for them, their husbands are 
robots and unquestioningly accept that they will earn the money, and that their wives will 
spend it. This is a kind of slavery and is morally wrong. I will not respect Japan fully, 
until Japanese women get off their bums and pull their weight financially, equally with 
Japanese men. For this to happen, Japanese women will have to organize themselves into 
a powerful national feminist movement and push hard for equal rights to employment. 
This they don't do, so not surprisingly, nothing changes. Simultaneously, Japanese men 
need to have their masculist consciousness raised, so that a powerful national masculist 
movement can be formed. In Japan, women are changing far more than men. Men have 
hardly budged an inch in social terms. This is normal of course, because feminism has to 
come first. Once women have careers, then men can work less, and earn less.  



 
But feminism hasn't really got off the ground yet in socially backward Japan, so men are 
still locked into the traditional mono-dimensional careerist role. Far too many Japanese 
men actually don’t want their wives to have careers, particularly Japanese male 
employers. I don’t know whether I have more disdain for the passivity and political 
uselessness of Japanese women or for the backwardness and conservatism of Japanese 
male employers who don’t hire women for careers. Both are a problem. 
 
In Japan it is commonplace for husbands to live and work in one part of the country and 
to go home in the weekends to another part, instead of having their families move house 
to follow their jobs. The main reason for this is that under the traditional Japanese value 
system, the children’s’ education takes precedence, i.e. the Japanese education system is 
so competitive (see the next topic below) that the family does not want to “disturb” their 
children by moving, forcing them to change schools, etc and hence lowering the chances 
of them getting into a good university if they pass the university entrance exam.  
 
Hence the marriage really suffers. (This assumes that the marriage is a good one in the 
first place, but if it is the usual lack-luster Japanese marriage, maybe not a lot is lost). 
Japanese companies expect their employees to move to other locations. Since it is very 
difficult for an employee to change companies, it is very difficult for an employee to say 
to an employer, “No, I don't want to move, I don't want to be separated from my family, 
which would destroy my marriage, widow my wife, orphan my children, lower my 
emotional wealth, deprive me of sexual joy, etc. If you keep pushing for me to move, I’ll 
change departments, or even companies. Screw you!”  
 
Japanese don’t have enough consciousness of grass roots democracy and individual rights 
to think like this. It’s foreign to them. They have lived under authoritarian dictatorial 
governments for so many centuries that individual human rights, that the west has fought 
for so long, and now takes for granted, are not respected in the east, at least not yet.  
 
So Japanese male employees get pushed around. Families get broken up like this all the 
time. Several men in my lab live like this. After a while, these men get “second wives”, 
and love dies between husband and wife. It is yet another example of what I see as the 
“emotional poverty of Japan”, and shows that sex role liberation for both sexes and the 
need for greater grass roots democracy in Japan, go hand in hand. 
 
 
Education, Creativity, Exams 
 
Japan’s education system is unique in many respects. Firstly Japan is very much a 
meritocratic society, with little inequality of wealth and more or less equal opportunity to 
advance according to one’s individual  abilities (a real plus for Japan). Education is 
highly valued, and parents and teachers put considerable pressure on students to succeed 
academically. This pressure is so strong, and the competition to fill the few slots at the 
elite universities is so intense that a weird social phenomenon has arisen which 



effectively robs Japanese children of their childhood sense of fun. Japan is not a 
democracy.  
 
Grass roots individualist democratic feeling is poorly developed here, so the rulers have 
more or less a free hand to run the country the way they want. Employers want their 
employees to work for them for life, so once a young graduate joins a company, he 
(nearly always a he) is stuck there for life, hence it is critically important that he get into 
the right company from the start. Tremendous pressure is placed on him by his parents to 
do this. It will influence his quality of life and status for the rest of his life.  
 
Now the top companies (until very recently in some cases) have an entrance quota policy, 
i.e. X% of company entrants will come from Tokyo University, Y% from Kyoto 
University, etc, and so on down the list of universities of decreasing status. Hence, to get 
into a good company, you have to be a graduate of a good university, so you have to get 
into a good university. Once you’re in you can relax, because in Japan, universities are 
pretty much vacation camps, in which one socializes, plays tennis, and only does a little 
work to scrape through the exams.  
 
Companies do not care much about how well their young graduates studied during their 
university courses. They only care about which university each candidate came from. 
Now to get into a good university it is very important to get into a senior high school 
(10th to 12th grades) which has a good record of getting its students into the top 
universities.  
 
These top high schools have entrance exams too. So students study hard to get into them. 
Now, to get into a good senior high school, you need to get into a good junior high school 
(7th to 9th grades), which has a good record of getting its students into the top senior high 
schools. This chain of reasoning in Japan extends all the way down to kindergarten, and 
even in the womb. Some women stimulate their babies’ brains with musical speakers 
placed on their bellies). 
 
To exploit this education mania, private after-school crammer schools called “Jukus” 
(pronounced “jew ku z”) have sprung up which drill students to get better results in the 
entrance exams. They have been very successful, and so a large proportion of Japan’s 
young students spend extra hours after ordinary school studying, which of course means 
that they have less time for fun and being children. The irony is that what they study is 
largely useless knowledge, especially at high school level. The entrance tests (to be 
objective and fair to everyone) are in the form of multiple-choice, which can be graded 
without bias by a computer.  
 
So the jukus and the schools drill their students to excel at taking multiple choice tests. 
Students are rarely asked to express original thoughts or to state what they think about a 
given issue or to write an essay. The authoritarian tradition of Japan means that the 
educational style is top-down, i.e. the teacher/professor/god talks, and the students listen 
– hence, no student intervention, no disagreements, no discussion, no western (and 



particularly American) dialog between teacher and students, no show-and-tell, no essays, 
no attempt to stimulate the creativity and expressiveness of students’ individualities.  
 
The result is that the students have their individuality and creativity stunted. I see the 
final product of the Japanese education system at my lab, which is said to be one of the 
best in Japan. I have been in top Japanese labs for 5 years now, and based on my 
experience, I have a low opinion of Japanese creativity. It’s there genetically, but has a 
very difficult time coming to the surface, because these young researchers have never 
really been encouraged to express themselves, so it is boring talking with them (over and 
above the usual  problem of the enormous language barrier).  
 
At my lab, there are effectively two communities, the Japanese and the Westerners. The 
two don’t mix much, mostly for the practical reason of neither group being able to speak 
the other’s language well (despite 6 years of English classes at Japanese schools, which 
until recently emphasized a non-verbal approach to language learning – quite useless in 
the modern world). 
 
Even with those Japanese who do speak English well, talking with them is usually less 
intellectually rewarding than talking with westerners, because the westerners are not 
afraid to express themselves, to offer ideas, to take the risk of being wrong, to contribute 
to the discussion, whereas far too often, Japanese researchers seem to be ideationally 
constipated, wary of open ended questions where they have to think on their feet. They 
are too frightened of offending anyone, or of criticizing someone of higher status, so 
conversation with them is stilted, boring and after while, you (as a westerner) simply 
wash your hands of them.  
 
There are always the exceptions of course, but on the whole I look on the Japanese as 
creative pygmies. It's a major fault of the culture and the Japanese education system. The 
Japanese Ministry of Education (Monbusho) is one of the most conservative, which 
explains why Japan has failed to reform its educational policies. Other countries do not 
select their intellectual elites on the basis of how well their candidates score on memory 
based tests at high school level.  
 
This is a stupid system which should have been thrown out years ago, but the politicians 
in Japan are impotent and useless, the Japanese population is too politically passive to 
assert its will, and the Monbusho bureaucrats are too creatively dull and insular to do 
anything about the problem. The result is that 12th grade high school students have to go 
through an “examination hell” at the end of their high school life, to pass the university 
entrance tests.  
 
In my view, Japan’s inability to reform its educational policies is symptomatic of the 
weaknesses of Japan’s whole culture, i.e. its lack of grass roots democracy (i.e. its 
passive obedient population who don't pressure politicians collectively to change the 
situation), the impotence of the politicians themselves, who are intellectually an inferior 
breed compared to the bureaucrats, and the lack of imagination and international 
experience of the bureaucrats themselves (the real power holders). 



 
What does Japan need to do to overcome its education problems and to return the fun to 
children’s lives? There are a lot of things it could do, but it would involve a social 
revolution of Japan’s whole social structure. I personally would like to see what I call a 
“Social Meiji”. The “Meiji Era” in Japan, starting a bit more than a century ago, saw 
Japan very frightened of being colonized by us (the westerners) the way we were doing to 
China, Africa, and other third world countries.  
 
To fight fire with fire, the Japanese quickly mobilized their energies to send young men 
to the west to bring back European scientific and technological knowledge, in order to 
create a modern Japan with a strong military, with modern guns, and ships, etc, capable 
of matching the west, and preserving Japan’s social values from the ideological onslaught 
of a European colonization of Japan.  
 
(The Japanese had already had a taste of European ideological force with the rise of 
Japanese Catholicism in the 17th century, until it became threatening to the dictatorial 
power of the shoguns (the Japanese military dictators), who murdered a million Japanese 
Catholics to rid the country of their influence, and then close the country to foreigners 
and to returning Japanese under pain of death). The Japanese underwent this 
“technological Meiji” transformation if a few decades and even won a war against a 
major western power (i.e. against the Russians in 1905). The result is that Japan is now a 
modern nation, even one of the leaders, technologically speaking. 
 
However, I believe that Japan has now entered a new era of crisis in which another major 
social transformation is necessary, as it learns that in a world information-based economy, 
creativity is vital for survival. Japan’s current social and economic institutions were set 
up after WW2 to fuel an assembly line production based economy, which are no longer 
suitable for the modern era.  
 
A “Social Meiji” is needed, where the best social ideas from around the world are 
brought to Japan to modernize Japanese social institutions, so that it can be proud of itself 
and earn the respect of the west. At the moment, I think it is fair to say that the west 
respects Japan’s economic prowess but looks down on Japan’s social inferiorities. 
 
To overcome the examination hell phenomenon, I would install a grade system at the 
universities, similar to those in the west. Employers would then know that a graduate 
with a high grade is smarter than another with a low grade. Which university the student 
went to would then be rather irrelevant, so long as the grade standards were fairly 
uniform over the country. Employers could be guided by the grades rather than the names 
of the universities.  
 
In the present Japanese system, companies select people who have good memories and 
persistence, but not necessarily good creativity, or analytic skills, or ability to think 
critically. In fact my general impression of the level of development of logical, critical 
thinking amongst Japanese is negative. The Japanese prefer to emphasize good feelings 
between people, rather than to promote critical logical dialogs. Logical thinking in Japan 



is not nurtured, with the result that the illogicality and inconsistency of the Japanese can 
infuriate westerners, who are educated (as a basic western value) to think and express 
themselves clearly and logically. 
 
Japan should also set up an American style GRE (Graduate Record Exam) which gives a 
nationally standardized IQ type test to graduates who want to go on to do post-gradate 
work. Universities can then select their graduate school candidates partially on the basis 
of the GRE scores. In Japan, as in any modern country, the top jobs should go to 
candidates who are selected at post-graduate level, not at high school level. The 
academically pressured years should be at postgraduate level. High schoolers know 
nothing, and are usually too immature to know what they want to do in life. 
 
Japanese society needs to become more grass roots democratic and put effective 
collective pressure on its politicians, so that companies do not dictate employment policy. 
Then it would be easier for employees to change companies, so that getting into a given 
company, depending upon an entrance exam result at 18 years of age becomes irrelevant. 
At the moment, in Japan, the university years are seen as the only time to relax, 
sandwiched between the examination hell of high school and the workaholic mono-
dimensional pressure of company life.  
 
This system is “sick and twisted”, and all wrong. It should be the other way round.  The 
toughest years should be at university graduate level, at which the top minds are selected 
to occupy the top posts. Universities should be places of hard work, used to filter the 
brilliant from the good. Japanese universities today are rather low status institutions 
compared to those in the west. Japan has won a pitiful 5 Nobel Prizes.  
 
Japanese universities are seen by the west as being financially poor, with low salaries, as 
relatively stifling, with godlike professors who take authoritarian attitudes towards their 
students and staff, as having a rigid communication between departments and groups, and 
as being rather corrupt, with partisan selection of research projects and funding. Japanese 
universities are in a bad way, and desperately need to be reformed and upgraded. This is 
starting now, but a lot needs to be done. 
 
To enable Japanese men to change their companies and careers more easily, Japanese 
women need to get off their bums and pursue careers. The women can then support the 
men financially while the men change companies or careers, go back to university etc. to 
get new qualifications. With men thus freed from their financial cage, they will want to 
change companies in larger numbers. As young men see that it is possible for them to 
change companies relatively easily, as in the west, this will reduce pressure on them to 
select the “correct” company for themselves at the beginning of their careers. With the 
reforms I’m suggesting here, just which university one gets into, becomes less important. 
What is important is the grade one gets at graduate or postgraduate levels, and for the top 
jobs, how brilliantly one performs at PhD level. The very top jobs require people with 
brilliance, creativity and vision.  
 



Doing research encourages people to think in this way. Putting a person who scored well 
in a high school memorization test into such top posts is obviously stupid, yet it happens 
all the time in Japan. It probably explains why so many of the bureaucrats lack vision, are 
so insular minded, and have the creativity of newts, but at least they are intelligent. The 
education system filters well for intelligence, but that is not enough for today’s fast 
changing world, where creativity and vision are increasingly needed. 
 
Company personnel department staffs should drop their quota system (X% of recruits 
from Tokyo University etc). With a GRE system in Japan and graduate and postgraduate 
grades, personnel managers can judge by the grades and not the names of the universities. 
Hence the university in which one does one’s undergraduate work becomes rather 
unimportant, because it's the grade that counts, not where one got it from.  
 
So it would not be so important which university one got into, so long as during the 
university years, one got good grades. Hence the pressure would be taken off the 
secondary school students to get into a good university, etc. This logic then applies all the 
way down to kindergarten, so that the Juku business can die, and Japanese  kids can 
“have a life”, without having to waste their childhood cramming useless knowledge that 
they will forget immediately after the entrance exams.  
 
Maybe then, the Japanese education system can do what education is supposed to do, 
namely to teach its students to think logically and to create, rather than only to passively 
memorize. This would lead to more flexibility in one’s career. For example in the US 
now, the average company employee changes his job every 5 years. This flexibility is 
seen as an asset in an era of rapid technological change. Technology is creating and 
destroying jobs faster and faster. One of the reasons why Japan has been doing poorly in 
economic terms in the 1990s is that Japanese society is not geared for rapid creative 
technological innovation.  
 
America has been pulling ahead lately (although the Japanese high-tech multinationals 
very recently have been doing extremely well, which is good for me). Japan desperately 
needs to reform its education system to foster creativity and individualism, otherwise it 
will never be No. 1. (Actually this is only partly true. There is another way the Japanese 
can become No.1 and that is to import the best brains in the world to Japan, to invest in 
the new sciences, to create the new technologies, to generate a new economy. 
 
 
Rabbit Hutches, War Guilt 
 
When I’m in the train looking out at Japan’s suburban housing, I’m struck how inferior it 
is by western standards. It is truly third world, yet Japan is rich country. Why the 
discrepancy? Admittedly there is a shortage of land, but still, why does Japan insist on 
growing its own rice at a customer price which is several times more expensive than the 
world price? If Japan imported its rice, it would have a lot more land for housing, so the 
price for land would drop substantially. (If one includes the price of land when 



calculating living standards in international comparisons, then Japan is a mediocre 
country, in the middle of the industrialized nations, about 20th or so).  
 
With lower land prices, Japanese home owners would have more money left over to build 
better houses. So why does Japan insist on growing its own rice? Many other countries 
import their food, so why not Japan? Why do the Japanese significantly lower their 
material standard of living by dwelling in “rabbit hutches”? This 3rd world housing 
standard results from the impact on land price of their decision not to import rice. I think 
the deep answer to this fundamental question is again, Japanese insularity. It’s well 
known that Japan’s overseas neighbors still hate the Japanese, particularly the older 
generation.  
 
I travel regularly to continental Asia and know first hand how deeply the Japanese are 
hated because of the atrocities they committed in WW2, and their colonial policies in 
Korea and China. This hatred lingered despite the fact that it has been 50 years since the 
Japanese murdered 30 million Asians, one of history’s greatest crimes, in terms of sheer 
numbers of people killed. The wounds are very deep, particularly, in China (where 20 
million Chinese were murdered by the invading Japanese army). Unfortunately, the 
Japanese still have not truly atoned to their Asian neighbors for these massive crimes.  
 
The invaded Asian nations know this, and they also know that the younger Japanese have 
not been told by the Japanese education ministry what happened. Asian governments on 
the other hand, certainly inform their peoples of what the Japanese did. My god, in China, 
you can’t get away from it. Chinese TV and films are full of it. (I know. I go to China 
regularly). But in Japan, school text books have been regularly censored to keep Japanese 
school children ignorant of what their grand parents did in the war. 
 
In Japans’ non-democracy, the bureaucrats did not want their role, nor the Japanese 
Emperor’s role in the war criticized by a critically informed public. Since they had 
control of the content of the textbooks, they consored them as they pleased. The Chinese 
and Koreans etc. bitterly resented this. They cannot accept that the memory of the 
massive suffering they were subjected to under the Japanese be simply obliterated from 
young Japanese minds. Even today, the Japanese are having great difficulty in accepting 
the fact that some 200,000 young continental Asian women were conscripted in the war 
to serve as sex-slaves (unpaid prostitutes) for Japanese soldiers.  
 
(In Japan, these women are euphemistically called “comfort women” in the Japanese 
language press). In general there is not the same degree of shame in the Japanese public 
for the Japanese atrocities of WW2 as there is in Germany. When a German neo-Nazi 
group gets in the news, e.g. by burning down a Turkish guest worker dormitory or when 
some deluded neo Nazi thug says that Auschwitz never happened (my second wife’s 
mother was gassed by the Germans at Auschwitz), the German government will put 
holocaust movies on prime time TV to educate the public. (Lately, it is now against 
German law to make such statements).  
 



I know, because I speak German, and had German TV in Brussels, when I was living 
there (plus TV from the UK, France, Holland, Belgium, Italy, Spain, Luxembourg, etc, 
(oh how I miss the cosmopolitan life of Europe – but living anywhere is a compromise. I 
doubt whether I could tolerate European scientific conservatism and the lack of research 
funding in a region with double digit unemployment, having lived in Japan).  
 
Nothing like this ever happens in Japan. You mention Auschwitz to a German, and he’ll 
hang his head in shame. You mention the “Rape of Nanking” to a Japanese and he will 
probably not have heard of the place. There are even Japanese politicians who say it 
never really happened or is wildly exaggerated. Regularly the Koreans, Chinese, 
Singaporeans etc are outraged by statements coming from Japanese politicians 
concerning WW2 events. Japanese children are taught a lot of Japanese history, except 
for the period of the 1930s and 1940s. 
 
I believe that relations between Japan and its neighbors will not improve much until the 
Japanese population is taught about its atrocities in the war, so that the Japanese 
population can feel ashamed, and then make that shame visible to their Asian neighbors. 
If the continental Asians can see that the Japanese population is genuinely ashamed of 
what it did, the way the Germans are ashamed, then the Asians will soften their hatred 
towards the Japanese.  
 
But that hasn’t happened yet. No Japanese wants to educate the public in such a way. For 
example, there has been no Japanese movie director who has made movies of Japan’s 
atrocities from the continental Asian perspective. Doing such a thing would be felt by the 
Japanese to be traitorous, tarnishing the reputation of the Japanese people. (The Japanese 
are too insular and nationalistic to even contemplate such a thing. I believe the only way 
the Japanese will be taught about their atrocities will be by having non Japanese TV 
documentaries and movies come into Japan from other countries via global satellite TV).  
 
If such Japanese movie directors existed their work would be considered too disturbing to 
Japanese “wa”. I’ve had Japanese (so-called) feminist journalists say to me that they 
could not possibly publish my masculist criticisms of fluffies in the national newspapers, 
because it would disturb the “wa” (harmony). They say that most of Japan’s women are 
fluffies, i.e. they are dependent financially on men. Such a criticism would disturb 
millions of people.  
 
Such conservative reasoning I believe, partly explains Japan’s ignorance of its own war 
time atrocities. It is not acceptable in Japan to make Japan look poor in the eyes of 
Japanese. It’s the tatemae-honne distinction, so strong in Japan. (The tatemai is the 
surface diplomatic lie, and the honne is the underlying reality, i.e. what a person really 
thinks privately but doesn't express publicly).  
 
The Japanese are so insular, they don’t care or are not even aware of what their neighbors 
think about them. I hope, now that global TV is coming the Japanese will be exposed to 
satellite TV documentaries on this issue (hopefully in English, or even better in Japanese) 
made by their Asian neighbors. Then maybe the long overdue Japanese guilt will start to 



grow, and relations between Japan and its neighbors can improve. At the moment, Japan 
has no friends. No other country particularly likes the Japanese or trusts them. The 
Japanese only have themselves to blame.  
 
Relations between Japan and its neighbors are so bad, that the Japanese prefer to grow 
their own rice, so that at least they won’t starve if China or anyone else imposes a naval 
blockade on the shipping lanes, making food (rice) imports impossible. The Japanese pay 
a high price (literally) for their incredible insularity, both in terms of material standard of 
living (land prices and their 3rd world housing), but also in terms of the mistrust of their 
neighbors. This is so stupid. In my mind, the Japanese are simply “interculturally 
incompetent” and have a lot to learn about the rest of the world beyond the conceptual 
horizons of Japan’s little island. 
 
 
Minorities 
 
Japan has a poor international reputation for its treatment of its minorities. The worst 
treatment occurs with the so-called “Burakumin” (or “Eta”), Japan’s “untouchable caste”, 
of which there are about 3 million. Historically, they were the butchers and leather 
craftsmen, which was considered “unclean” by Buddhist doctrine (Buddhism coming 
from cow-fetished India). If you are an Eta, and you hide the fact, you could today be 
fired on the spot from a major company if you are found out.  
 
I have read accounts were young wives who were happily married with a baby have 
divorced their Eta husbands in shame, on discovering their real identities. Detectives are 
hired to see if a potential marriage partner has any “Eta ancestry”. The irony of this 
outrageous discrimination is that the Eta are of the same genetic stock as ordinary 
Japanese. You cannot tell the difference between the Eta and “clean” Japanese.  
 
This blatant and cruel discrimination dismisses Japan (in the eyes of westerners) from 
any chance of belonging to that exclusive club of “civilized nations”. There’s more. From 
1910 to Japan’s defeat in 1945, Korea was a Japanese colony. Koreans were not allowed 
to speak Korean in the Japanese controlled schools, and they hated the Japanese for it. 
Even today, 50 years later, the Korean hatred for the Japanese is so strong, that it is 
against Korean law to import popular Japanese culture in the form of CDs, video, etc.  
 
In the colonial period, Koreans were transported to Japan as forced laborers. Today, there 
are about 700,000 Koreans living in Japan, most of them second and third generation. But, 
they are denied Japanese citizenship. They are treated as foreigners. Japan is a very 
closed society. It has a very strong “them and us” mentality, due to its cultural 
homogeneity and its geographical isolation. Pluralism is a foreign concept to the Japanese. 
 
The irony is that Japan should feel highly indebted to Koreans, because in a certain 
common sense way, “Japanese are Koreans”. I discovered this nearly a decade ago at a 
neural net conference in California at a reception. Some Japanese looking conference 
attendees approached me, and I spoke to them in Japanese, “Nihonjin desu ka?” (Are you 



Japanese), “NO!” They said deeply offended, “We’re Korean!” I learned two things, 1) 
Koreans don't like Japanese, and 2) I can’t tell the difference between them. Their genetic 
characteristics are the same.  
 
When I’m in Korea, I feel I’m in Japan, except that the clock is set back about 15 years 
(economically and politically speaking). Common sense says that homo-sapiens, the 
species, did not originate on an offshore island. The Japanese population had to come 
from somewhere. The archeologists say that roughly two thousand years ago, the last 
major wave of Korean immigration to Japan took place (about a million people).  
 
The Koreans brought their customs and values with them, which became Japanese 
customs. Even Japan’s Shinto religion which the insular minded Japanese like to think is 
their own, originated in Korea. (I have a book written by two Americans scholars who 
investigated the Japanese cultural debt to Korea, which asserts this. This book I bought in 
Korea). Later, it was via the Koreans, that the Japanese civilized themselves by importing 
Chinese culture – Buddhism, Confucianism, Chinese characters, Chinese governmental 
ideas, etc.  
 
Over a millennium ago, the Japanese had great respect for the Chinese and Koreans, 
which at the time were clearly superior cultures. So genetically speaking, Japanese are 
(largely) Koreans (with possibly some South Sea Islander genes and others). There’s a 
strong suspicion amongst western scholars who study Japanese history that the first 
emperors in Japan’s long line of emperors were actually Koreans, and that the reason 
why these scholars are banned from examining these emperors’ tombs, is that they may 
find evidence to support this hypothesis. 
 
I have a book called “Multicultural Japan” edited by Donald Denoon et al, 1996, of 
Cambridge University Press which says (p4), “The second wave of immigrants came 
from North-East Asia, most likely via the Korean peninsula. This  migration continued 
for over a millennium through what are known as the Yayoi and Kofun periods (ca 400 
BC to AD 700), and by the latter (Kofun) period there seems to have been considerable 
mixing of indigenous and immigrant groups as far as southern Tohoku.  
 
About a million people left the  continent  in some “boat people” saga whose causes are 
only dimly understood, to settle the archipelago, until eventually the original Jomon 
peoples were outnumbered, perhaps by as much as 10 to 1 (according to Hanihara 
Kazuro). The migrants brought wet rice agriculture and bronze and iron technology. They 
settled northern Kyushu and western Honshu, either merging with and absorbing the 
aboriginal Jomon inhabitants or confining them to culturally distinctive formations in the 
“peripheral” regions of Hokkaido and Northern Honshu.  
 
By the seventh century, these North-East Asian immigrants and their descendants 
constituted between 70% and 90% of the population of the islands (which might by then 
have amounted to five or six million people), and constructed a distinctive political and 
cultural order centering on the court which emerged in the Kinai region in the vicinity of 
present day Osaka and Kyoto”. 



 
The book also says (p6), “Even in the 1990s the long hand of control over the past is 
exercised in the form of a ban enforced by the Imperial Household agency over any 
excavation of 158 major tomb sites thought to contain the remains of imperial ancestors, 
one purpose of which is to limit the risk of “embarrassing” archaeological discoveries, 
particularly any which might throw light on the origins of the imperial family”. 
 
What an insult to the Koreans! How intellectually and scientifically dishonest, and how 
contemptible as judged by westerners. If the world, and particularly the western world, 
hears about this, there will be an outrage against Japan. I wondered how much the 
Koreans know about this, so I asked a Korean friend of mine. He said, “Well, most 
Koreans know that the ancient emperors in Japan were from Korea and at least the 
ancient scholars and technicians were from Korea”. 
 
I mentioned this strong suspicion to a Japanese good friend of mine (i.e. that Japanese are 
genetically Koreans, and that the first Japanese emperors were also Koreans. She said it 
sounded like a “black rumor”. “Why black?” I said, “Japan has an enormous debt to 
Korea!” She didn't buy it, and this was from a highly intelligent and educated woman, yet 
she too shared the collective Japanese attitude that such an idea is degrading to the 
Japanese.  
 
God, no wonder the Koreans hate the Japanese. Imagine the British banning American 
scholars from investigating the tomb of William the Conqueror (if there is one?), in case 
they discovered evidence that he might be French. Do you think the French would 
tolerate that? Such is the incredible insularity and intercultural incompetence of the 
Japanese, in my view, one of Japan’s biggest problems. 
 
Japan cannot become a full member of the world community until it gives up such 
outrageous and mythical prejudices. Japan needs to wake up to modern science and 
acknowledge its (pre)historical cultural roots. The Japanese should treat the Koreans with 
reverence, because the Japanese are Koreans. They are the descendents of Koreans. 
Korea is Japan’s “mother country”. This message needs to be taught to the Japanese 
public.  
 
It would help make the Japanese more cosmopolitan, more interculturally sophisticated, 
and would help induce a greater degree of war guilt, which is a prerequisite for Japan 
being forgiven and accepted by its Asian neighbors (that were invaded by Japan in the 
1930s and 1940s) in a future Asian economic and political “block” (similar to the 
European Union (EU) or the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA)), once 
China goes democratic, as hopefully it will with the  rise of its middle class. 
 
 
Emotional Poverty 
 
It’s interesting watching Japanese sex on TV. Japan is less puritanical than the US (not 
having suffered the Catholic sexual repression of Europeans – the Catholic leadership 



decided many centuries ago to  keep the financial wealth of the church within the church 
and not see it dispersed by inheritance to the wives of its priests, hence marriage and sex 
for the priests of the Catholic church were banned. This ban created enormous sexual 
hang-ups with the catholic clergy, who transmitted their neuroses to their congregations.  
 
Japan hardly suffered from Catholicism, before it was literally exterminated by the 
shoguns). But Japan is more puritanical than France or Germany. In the US you can’t 
even see women’s’ breasts on TV (unless there has been a very recent change). In Japan 
you can see full sexual intercourse after midnight, and sex type “game” shows, but when 
it comes to showing sexual intercourse, the penis and pubic hair part of the image is 
blurred. In France and Germany nothing is censored. You see everything. 
 
However, oddly,  Japan’s tradition of publishing books for the public on sex techniques 
and advice for good sex is far less developed than in the west, hence there is a general 
ignorance in the Japanese population concerning modern approaches  to sexual bliss, 
which in turn means that the Japanese suffer form “vanilla” (i.e. relatively dull, boring) 
sex. Japan does however publish wonderful erotica books, that are famous throughout the 
world, but such books, based on classic drawings that are centuries old, don't teach the 
Japanese public about modern sexual techniques. I know several Japanese well enough to 
talk about such things, and they tell me that it is not the custom in Japan to put such 
things in public, i.e. in print. I’ve tried hunting down such books in major book stores in 
big cities, and find only “sex education” books (i.e. “where do babies come from” type 
texts for school children) but that's not what I’m after.  
 
The result of this is that many Japanese hardly know about the  G-spot, the  cul-de-sac, 
female ejaculation, male prostate orgasms, Kegel exercises,  multiple orgasms, ecstatic 
sex, and particularly the best of them all – continuous (hour long) orgasm. The result of 
this is that Japanese women remain largely sexually passive, expecting the men to take all 
the initiatives, which is boring for men, and both sexes are ignorant on how to give each 
other continuous orgasms, which is now all the rage in the west. 
 
For those who don't know what I’m talking about, let me digress a bit here, because such 
knowledge can change lives, and is terribly important. Such knowledge should be put on 
TV to increase a nation’s GNH (Gross National Happiness). It’s possible for men and 
women to have an orgasm that does not stop, that goes on for many minutes, giving the 
ultimate in human ecstasy. To get a woman to have a continuous orgasm, all you have to 
do is simultaneously finger her G spot and clitoris (and maybe anus too) for many 
minutes, bombarding her with sensation.  
 
If she’s not sexually inhibited, and usually if she loves her sexual partner, and her vaginal 
muscles are well exercised (either from lots of sex or Kegel exercises) thus making them 
very sensitive to stimulus, she should come and come until a threshold is reached, after 
which she switches to continuous orgasm. These sensations are so strong that initially a 
woman will usually be afraid of the power of her own body.  
 



This fear can make her stop her man from stimulating her, but with practice, she should 
get used to it, and allow herself to climb to greater heights of sensation. A woman who 
routinely has continuous orgasm will worship sex, and the man who gives it to her,  and 
will want sex frequently, which is nice for the man as well  (so long as he’s not too fat, 
unfit, and tired all the time). 
 
Frequent successful sex generates joy in a couple and makes life  really worth living, but 
since relations between the sexes in Japan are the worst I’ve seen in the 20 odd cultures 
I’m familiar with, its  obvious to me such joy in Japan barely exists. (Only 5% of 
Japanese husbands and wives mention their wives and husbands as their main joys in life, 
according to recent surveys. In Japan, the company takes priority over wife and family in 
a Japanese man’s life. To westerners, these traditional Japanese priorities seem 
masochistic and sick.  
 
Fortunately for the Japanese, the younger generation is rejecting them, but the attitude 
gap between westerners and Japanese on this issue is still enormous. It generates a lot of 
hostility and misunderstanding between east and west). The country with the healthiest 
relations between the sexes that I have seen is France, the country internationally famous 
for “l’amour”, where the men are romantic and routinely flatter and caress their women, 
and the women are seductive and nurturative to their men (and earn 90 cents to the male 
dollar, as against American women’s 70 cents). 
 
To get a man to continuous orgasm, the woman masturbates his penis with her hand to 
the brink of orgasm, then squeezes the penis head with her thumb and forefinger, which 
decreases the sensation. The man also needs to practise approaching the brink multiple 
times in one session, without going over the top into ejaculation. He can do this on his 
own with masturbation. Over many minutes, sexual tension builds up enough for him to 
have continuous orgasm, where the semen doesn't shoot out, but just oozes out 
continuously).  
 
Such bliss is virtually unknown in Japan, because there are no means to spread such new 
knowledge. I hope this essay helps in this regard. If orgasm (all 5 seconds of it) is the  
nicest thing there is for you, then try to imagine 10 minutes of it (or a hour) if you’ve 
never had it. If you want to know more about continuous orgasm, go buy books (if you 
are a westerner) or look up the key words “one hour orgasm” on the web, and enjoy! 
 
Japan is not only sexually underdeveloped. A similar comment can be made concerning 
the level of development of loving between couples in Japan. Good loving and sexuality 
between Japanese couples is so poorly encouraged by the culture, that as a consequence, 
a huge (quasi prostitutional) sex industry in Japan exists, offering anything you want. 
Traditionally, Japanese business men often prefer to spend their time with these “water 
trade” women than with their emotionally and sexually estranged wives.  
 
Sex roles in Japan are so traditionally polarized, with husbands and wives spending so 
little time with each other, that love often dies between couples. For most Japanese 
husbands, loyalty to the company takes higher priority over loyalty to the wife and family. 



(This attitude seems emotionally sick and morally inferior to westerners, who have the 
freedom to change jobs and companies as they choose, and have the time to be with their 
families.  
 
Good relationships with wives are vitally important to western men. In the west, both 
husbands and wives usually work full time, but only 8 hours a day, not 11 hours a day as 
in Japan (plus 3 to 4 hours commute time for many millions of Japanese men in the big 
cities). Western couples have the time to be with each other (“TT” or “Together Time”), 
and to develop their relationships. Western culture encourages this, with the result, I 
believe, that western GNH (Gross National Happiness) per capita is far higher than in 
emotionally impoverished, masochistic Japan. With Japanese men, a vicious circle is set 
up.  
 
They spend so much time at their companies that over the years, love with their wives 
often dies. The men come home so tired that often they are not interested in sex with their 
boring housewifey wives. The wife starts to nag and he begins to avoid her (and the kids 
he hardly knows, because they are usually asleep before he gets home). By staying longer 
hours at the company, or drinking sake after work with his colleagues or clients at hostess 
bars, in the “water trade”, he neglects his wife even more, who then nags more, 
tightening the vicious circle.  
 
With the strong housewife ethic which still has not died out in sex role backward Japan, 
the husband cannot just throw her out easily if he wants. He’s enslaved to her, and she to 
him, for financial dependency reasons. Japan’s traditional sex roles create a lot of marital 
misery because couples who should divorce don't, so millions of Japanese husbands and 
wives continue to lead emotionally impoverished “half lives”. 
 
Consider the sheer size of the “water trade”. I have read that more money is spent today 
per year in the water trade than Japan spends annually on its military defense (i.e. 1% of 
GDP). To me, the size of this market is a symptom of the mass poverty of loving and 
sexual relations between Japanese husbands and wives. I consider Japan as one of the 
poorest nations on earth in terms of its sexual and emotional wealth.  
 
This aspect of Japan I find truly abhorrent. Fortunately, the young generation of men are 
tending to avoid the water trade and to go home earlier to their wives. Both husbands and 
wives of the younger generation have been influenced by the western model, shown in 
Hollywood movies, etc. Now that more Japanese women are into careers (although not a 
lot), women can divorce their sexually and emotionally negligent husbands more easily.  
 
The divorce rate in Japan is now 1 in 4, half of America’s, and rising. It will eventually 
hit 1 in 2 as well, since surveys have shown that when older Japanese women are asked if 
they had their lives to live over again, would they marry the same man, half said no. The 
threat of divorce, initiated by wives, puts pressure on husbands to be less negligent, and 
indirectly puts pressure on company bosses to lower their workaholic expectations they 
have traditionally imposed upon their younger subordinates. 
 



 
Corrupt 
 
Japan is incredibly corrupt for an economic superpower. One expects poor 3rd world 
countries to be corrupt.  It’s one of the reasons why 3rd world countries are 3rd world. But 
on the whole, westerners expect Japan to be as honest and above board as are western 
countries. Unfortunately, that's not the case. In the 5 years I’ve been in Japan, never a 
week goes by without some Japanese politician, bureaucrat, or businessman, being hauled 
into court on corruption charges.  
 
It never stops. It just goes on and on. I suspect that Japanese corruption is a historical 
leftover from when Japan itself was a 3rd world country. (In many social respects, it still 
is, in my opinion). The level of development of grass roots democracy is so weakly 
developed in Japan that people don't complain, so it is easier to behave in a corrupt 
manner than in a country where grass roots democracy is strongly developed.  
 
The Japanese have an honesty/dishonest dichotomy built into their language. “Honne”, in 
Japanese, means what one truly thinks privately. “Tatemae” is what one says publicly, i.e. 
a white lie. This dichotomy is so strongly developed in Japan, that westerners feel that 
Japanese are sneaky, and cannot be trusted, because they say one thing and do the 
opposite. Other Asian nations, with a similar dichotomy, understand the Japanese better, 
but even they don't trust the Japanese much (according to what I’ve read on continental 
Asians’ opinions concerning the Japanese). 
 
My suspicion is that corruption is a part of daily life in Japan, and that only the 
spectacular cases get to be reported on TV (i.e. only those which are so blatant that they 
come to the attention of a passive and obedient Japanese media). At least the top level 
corrupters are regularly hauled off to jail, so at least that is to Japan’s credit, but the fact 
that these cases just keep coming and coming and coming, is boring, and makes 
westerners living in Japan feel that Japan is morally inferior to  the west in this  respect.  
 
Americans are much stricter this way, and more likely to speak up if their bosses do 
something shady. (In Europe the level of corruption depends on which country you are 
talking about. The two worst are thought to be Italy and Belgium). I hope that when (if?) 
Japan becomes more grass roots democratic, that the level of corruption will diminish a 
lot. 
 
 
Superiority Myth 
 
When I was living in Europe for 20 years (as an Anglo-Saxon, married to a French 
speaking Belgian woman in the second half of that period) I found the chauvinism of the 
French insufferable. I don't mind arrogance per se, so long as it’s justified, i.e. backed up 
by facts. The Americans are (unconsciously) incredibly arrogant, but in their case they 
have a right to be so. The US is the planet’s dominant culture, driving the rest of the 
world into (American) modernity.  



 
America wins nearly all the Nobel prizes now. America is pioneering the information age. 
America makes the blockbuster movies. America sends men to the moon and satellites to 
the stars. America generates most of the popular music. American builds nuclear aircraft 
carriers. America keeps the world’s peace. America, America, America. 
 
As an English citizen (i.e. switching an Australian passport for a British one, to be able to 
work in the European Union countries), I can easily make out a case for British arrogance. 
Britain has won a lot more Nobel prizes per capita than the US. Britain invented modern 
parliamentary democracy. Britain started the industrial revolution that is sweeping the 
world. Britain made English the world language, Britain made America (a British baby 
that grew up). Britain and America together have dominated the 19th and 20th centuries. 
Britain, Britain, Britain. 
 
Germany has a right to be arrogant (but less so, due to its militaristic tendencies). 
Germany dominated science before Hitler. Germany has given the world most of its 
classical music. Germany has produced most of the world’s great modern philosophers. 
Germany is famous for its quality engineering. Germany, Germany, Germany. 
 
What have the French to crow about? What has France given the world? Well, there’s 
modern painting and sculpture, perfumes, haute cuisine, fashion, photography, movies, 
l’amour, joie de vivre, diplomacy, nationalism, etc. France might run about 4th or 5th in 
the world in terms of general status levels as judged by other countries, but is definitely 
not tops. The Belgians used to joke that “one could get rich by buying a Frenchman for 
what he’s worth and selling him for what he thinks he’s worth”.  
 
French life is centered in Paris which is rather distant from France’s international borders, 
with the result that the French are rather insular. Historically, the French were the 
dominant culture in Europe for several centuries and this experience conditioned them to 
think they are superior. It’s only recently that the French have got international cable TV 
(a decade behind the Belgians) which teaches them that they are not so special.  
 
Combined with their current double digit unemployment figures, the French are going 
through a bit of an inferiority complex at the moment, as they wake up to the 
international reality that the US is pissing on them in terms  of global dominance (“the 
arrogant inferiority of the French”). Interestingly, America’s lack of upper class subtlety 
(the European upper class did not migrate to the US or anywhere) is a source of constant 
sneering by the French towards what they see as “American vulgarity”. 
 
Now, what about the Japanese? Are they arrogant? You bet. Many, many Japanese 
believe deeply, strongly, that they are “ichiban” (best, first, No.1). As with the above 
nations, there is always an element of truth to each of these country’s claims to 
superiority. In the last few decades, the Japanese have skyrocketed in terms of their 
economic standard of living, an achievement that really counts for something in the 
modern world. But it’s more than that. Japanese believe that they are special, unique.  
 



There is a huge literature (called “nihonjinron”) which attempts to explain (often 
rationalize) why the Japanese are special or different or superior. Many countries like to 
think they are tops. It’s flattering to believe such an idea. Unfortunately (or fortunately) 
for Japan, there are no international land boundaries, so foreigners are not easily met, 
who can provide a counter ideology to the notion of Japanese superiority.  
 
Because of the incredibly homogeneous nature of the Japanese, and  the extreme 
insularity (living on an isolated island, with huge cultural and linguistic barriers which act 
in both directions between Japanese and foreigners, plus the kanji (i.e. the Chinese 
writing system) barrier that frightens off westerners, etc),  Japanese almost never meet 
people who challenge their beliefs  in Japanese superiority.  
 
Hence this belief is very powerful. It makes Japanese quite obnoxious when making 
international comparisons with them. They can be extremely close minded about this, 
having been “educated (indoctrinated) all their lives that they, the Japanese are the 
world’s master race. It’s like a religion to them, an article of faith, and one that rational 
argument has little impact on. 
 
There’s no denying that Japan has a rich culture, but there’s also no denying that most of 
it is due to foreign borrowing (plus a bit of local adaptation). Japan’s social structure 
makes creativity very difficult (due to a centuries’ old, high density, homogeneous 
population, which generates incredible social pressure to conform to group norms in 
order to inhibit socially disturbing individualistic behavior).  
 
It is thought that Japan’s Shinto religion (a primitive animalistic polytheism) came from 
Korea. Its Buddhism and Confucianism, it got from China, via Korea. Its style of 
government bureaucracy it copied from China, so too its writing system (i.e. a clumsy 
character based system, instead of having the ingenuity to create a phonetic system which 
could be learned in a hundredth of the time). In the modern world, Japan has copied the 
western powers unashamedly. Today, America is the country to be copied. 
 
In just about any country in the world except Japan, it is thought that a country which 
copies is considered to have less status than the country which is copied. Leaders are 
respected, copiers are not. Despite this, there are still far too many Japanese who believe 
they are tops. This irrational arrogance, this myth, I believe, may have played a role in 
Japan’s decision to bomb Pearl Harbor. The planners of this raid reasoned that the 
fighting spirit of the Japanese was so superior to the flab and excess of America’s culture 
that the Americans would not want to fight, and thus leave Japan to keep its own colonies 
in the Asian sector.  
 
The Japanese hunger to colonize was derived from their desire to copy the dominant 
(European) powers of the time, who were busy colonizing Asia and Africa. It looks as 
though Japan has been parasitic throughout its history upon other cultures for its 
innovations. It seems rather incapable of inventing its own (with perhaps the exception of 
the walkman and karaoke). 
 



Some of the more level headed of these Japanese Pearl Harbor planners were worried 
about the industrial capacity of the US, but they were overruled. The result was that the 
Japanese took on a country with some 3 to 4 times its industrial productivity, and double 
its population, i.e. a total of about 6 to 9 times Japan’s total industrial capacity. No 
wonder Japan was smashed.  
 
America was so powerful at the time that it could crush Germany and Japan 
simultaneously, even with only half of its eligible men in the military. It was madness of 
the Japanese to declare war on the US. Japan was then bombed flat as a result, as was 
Germany. If the Japanese had not been so arrogant, so insular and ignorant of how other 
people think, they would have saved themselves a lot of suffering (and the lives of 30 
million continental Asians they murdered in the 1930s and 1940s). 
 
Actually there is some evidence confirming the quality of the fighting spirit of the 
Japanese. It comes from what happened during the battle for Okinawa (an island within 
bombing distance of Japan that America critically wanted, in order to bomb Japan with 
their B29 bombers, and which Japan would defend to the last man to avoid being bombed. 
(This Japanese fear was justified, because shortly after, the Americans murdered 100,000 
civilians in one night of fire bombing on Tokyo. This number was greater than the 
number who died by the A-bombing of either Hiroshima or Nagasaki).  
 
The kill ratio (i.e. the number of Japanese killed by Americans to the number of 
Americans killed by Japanese) was equal. This kill ratio, plus the fact that several million 
Japanese troops were based in Japan in the summer of 1945 and tens of millions of 
reservists as well, persuaded the Americans that it would be in everyone’s interest to A-
bomb the Japanese, rather than invade Japan with street to street combat.  
 
Sir Winston Churchill estimated the casualties would be in the range of a million 
Americans and even more Japanese, who were desperately short of weapons due to 
America’s successful naval blockage and bombing of Japanese factories. Even high 
school girls at the time were being trained to attack American troops with sharpened 
bamboo poles. 
 
So to stop the war, and minimize the number of deaths on both sides, President Truman 
decided to drop the bombs. The alternative was a land invasion of Japan by the 
Americans that was well planned – Operations Olympic and Coronet, in which the 
estimated number of American casualties would be about 1,000,000 with far more 
Japanese civilian deaths).  So the bombs were dropped, resulting in less than 200,000 
Japanese deaths and no American deaths. Japan surrendered unconditionally. The US had 
utterly defeated Japan. 
 
Japan has yet to go through the same learning of its own international inferiority as in 
France. There was a time in the 1950s when Japan truly admired the US, and that is still 
true today to some (diminishing) extent, due to America’s defeat of Japan.  But the 
younger generation of Japanese seems to have forgotten the war, and have imbibed the 
age old belief in Japanese superiority. I doubt whether things will change much until 



Japan gets global TV, bringing programs from other countries, to teach them that they are 
not so special. 
 
I believe that Japan could be No.1 economically in less than a decade (i.e. possessing a 
GNP larger in absolute size than that of the US (in exchange rate terms)), but that does 
not make me tolerant to silly claims that the Japanese are a “superior” people (whatever 
that means). Japan is tops in some things, inferior in others. I’ve lived in too many 
countries to be open minded towards blind chauvinism. In this respect, at a deep level, the 
Japanese are worse than the French. (Monsieur Chauvin was a character in a French play 
whose behavior was so excessively pro French, that he became a legend). 
 
 
Sado-Masochism 
 
Whenever I listen to my Japanese colleagues at my lab chatting amongst themselves, I 
usually have the impression that their personalities have been collectively stunted, i.e. 
that virtually all of them have been through the same type of parenting and socialization 
which has inhibited them from fully expressing themselves emotionally and intellectually. 
It’s most frustrating listening to them. I feel that most Japanese are unable to simply 
express who they are without reserve, without worrying excessively all the time how their 
opinions or behavior will affect others.  
 
In some cases, observing Japanese on the train, I would say that some of them have had 
their personalities virtually destroyed. They don't even have to open their mouths. One 
can just see that they have been psychologically crushed. Why is this? What is going on 
with Japanese child raising that generates such massive and powerful inhibition of ones 
natural joie de vive? Why are Japanese so inhibited emotionally and intellectually? 
 
Ultimately, I speculate, it is due to Japan’s island habitat and its history of rice growing. 
The idea of using rice to feed the population was imported from China and Korea more 
than a millennium ago (i.e. about 2000 years after the Chinese were doing the same 
thing). Rice is a very efficient food source, i.e. many calories per square meter can be 
grown, and so in the early years of Japanese rice cultivation, population growth was rapid. 
The old hunter-gatherer life-style could support only a small population, because food 
efficiencies were low, so once rice agriculture was introduced, more children could 
survive – until Japan ran out of land. Experiments show that if you put too many rats in a 
cage, even if there is plenty of food etc, then their behavior will become neurotic. I 
believe that the Japanese are fundamentally neurotic for the same reason as the rats – 
overcrowding.  
 
Over many centuries, the Japanese have learned that to keep the collective peace, its pays 
to inhibit the personalities of its population so that they do not express freely their 
feelings and opinions, because if they did, society suffers. Japan has half the population 
of the US crammed into a fifth of the area of California. For many centuries, the Japanese 
have lived with small housing, with 3 generations squashed together. To keep the peace, 



traditions of a public and private self have developed. If you are Japanese, you will 
present a stereotyped mask to strangers.  
 
One presents one’s true opinions (honne) to new friends only very gradually, as the level 
of familiarity increases. I thus believe that the major reason why Japanese have such 
masochistic opinions is due, indirectly, to rice. As far as I know, all Asian cultures have 
this “face” psychology (i.e. the public mask for politeness reasons), but Japan has it worst, 
because it is an island whose political boundaries are rigid (i.e. the boundaries are set 
geographically, not militarily). 
 
I think the above gives an idea to explain Japanese masochism. Even today it is not 
difficult to see clear cases of this phenomenon. For example, it is a regular occurrence on 
Japanese TV to see masochistic competitions, e.g. who can stay in a bath of ice water the 
longest, who can eat the most rice cakes, etc. These game shows are very popular, and 
reflect a collective preoccupation of the Japanese with self-inflicted pain. To westerners 
this just seems sick. 
 
Now, what about Japanese sadism? It is well known amongst psychologists that 
masochism and sadism are closely linked. That is why the two tend to be mentioned in 
the same breath: sado-masochism, rather like electro-magnetism. The Japanese have an 
international reputation for being one of the cruelest peoples on the planet. They are still 
hated by their Asian neighbors (at least by those people old enough to remember what the 
Japanese did to them in the war). I have read that the Vietnamese for example, have more 
or less forgiven the Americans, but have not forgiven the Japanese (who invaded the 
country several decades before the Americans), who were so much crueler. Where does 
Japanese cruelty come from? 
 
Again I can only hypothesize. I suspect it is a consequence of their supreme insularity 
and frustration which comes from those factors which make the Japanese such masochists. 
For example, when the Japanese were invading the Asian continent they were 
temporarily freed from the social constraints they suffered daily in Japan. These 
constraints were severe, due to the fascist nature of the government of the time. They 
could express those frustrations on their victims without fear of punishment.  
 
The Japanese soldiers’ frustrations were severe, hence so was their cruelty. The Japanese 
did not respect the Geneva Convention. They treated their prisoners like animals, who 
then died like flies. The Japanese made themselves hated. Also, the insularity of the 
Japanese is so strong, that it is easy for them to see their enemies as subhuman. Even 
today, with my best Japanese friends, with whom I have a strong genetic compatibility, 
they half jokingly refer to me as “Martian”. I have never met a more insular minded 
people than the Japanese.  
 
It is much easier to mistreat people when you do not understand them, or when they 
appear alien to you. For example, the Nazis and the Japs committed massive war crimes 
(both killing tens of million of people) yet the American soldiers had more respect for the 
Germans than the Japanese, due to a greater level of familiarity. German culture is not so 



different from American, whereas the “Japs” in the war were often treated like insects. 
The “Japs” treated the western prisoners of war (POWs) in the same way, but with far 
greater cruelty. 
 
Japan is still sadistic. Bullying is a major problem in the schools, especially at junior 
high-school level (when the educational authorities really start turning the screws to make 
their students “true Japanese”). The conformist social pressures on the students, and their 
very heavy work load, with after-school crammer schools (Jukus) and the endless 
pressure to learn the Chinese characters and their combinations, create a hot house of 
frustrations, which are often expressed in the form of bullying. This bullying regularly 
becomes so severe that some students suicide.  
 
One reads regular reports in the newspapers of student suicides due to bullying. To stop 
the bullying, one cannot just ease up the educational pressures. One needs to remodel the 
whole social system in Japan, and that will not happen without a major crisis. I’m hoping 
that the current economic failure that Japan is now undergoing may be strong enough for 
the Japanese to fundamentally rethink their inferior (by western standards) social 
structure. The Japanese suffer so much from their own social ignorance and insularity. 
There are better ways to live. 
 
 
Intellectually Sterile 
 
I don't admire the Japanese intellectually. In fact I’m quite contemptuous of them in that 
respect. I grew up in Australia and left that country because it was not intellectual enough 
for me. I wanted to live in a culture which valued my values (i.e. which felt passionately 
about ideas and debated them with relish), so why am I living in Japan if I feel the same 
way about the country? Well, for reasons of money of course. If Japan can outperform 
America in terms of investment in blue sky scientific research, and is willing to import 
large numbers of talented foreign researchers, then I can surround myself with these 
foreigners and largely ignore Japanese intellectual sterility. A researchers’ first priority of 
course is to be employed in one’s chosen field.  
 
I admire Japan’s ability to make money, its high savings rate, and its willingness to invest 
in high tech, but as intellectuals, the Japanese are pygmies in my view. They are far too 
inhibited to be good intellectuals. Some cultures are better than others in fostering 
intellectualism. In Japan, the emphasis is on being considerate to others, not challenging 
them intellectually, or making them lose an argument (and hence “lose face” in the Asian 
sense). Japanese people have the reputation of quitting an augment as soon as it gets 
“interesting” (as seen by Americans), meaning that as soon as a potential disagreement 
pops up, the Japanese will bow out.  
 
I have seen a few free-for-all discussions on Japanese TV, amongst Japanese journalists 
and invited experts, so it is possible, but on the whole, expecting real intellectuality, of 
world class standards, from the Japanese is a futile exercise. For me to want to stay in 
Japan I will need to get the best of both worlds, i.e. the money making ability of the 



Japanese, combined with western creativity and the “shooting from the hip” intellectual 
freedom that I so love about westerners (Americans, British, Germans, French, etc), all of 
whose languages I can speak (after living 20 years in Europe).  
 
Japanese on the other hand are so preoccupied with not making the other guy lose face 
and counting every possible negative nuance, that a free intellectual exchange becomes 
impossible. To a passionate western intellectual, it is revolting. Even some Japanese 
intellectuals say the same thing as I do, equating Japan with a “brainless economic giant”, 
a “cultural black hole” (i.e. sucking everything in, giving nothing back). 
 
The Japanese intellectual record over the centuries is appalling. The Japanese have won 
only 5 science Nobel prizes. There are no world ranking Japanese philosophers or 
ideologists or great thinkers. (The Japanese don’t seem to like abstractions very much, 
preferring the concrete). The intellectual influence between Japan and the west has been 
largely a one way street. Lately, the Japanese have been taking out a large number of 
engineering patents (in fact half the world’s total), but that's not real creativity in my 
book.  
 
The Japanese are, without question, superb engineers, but engineering is largely a matter 
of effort, of taking pains and making 10% improvements time after time, which the 
Japanese are very good at. I don't deny that the Japanese are diligent. What is lacking in 
Japanese culture is true creativity, i.e. going outside the norms, by inventing something 
quite new. I experience this regularly with my young Japanese “students” that I have to 
supervise for mini-projects. They work well when it’s clear to them what the task is, but 
if I give them an open ended challenge, they are lost. I suspect that their education and 
culture does not expect them to express themselves, to say what they think about an issue.  
 
There is something terribly wrong with the Japanese education system. I think someone 
should drop a neutron bomb on the Japanese Department of Education (Monbusho). 
Monbusho does untold damage to the country, and makes foreigners like me have 
contempt for Japanese intellectual poverty. Japan seems parasitic on other countries, 
particularly the west, for its ideas because it seems incapable of generating its own. For a 
western intellectual, such a failure is truly contemptible. 
 
 
Respecting Individual Liberties 
 
As a westerner, one of the aspects of Japanese life that truly disgusts me (and I’m pulling 
no punches here, I mean, truly disgusts me) is the lack of respect for personal liberties 
that Japanese show each other. I will add progressively, incrementally, examples of the 
type of thing I mean to this section. Westerners are accustomed (so accustomed as to be 
unconscious at times) to certain individual liberties that are not part of Japanese social 
custom. Japanese values are much more groupist, and conformist, and in many respects 
anti-democratic.  
 



Remember that Japan is not a real democracy. The democratic veneer which does exist 
was imposed on a profoundly authoritarian people, with centuries of dictatorial tradition. 
The Japanese people are not grass roots democrats. They are passive and uncomplaining 
(the strong Buddhist and Confucianist influence on Japanese minds). Such a people are 
easily pushed around by their superiors, and generally exploited. Westerners would not 
tolerate many aspects that are part of daily life in Japan - for example - 
 
a) Employment Imprisonment in Major Companies  
 
If you are Japanese and you join a major company, you can expect to be employed for 
life. This has certain advantages in terms of financial and emotional security, but it's a 
two-edged sword. You are also imprisoned in that company, because if you quit, you may 
find it impossible to get a job in another major company. The reason for this is that the 
employers of the other company reason that an employee who quits the first company 
may also quit theirs. Japanese employers expect their employees (in the major companies) 
to stay in their company for life.  
 
Quitting implies disloyalty. This attitude is profoundly shocking to westerners, and shows 
a total disrespect for the individual needs and desires of the employee. If it ever happened 
to me, I would just say to Japan, “F… you, I’m outta here!” If it happened to me in the 
west, I would pick up a rifle and start killing people. Such a liberty, i.e. the freedom to 
choose one’s job, what one does in life, the freedom to change careers mid-stream, is so 
fundamental to westerners, that to be deprived of it would become a “war issue”.  
 
Japan’s “employment imprisonment” would not be tolerated in the west. The lack of this 
basic freedom makes westerners look upon Japan as a third world undemocratic socially 
inferior country. It’s one of the many reasons why I feel I am paying a high social cost 
living in this country, that in many respects I feel is too socially inferior to be worthy of  
me. Often I ask myself, “What am I doing in this social backwater?” 
 
b) Early Retirement Age 
 
Many companies in Japan force their employees to retire at 55. Since Japanese men are 
living to 75 on average and women to 80, this is a vicious miscarriage of justice. But as 
usual, the Japanese people are so politically grass-roots impassive that they just accept it. 
They are so insular, so ignorant of how things are done in other countries, that such 
customs don't seem barbaric, they are just “normal”. So, after retirement, someone fully 
functional and competent has to find another job, often with inferior pay and status, and 
work in it for another decade or more. This custom is unworthy of a nation hoping to be 
labeled “civilized”. 
 
Now that Japanese young women are refusing traditional Japanese marriage (where the 
couple consists of a workaholic husband, and housewife wife, with the two rarely seeing 
each other), at an alarming rate (half of Japanese women of 30 are unmarried), the birth 
rate has plummeted. Japanese society is now the most rapidly graying society on the 



planet. The retirement age will have to be raised. In fact, I would like to see the concept 
of compulsory retirement thrown out altogether.  
 
Compulsory retirement, irrespective of one’s performance level, based purely on age, is a 
form of ageism (discrimination based on age) and is vicious. Older people (“grey 
panthers’) should organize themselves politically and change the retirement laws and 
customs, as has been done already in the US. If someone gets senile and useless, then 
they can be fired (retired) or demoted as any other incompetent employee of whatever 
age. 
 
c) Individual Privacy 
 
Can you imagine a western company telephoning the parents of a young female 
employee on Friday evening at 11 pm to check whether she is home, and not out staying 
the night with her boyfriend. This sort of thing still happens in Japan. If word gets out 
that a young woman is staying the night elsewhere, then her “bad reputation” will reflect 
on her (ultra-conservative) company, and since the Japanese are such groupists, the 
company feels it has the right to infringe upon the young woman’s privacy in such a 
blatant way.  
 
If a Japanese company did that in the west, they would be sued, and would be featured in 
the media. In fact, it just wouldn’t happen in the west. The west has much greater respect 
for peoples’ private lives (with the exception of puritanical Americans with their attitudes 
towards their politicians’ private lives). 
 
d) Ban the Pill 
 
After about a week in Japan, I learned that the mini-pill was still banned. I was really 
disturbed by this. It implied to me that Japan is not a democracy, that the Japanese 
women’s movement is toothless, and that the Japanese people must be supremely insular 
to believe that the mini-pill has damaging side effects, as claimed by the Japanese 
Medical Association and the Japanese Health Ministry.  
 
These warnings completely ignore the fact that hundreds of millions of women in the 
west take the pill. Does the Japanese public believe that western doctors are less 
competent than Japanese doctors? Actually, such reasoning does not occur to the 
Japanese, so insular minded are they. They live in their own little Japanese island world, 
and passively obey and believe what their doctors tell them. So Japanese women are not 
given the right to control their own bodies, nor to have freer sex that western women 
have taken for granted since the early 1960s.  
 
The Health Ministry simply dictates that the mini-pill will remain banned because of the 
risk of Aids, that Japanese should stick to condoms (widely used in Japan). This is 
dictatorship, but to the Japanese it is normal. Japan is not a democracy. For a country to 
be a democracy, the population has to complain, and put pressure on its politicians to 
change the country’s laws. The politicians have to control the creation and 



implementation of the laws, with the assistance of the burocrats. In Japan, the burocrats 
are the effective leaders, dictating as they choose.  
 
The population is passive and obedient, and don't complain. Even if they did, the 
politicians are rather useless, and corrupt, and don’t do much. My impression is that in 
terms of the development of a grass-roots-level democratic feeling, the Japanese are more 
than a century behind the west. To transform Japan into a real democracy, the population 
will need to vote for strong politicians who insist on telling the burocrats what to do 
rather than vice versa. In Japan, it is the burocrats who play a key role in proposing new 
legislation!! 
 
It really was a tragedy that the cold war got started when it did. In the first year of the 
American occupation, Japanese culture was being strongly democratized, but then along 
came the Cold War with the Soviet Union and the fall of China to the Communists.  The 
Japanese are too insular and too uncreative to be able to learn democratic ways of 
thinking in a hurry. Spontaneous democratization within Japan is thus very slow. They 
are not creative enough to do it quickly on their own, and they are too insular to be 
influenced quickly by the west (although hopefully that may change soon with the rise of 
digital TV with its hundreds of foreign (western) channels with their (unconscious) 
democratic messages). 
 
 
The Future 
 
21st Century Globalization 
 
I suspect strongly that most of contemporary Japanese culture will not survive 21st 
century globalization. Actually, this may not be such a strong statement (although at first 
glance it sounds very insulting to the Japanese) because most of the culture of any 
country will probably not survive 21st century globalization. The planet is now only a few 
years away from a new kind of warfare, namely the war of ideas.  
 
I believe that global television (i.e. stationary orbit, cross linked inter-satellite, digital TV, 
which will  allow any county to uplink a TV signal, have it cross linked to several other 
TV satellites  directly, and then multiply down linked to the full surface of the earth, so 
that  people anywhere on the earth can capture TV signals  from the sky on their wrist-
watch TV receivers from anywhere else on the earth) will prove to be the greatest social 
and political revolution on a planetary scale in the past 100 years. Wristwatch TV 
receivers will be mass produced and become dirt cheap, and everyone on the planet will 
own one.  
 
To be deprived of one will mean being excluded from world culture. Pressures will then 
rise for everyone to speak English, because most of the programs sent up will be in 
English. As a higher proportion of people speak English, the higher the probability that 
programs sent up will be in English, thus setting off a snowball effect. With English as 



the world language (it already is but just less widespread), ideas between people who 
were previously intellectually and culturally isolated, can begin to spread easily. 
  
A war of ideas will then begin and only the most popular ideas will survive. This means a 
mass planetary culture-cide will take place. Thousands of cultures will be wiped out. In 
fact, this process has been going on for a century or more, but on a smaller scale, where a 
nation state absorbs the small primitive cultures into its own. What I’m talking about is 
French culture, German culture, American culture, etc all being absorbed (and mostly 
destroyed) into one huge global culture which will combine the “best” ideas of the planet.  
 
As soon as anyone anywhere has a good idea, it can be spread at the speed of light to 
everywhere. People will be educated from global not national media. This will make 
people think globally, not nationally. This is starting to happen now with “CNN”, and 
“BBC World”, but these two TV channels still have strong national biases. Fresh young 
enquiring minds will be exposed to ideas which compete with those of their own 
traditional local national cultures.  
 
Most of these traditional ideas will perish, because the young people of all countries will 
choose to reject them if they see that these ideas are inferior to others. This rejection will 
generate tremendous social tensions, and powerful generation gaps, as the young adapt to 
the world culture and the aged remain in their old familiar national cultures. Of course 
some of these older national cultural ideas will survive and even be taken up as the global 
norm, but only the best. 
 
For example how will Americans react when they finally learn of the level of  contempt 
that Europeans have for their “religiosity”, their nationalism,  their middle-browed media, 
their gun laws, their 200 year old presidential constitutional system (which elects popular 
idiots belonging to the opposite party of the elected majority and thus creating deadlock) 
etc? How will the British react, to discover that the French sneer at British puritanism 
(which unfortunately, the Americans inherited)? How with the French react when they 
see the Americans laughing at the “arrogant inferiority of the French”?  
 
How will the Germans and the Swedes react when they learn that few other people like 
their emotional coldness? How will the $300 a year Chinese peasant in the poorer 
western provinces react at seeing Japan’s material living standard, now over $40,000 a 
year (which together with Switzerland and Luxembourg, is the world’s richest – with the 
US at $28,000. Actually I’d prefer to be able to read the PPP (purchasing power parity) 
statistics, rather than these exchange rate based comparisons, which are rather 
misleading)?  
 
How will millions of intelligent third world students, living under dictatorships, react, 
when they can read democratic literature easily on the world’s tele-communications 
media? How will little countries react to being swamped by new ideas and developments, 
all coming from elsewhere? Planetary culture will be one huge washing machine, 
churning up everyone, revolutionizing everyone’s mind. The big, brilliant, intellectually 



creative, influential countries like America, Britain, Germany, France etc will obviously 
make contributions to world culture.  
 
Probably the most any one country will make will be about 10% (and possibly 20% in the 
exceptional case of America, still the most creative and dynamic country on the planet. 
(The US has won 175 science Nobel Prizes, (1901-1995), Britain (with a quarter of the 
US population) 66, Germany 61, France 25). It will be interesting to see if 21st century 
global culture will be dominated by the Anglo-Saxons, as in the 20th century, or will it be 
led mainly by the Chinese and the Indians, each with a population of over a billion). 
 
The question now is, “How much of today’s Japanese culture will survive?” A second 
important and distinct question is, “How big a contribution will Japan make to world 
culture”? As Japan’s young people start getting world TV, the web, cheap 3D holophones, 
etc, and learn to speak English well, what will happen to today’s Japanese cultural values? 
In my opinion, I see most of Japan’s traditional values dying, except the valuable ones 
such as “gambare” (which may be copied by other peoples), the attention to detail (which 
generates high quality products), Japan’s sense of beauty, Japan’s stress on the 
importance of education (if intelligently done), Japanese arts, etc.  
 
I would guess that Japan will contribute about 5% of world cultural input. This might 
sound small, but consider the mathematics of the number. There are about 200 countries, 
so if each country contributes equally, i.e. 0.5% each, so Japan’s figure is 10 times higher 
than the average, a major contribution. But so much of today’s typical Japanese mentality, 
the lack of creativity, the group pressures, the masochism, the insularity, the intercultural 
incompetence, the education system, the lack of democracy, the dictatorship of the 
bureaucracy, the powerlessness  of women,  the enslavement of men, the  emotional 
poverty, etc. will  probably all be swept away.  
 
As evidence of this, I only have to look at Japan’s young generation, who are rebelling 
against traditional Japanese values. They want a greater degree of personal freedom, and 
look mainly to the US as a model (although not uncritically - the US also has many 
problems which hopefully will be swept away as well). 
 
Once Japan becomes linguistically competent (i.e. can speak fluent English) it can lose its 
insularity. I see an explosion of intellectual creativity becoming possible amongst the 
Japanese. (Interestingly, in the 19th century, the Americans had a reputation amongst the 
Europeans of being copycats. The US caught up with Europe economically around the 
turn of the 20th century, but then took another 50 years to become truly creative and to 
lead the world. Now that Japan has caught up with the US economically, how long will it 
take Japan to become creative? Without creativity, Japan cannot be No.1 in the 21st 
century). The traditional emphasis on “wa”, and its inhibition of criticism, can be swept 
away by creating a stronger form of Japanese popular democracy.  
 
With Japanese rulers under popular democratic control, Japan’s financial resources can 
then shift away from company investment towards social infrastructure, getting rid of the 
3rd world housing, by building upward with modern earthquake resistant technologies, 



and doubling the number of square meters per person. With western levels of living space, 
the old pressure behind the need for “wa” will no longer exist. Japanese can then feel as 
free to criticize each other (a prerequisite for a democratic and thriving intellectual and 
scientific life in the country) and to express their personal opinions (their “honne”) as 
westerners have always done. 
 
I suspect that the Japanese will keep their diligence and discipline (which are desirable 
qualities), so that when combined with the new creativity and personal freedoms, Japan 
would really make a mark in the world. To do so, I strongly suggest that Japan embark on 
a policy of aiming to overtake the US as No. 1 in as many fields as possible. I believe 
Japan has the potential to do it, as long as its savings and investment rates don’t drop to 
western levels (a real possibility if Japan becomes a true democracy).  
 
Japan should then, in my view, deliberately create the world’s best research labs, bringing 
in the best people in the world, in large numbers, paying them top salaries that no one 
else can compete with, supplying wonderful equipment, combining the best features of 
the Japanese labs with the best features of the western labs, making these labs very gaijin 
friendly (by giving the gaijins a large degree of control over the day-to-day running of the 
labs).  Once enough top people come, creative synergy will be generated and new 
technologies will inevitably come from them, since they will have the world’s best brains. 
Japan can then become the top scientific nation, and contribute to world culture mightily.  
 
If a similar process is undertaken in non scientific domains, then perhaps Japan could 
dominate these fields as well. But a lot would need to change, because at the present time, 
with its poor creative record, Japan has been described by Japanese authors as being “a 
brainless economic giant”, or a “cultural black hole, copying everything and giving 
nothing back”.  With lots of the world’s most brilliant foreigners in Japan, “Japanese” 
output of scientific and artistic ideas ought to increase. However, I believe that in the 21st 
century, social life will be increasingly dominated by technological influences (especially 
by Cosmism) so if Japan wants to be No.1, leadership in science is critical.   
 
Japan, if it makes the effort, if it deliberately plans with a vision, to become No.1 
scientifically, it could also become No.1 in general. It’s just a question of investment, and 
bringing enough top people to Japan to generate large scale scientific and intellectual 
synergy. The rest should follow. Japan cannot do it alone, because its population is only 
2% of the world’s population. 
 
The major challenge for Japan will be to attract and to keep (far more difficult) the 
world’s most talented minds. Major efforts will be needed to reform Japan’s level of 
social development. Hopefully this essay may help a bit in that direction. At the moment, 
Japan is so insular and so socially backward by western standards, that few westerners 
want to live in Japan for more than a few years (as the statistics show). Japan is still very 
much, as I put it, “Out of touch and out of date”. 
 
 
Postscript on Japan 



 
This postscript was written 10 years later than the above section on Japan. At the time of 
writing, I have not lived in Japan for 7 years, having left the country just after the turn of 
the millennium. So, why did I leave? There were several reasons. The immediate one was 
that the research division I was working in got axed. The NTT funders of the lab felt that 
they did not get enough profit from the research, so the blue sky type projects were axed. 
Only the shorter term research goal projects were given a second 7 year contract.  
 
I could have tried to get another job in Japan, but by that time, after having lived 8 years 
in that benighted country, I had pretty much done a complete U-turn on my attitudes 
towards the place. I had not bothered to learn the language, because I felt there was no 
payoff in terms of intellectual discussion and stimulus from the Japanese. As I wrote 
above, I found the Japanese to be intellectually sterile.  
 
Another major reason, was that my original reason for going to Japan in the first place, i.e. 
that Japan would become the richest nation and then attract the worlds top brains to come 
to Japan, went up in smoke after it became clear that Japan was incapable of solving its 
decade long deflation problem - what the Japanese call the “lost decade”. In the bubble 
economy of the 1980s, many Japanese invested heavily in land speculation, so that when 
the bubble burst, the banks were left with huge unpaid debts.  
 
The Japanese were unable, year after year, to solve this problem, which reflected very 
poorly on them as a nation. The Americans quickly started ignoring them and turned their 
attention in Asia to China. My sense of pride in Japan slowly and steadily dwindled away. 
The statistics showed that the gaijins were brain draining back to where they came from 
as they too, like me, came to the same basic conclusion, i.e. that “Japan is an unfit culture 
for westerners, too socially backward, too closed, too racist, too groupist, too 
intellectually sterile to be considered worthy for westerners to live in”.  
 
There was another main reason too, and that is the deeply held racist attitudes of the 
Japanese. Basically, they do not want foreigners living long term in Japan, disturbing 
their Japanese “wa”, complaining about the many inferiorities of Japanese culture. In 
practice it is very difficult to get Japanese citizenship. It is also very difficult to get a 
permanent job in Japan. In the lab I was at, the contracts were always short term, never 
tenured. The message the gaijins got was, “We Japanese don't want you here long term. 
We want your knowledge, but not you. Sayonara”.  
 
So with the gaijins not wanting to stay, and the Japanese not wanting them to stay, the 
result was inevitable. By the end of the decade, nearly all the gaijins had left, and Japan 
was left with the reputation of being “foreigner unfriendly”, “unfit for westerners”. Just 
to check, I hit the website recently of my old lab, to see what proportion of the 
researchers are still foreigners, compared to the 30% I was used to in the 1990s. It was 
much much lower. They had virtually all gone.  
 
This is sad for Japan, because Japan will now be forced to abandon any hope it had of 
becoming “Number One”. Japan is too small and too uncreative to be able to dominate 



the planet intellectually without the support of the best foreign brains in the world. 
Japan’s almost stagnant economic growth of the 1990s meant that by the end of the 
decade its salaries were no longer competitive. The US had a wonderfully successful 
decade economically, profiting from the hefty increase in productivity due to internet 
commerce, the cell phone, etc.  
 
So American salary levels pulled the western researchers back from Japan to the US. 
Japan helped in this process by repelling them from Japan with Japanese social 
inferiorities. Even if Japan can get back into a healthy and sustained economic growth 
mode, it is unlikely the gaijins would want to return to Japan. The reputation it built up in 
the 1990s is just too negative to be easily dissipated. It will take decades for Japan to 
modernize socially, to make it sufficiently fit for westerners to live in. 
 
The interesting question now is whether China will go the same way as Japan. I am the 
first full time full professor from the US with a Caucasian face in my Chinese university, 
which ranks in the top 5 to 10 in the country (i.e. a Chinese “ivy league” university). So 
westerners like me are starting to judge China. Is it a culture fit for westerners to live in? 
Is China capable of attracting (and more importantly and more challengingly, keeping) its 
talented foreigners? Is it possible that a decade from now I will be writing a report similar 
to what I have written about Japan, with a pen equally sharp and cutting? Only time will 
tell. At the time of writing, I’ve only been living a year in China, so it’s too soon to really 
say anything.  
 
If China can sustain its incredible economic growth rate, then the standard of living in the 
rich south-east coastal cities will surpass that of the US in a decade or less in PPP 
(purchasing power parity) terms. I’m probably a decade ahead of the crowd, so my views 
on China that I may be writing in 5 years may influence thousands of western researchers 
and professors who will by then be considering living and working in China. In 5 years I 
should be fluent in the language and absorbing China’s weaknesses and strengths into my 
personality. Japan failed to become “Number One” in the 1990s. Will China succeed in 
the 2010s, where Japan failed? 
 


