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ABSTRACT s - -

. Traditional familialism as a basic antecedent for

' : understarding Japanege-imerican communication ir Honolulu is’

« exaaigped. The/traﬂiiional_Japahese extended family evolved froa
edonoric interdependencies in agricultuzal, rural communities. This
familial communalisa demanded that individualism.be suppressed so
<that the needs of the corpbrate group could be met. Permeating this
sense of hierarchy and order was a feeling of obligation and
‘adoration t6 ome's place in the scheme of thfngs. Hovever, Japanese
immigrants to Hawaii encountered a new society in which the Y
close-knit family organization .was challenged. by expanding e
capitalism, urbanization, and industrializatiom The sStructural o
changes which the Japanese family undervent in Hawaii due to this nev‘\

culture cap be se:;/iﬁ”%h?maeéﬂetion of birth rates, family size, and

.arbanization of th¢ Japanese family over the last 50 years. However,
. as the Japanese b€came ethnically assimilated into the culture, their

familiml identification strengthened with commensurate importance of

fiiial piety and family honor in their human relatioms and |
cormunication -patterns. (2uthor/DE) P
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!D.t"‘\'oumv“w v
el . Tne traditienal approach of analyzlng As1an A:fr1can cetrmnlca»1on
’—“‘—‘-_—-—

fias centered on the Asian family and jis effelt on behaviors. Irdeed,

P -;be—Asianw£amilialus;s:éﬂLszemding'frnm ancientirural roots has been- ~_ o

R e

yviewed as playingfa.dominant‘rcle‘jh shaping the Asian Americac person- - .
“ality. Filial piety, famii; honor,.shame, “sa;ing facé;“ the t¥3dition51A j

“Orxcn;ai a;trwbutes,’ naye ‘been integral components 07 Asian American ) .

bohavwors 1ncu1cated within the family and circumscribing social roles. _. o ' i
< . As the Asian American fanily has been.;rban1zed however ‘one would ) i

expect ‘that the 1nfluence of .these "Oriental attr1butes would undergo continual 1

de-emﬁhasis. Concepts wh1ch haye_defined 1nd1v1dua1 behavior in khe rural

enyironment of Asia wpuld becaﬁé~irre1gvant,'evén dysfuﬁctiOpai, in the

modernized urban”centersbof Los Angeles, New York, Seattle or San Francisco.

*Shame, " ”fami]y‘honof," would seemingly become grohibitive‘anachronisms

to modern. génerations of Asian Americans "on the make." But in analyzing

the contenporary exper1ence of Honolulu's Japanese American popu}at1on, .. .

this is evidently not the case. Rural traditional patterns have not dIS- ’ ‘ .,

- appeared under the impact of social mobility and urbanization, but have

become modified. Although not replications of the rural heriiage, the

<

. ~ traditional fam1l1a1 behaviors and values of the Asian American continue ' .
iY : :E_,to influence communication behavior among ‘the ethnic group. -

g; To explore the .importance of this traditional familialism as a bésic T

\{ antecedent for understanding Japanese American communication in ﬁonblulu.

9 is the purpose of this paper. Conséﬁuently, discussion will focué upbn

_the traditional Japanese concept of 1ie, "household," as it has evolved

from rural Japan into the madern concept of the modified extended family,




_create hypo heses cnncer&1ng the cxr1zun1ca;1on of Japanese Amer1cans

\ie also was a critical economic unit, providing a stable agricul-

’ ~ 7 ',.*2-
and tre'cons}deration of cértain mpdal familial values as. they continue |

to arfece th cctrwnacataon of Is}and Japanese A:erzcans From such

an ana]ysxs it is hoped that the student of As1an American COﬂmunlcatlon

wil® gain ajviable perspective or cultural out}ook from which to

’

in Hawaii's|urban center of Honolulu. And in the process, the student

-

might gain an insight into ‘the comunication of éther Asian Arericans

-

residing id various urban environments throughout the United States.

Tne Development of a Modified Extended Family

The Jépanese Americans of modern Honolulu -trace -their family
haritage to -the Heij% Qorld_of 18th century Japan. In ancient Japan
the Japeﬂese rural fami]y wes called ie; meaning "house.” The
ie was a residectia] unjt which was‘comprised of not only the family

of procreation, but a Targe array of members associated by kinship'

-or affiliation. As a large .social network of kin relations, the

tural work forceé in rural communities. Due to this economiic

T e . . 5 . .
~_function, the family was viewed as a corporate group,-pro&?ﬂty.and

lasd being sharedggommunally  rather than individually. '\

Survival %ﬁ"é constantly demanding environment'meant that the )
individual's will and effort had to be funneled into-a group coriscious-

ness. Familial communalism demanded the suppression of individualism
9 N .

_ to the needs of the corpofa;e'group The suppression of'individual

-

desires and mot1vat1ons}xﬁs insured by 2 sécial system which clearly .t
dafined the 1nd1v1dua7 3 p]ace within the family -- a wor]d view

.predicated on a/vert1ca] hagrarch1ca1 order of the universe. Every

v
- %
’o \
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by status and power.
/

" culture, The Chrysanthenusa and the Sword, “hierarchy based on sex
o ‘ 1

and generation and primogeniture are part and parcel of fémi]y life."!

Extend1ng fron_tha,faalljhmihe hierarchy of social order formed

roles and statuses of the vertical’ arrangement of .the world.

a comprehen51ve "natural l1aw® of Japanese soc1ety From the

syrbolization of ianguage to 'the everyday routines of behavior aﬁd

value beliefs, the Japanese world view was marked by the emphasis

on social order.

The individual understood that the “natural®

haerarchy presupposed that some should govern and others should be

governed -- that author1§y and 1nf]uence be rigidly 1nbred in the

In the

foliowﬁhg diagram of the Japanese hierarchy, each pai%ing is Jisted

in rélative order of importance, status, posat1on and authority

The/role on the left'is dominant over the one on the right:

:kun-shin - Emperor af¥ subject
fu-shi --.father and child ‘
fu-fu.-- husband and wife

F 3
cho-ya -- elder and junior
shi-tei -- teacher and pupil

footnote: 2 ,

-

Permeating this sense of hierarchy and order, wdas a feeling of

obligation and adoration to one's plade in\the scheme of things.

child was taught not to begrudge his restrict}ons of status and

position, but’ to emote a strong sense of on, obligation to family,

The

L

commupi ty, téacﬁgrs.and Emperor. The ie was idealized by ancestor

_ worship fnto a quasi-religious deity, a symbbl.of $ocial order

-~

-
g

3
£

4

. faml]y member had-a spec1f1c delineated role of behavior differentiated

As Ruth Benedict observed in her study of Japanese




e e —— ——

- N \ g . - T ¢ - 4 - ~; - :‘ ;- * - ) t
and meaning.. S ;

These patterns of agrarian rura}1sm shaping the Japanese ie :
were designs of environmental 1hf]uence characterlst1c of cultural

deve1opments in most. rural areas. Aithough-Rona]d Dore, a dapan

scholar, could accurate!y state -that few soc1et1es “are as

consciously aWare or their fam11y systen as the Japanese,;g a?l

. societies have a common heritage of familjal relat1ons-noldéd by

agrarianism. Whetner it be the Phillipines, China, Korea, Portuga?,
nineteenth-century New England or‘ancient~Hawaii, similar rural ) —_
folkways necessatated a S1matar social amb1ence of cooperation

and communalism as found 1n Meiji Japan. The ie, viewed in cross-
i .-cultural perspect1ve, was simply a pattern of extended famziy rela--"

> tionshlps evclvang from the economic interdependencies of 1nd1v1dua1s
. M
in agrrcu]tura], rural commun1t1es

Sance fam1]y members prOV1ded free 1ab/;_tqkharvest the crop,

4 >

plow the fields or maintain the household large il

4
common necess1t1es in most rural estab11shments The‘extended e -“-_,~_.

‘~£ ; fammlx\pattern developed where the grandparents, parents, children,
uncTes and aunts ]1ved under the same roof. nd because the ex
< J fassh

4

family could not survive a]one, it became eco om1ca11y and}relat1ona]1y . j

interdependent with ogheL extended family units, comprising ‘the rural  « - N

-village. ! ' . . :
. . ?
., §

T N . T The perpetuation of this extended family pattern required the.

’

, ‘ . N
' \  successive generational enculturation of values and priorities

./ ¢

.
’ » ‘e
. = »
*

. onducive to cooperative interpersona] apd inter-familial relationships. " \

.-

Mostk mportant of these values was an emphasis on affiliation.

Ind1v9duals and families became implic+tly. linked and dependent on one
<y

. o ’,r- . ’ . : 5 -
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another through an emotional bond of ]ove, by a notxon of duty and

.

comnonness of puypose and the basic assumptwon that energy, property,
affil%atibn and cooperation will be perputua]]y reéiprocated. ‘In
éhe truest sense,_phé-agnariag.f;mi]y éﬁd cganﬁnity iﬁb]icitly recdgnized
_thd inéu}%ive.integrity of their worid syétem as a meaningful
organisi of interrélated vafues,'structqres and relationsnips.
‘ The eminent Germen sociologist Ferdinard Tonnies in the late - <

nineteenth century described this rural family organism, charactenistic .

of the Japanese ie, as a component of what he called Gémeinschaft,

coﬁﬁuni;ation, kinship, neighborhood and friendship. There is an

inp]iéit spirit between indiyiduals in Gemeinschaft, basing human - .
relationships ‘on an affiliative love: , . s |
+ . HWe may now establish the great main laws of Gemeinschaft: : E

(1) relatives and.margjed couples, iove each other or easily

Ae

]

* adjust themselves to each.other. They speak togethen and

* think atong similar lines. Likewise do neighbors and ' - e

S o friends. .

‘ (2) There 1§ understanding between people who love each other. o
‘(3) Those who tove and understand each other remain and dwell .

- ) together and organize their common 11fe.4 ’

. . W1th1n this Geme1nschaft of instinctual human bonds, within the

| ie of order and ob]:gat1on, the young Japanese child matured into a

’man And in. the-case of the Japanese 1nmlgrant as’ he found his

.rural world upset by crop fallure and economic stagndtion, he became

Most likely

ent1ced by_stories of opportunity across the . seas

—a younger son who would not feel tne responsibi}ity of ancestral .

jnheritance, he responded by test%ng his‘dmbi ons ggainst the
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res1lzgnc~ of h1s character. Yenturing to a foreign land, Brazfl,

Qeru, the Un¥ted States or Hawaii, he wou]d ]abor to~earn wages wh1ch
Pé thought would one day ra1se his stapdard -of living in his ancestrai
) viliage. But after severa} years. he-found himself ynable or"dzswnc]1ned
—— e to return to his hqmeland. He sent for a wife and establlshed a -
fami]y in his new hOSt‘SOCiQt]c"AS é f&ther, he‘sought to instii&
- Lt . in his ch1]dren the same world v1ews which he ‘had been<given as a
. * chz?d -~ the same vaiues and behaviors whtch had defined his Gemeinschaft.
- But in most cases the cond1t10ns in the new tome]and were ﬂot’tbnduc1ve
to the behav1ors learfled in the rural village he had left in Japan.
The jungles of the Amazon, the deltas of Sacramento and the backstreets
of Honolulu demanded toping sk1]1s and va]ues’d1fferent from those .
o _‘ - in a small farm1ng village-in Hircsh1ma. .
L - The most startling "social shock" the 1mm1grant wouid.epcounter
h ' : ' in many of his new host societies was the realization that the fqnn]y s
’ .. organ1sn the spirit of ie w1th whrch ‘he was s0 fam111ar, was challéﬁged

by an env1ronment of -expanding cap1ta]15m, urbanlzatton and 1ndustr1aLh

VR
-« 4

zation. The Geme1nschaft bond of loVe under]y1ng h1s world view and

commun1ty relations was be1ng threatened by the b]udgeoning effecss-
. of modern Gesellschaft society. Tonn1es.d1st1ngu1shed Gesel];chaft
as an urban, highly individualized saciety based not on 1mp]1c1t
love, but exp]1c1tﬂy def1ned soc1a] c0ntracts. And as the immigrant
discovered in ﬁawa11, sg]f—re11%ncy, the §b111ty to exert self-will,
“ not love, was the témpo of the Island plantation economy. ‘

“In Gesellschaft," Tonnies wrote, "every person strives for

" that which is to his own advantage and he affirms the actions of

others only in so fa¢ as and as 10ng‘as they iij/ifﬁtﬁf;;ﬁfs
T — - g ok =

2

[}

«
T



interes%,gg In such a system, the gxtea@ed famiTy{}s reduced to the
nuclear of parents and “children, seqyingj;s an ehcalturatcr_;f
.t-_individuaiism and fndépendence.' Instead of ;ffi]iat%bn, abligatién ' Lﬁ
and dependency, the cpild must learn se?%fﬁgll, se}f-expressicn and °®
self-achievgmenx;‘ [l \ L L
Gemeinschaft ant Gesellschaft are 3rghg}ypé] forms on a.cont§nshm
- ° of social organization -- a continuun ariging from the conflict
berween tecanological and indu;tFia1 advancements and the .rura}l
titestyle.« Tne extended family, valuing affikjat;on and obligatiOn,.
bound by love, undergoes'tran;fonagtion as indus;;}alization and
urbanjzation prohibit its economic worth. To survivé under the
impact'o% an evér expanding GeselTscéaft, ;he ex;e;ded fémily systen,
- . now a socio-cultural burden, gives way to the nuclear family. VYalues

\

of dependency and affiliation give wav to independencé and seif-agéréndize-

menpt. Intuitive bdnds of love by neéggsity are supplanted by bonds

of the social contract.’ ’

- .These‘tensions between the forces of Geséllscéaft and Gemeinschaft K
reshaped the.JapaAese family as jt'was adapting to th; Hawaiian
environment. The immigrant and his fami]y.had nétura11y sbught to

‘regreate éhé ﬁmplicit_bdnds,]inking the comnunities of the hgmeland -

. to transp}ant!fﬁ_igégitﬁe Gemeiné;haft ie. But the need for.mpdifi- i P
cation becgﬁe jummdiafely apparent. The disﬁféanizatfon 6? aﬁtation

. . - :-\._'
life, the qcneral inabpility to purchase land and develdp i

dependent
farming coumnunities; the'disorientating ufban Gesel¥chaft of ano]u]u;.:
Lreated a cu]tufal'sétting far different fr- hat of rural Japan.

The world viéw designed to perpetuate a stable, landed peasantry was

. : inadequate for.the plantation and urban colonies of Japanese immigrant

. 8
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. famrlaes. ) . )

_ internally, the fragzented character of ‘the first generataon
¢ Isse1 faa1ly equa?iy exacerbated the inability of the ie system to

. f1nd dup1rcatzon in Hawaii. The Issei couples were, after all,
o o &»

T .separated from théir ho;e1and kinship systems -~ the 1ﬁungrant home

d

y . beczze.the donain of the nuclear, not extended family. There were

- no elderly grandparents, feﬂ uné?es and aunis, brothers and sisters

_ living under the same.roof. The immigrant had come as a loner,
and consequently the family he greated in HaWa11 did not represent
the diverse je pattern of Japan. “In Hawa11, a sociologist concludeﬁ

in the.pre-Horld HWar II era,

the dapanese family - system ds undergoinélchanges. Imnigration
- “has resulted in the creation of conditions ;het tend to neaken

mora] bases of the family. The removal of the innﬁorants

fran their families and home communities meant that they left

beh1nd all the prestige which went with their family names .

/
They]eft behind, too, the living symbols of land, house,

~

fanjily cemetery, and the village shrines which constantly
. .r:[inded them of the Tove and affection of their i]ldstrious

© . " forefathers. The econom1c system of Hawaii, w1th its money .

W ges, has tended to undermlne family s% jdarity. The presence

A " of other peoples whose. family systems have d1fferent'mora1

: bases has he]ped to weaken family sentiment among the Japanese 6

. he structural changes which the Japanese family would undergo
in Hawaii, the impact of GeseTlschaft on the nature of the 1e system,

" gan’ ée seen in.the birth rates, size -and urbanizat1on of the Japanese

-

. family over the last fifty years The simphe extended famlly has

L 4
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. been affected bigmodern12at1or and nuckzarlzat1on as economic, social -
- - ~ -

i IS [ * .
and cultural forces.shaped. the jmnigrant institution irfthis, now

that direction. i?fominent among ,the trends influencing the ie
pattern has been'tﬂe tendency towards a,diminishing size~of the
pnOcneatJng iamlly.and_stab11121;;:51nth.rates ln_lncrea51ng]y 8 f{
{irban se;t1ngs. ' . : -

Actua41y, though, the ear]y perﬁod of stapilization of %he _

Japanese family coincided with a high birth rate. The peasant,

extended family tradition of the Issej resulted in an initially higﬁ

birth rate of the second generatipn, Nisei. The high fertility of S
. Lo ] K ,

the young Issei fema]é popu]étiod resulted in’a rapid increase in _
births. In the years 1920-1921 %he Japanese birth rsté ciimbed to a
level oq]y exceeqe9‘by Part-Hawéiians. And. in the period 1920-1957,)
tﬁe setond generation catapu]ted from 39,127 to 1]3,289.7 |

. The high birth rate in the }920's resulted in the tncreased size
of the family §n1t By 1930 thé size of tﬁe Japaneée family in Hawaii
had become 1arger than the equ{;a]ent unit in Japan -- in p]antat1ons
the average -size of the Issei family was 5.4, a f1gure varying from

1s]and to island.8 Thus the early period of settlement of the Japanese

_famﬂyz as with other immigrant families 1n Hawaii was characterized

Ja

by a h1gh birth rate and expand1ng famlly s1ze . This pattern, similar

‘to the rural family pattﬁtn in the "old country" would be tapered by

a trend towards urbanization and the desire to 1mprove the standard of

]1v1ng Large families, necessify to the survival of & se]f—suff1c1ept .-

rura] commun1ty of extended familtes, were economica]]y unfeas1b]e

in & modern, soctaliy progressing society. Large families meant .;

]argér costs, more expenstve housing and less ability to save.- As
P U

’
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urbanization moved the Japanese fami]y from S]antation:to tbﬁn;’%he ‘
family size wodﬁd‘abate. 'i - v ) | o \; ’

- The gradual urbanization of the Is§ei population corresponds

~with the movement! away from:the plantation %d the 1920's. The.

-

‘ a:swellfng of the1r numbers in urban centers. Though in 1900 .only

- ?0% of “the Japanese population were 11v1ng in Hono]u]u, this number

.t

plantation, with its closed economic system,qﬂndemognatjc_HQrker—
empioxzé’re]atdonship and continually futile cyecle of 1abof,'was ‘ .
abandoned by-large numbers of wd?hpré-seeking alternative 1ive1ihoods,

in either HonoJu]u, small towns or on 1ndependent farms. Aﬁehoudh
62 000 Japanese 1mm1grants had entered the ls]ands between 1900 - . ~
and 1922, the popu]at1on of Japanese on the plantation had dropped
from” 31 000 to 17,000.. 9 Nore dnamat1ca11y, the exodus of Japanese

workers reduced their population on the plantat1on from 73. 5% in 1902

1

to 18. 3% in W92 0 ‘ | e T Ry

The reduction’ of Japanese workers ou the rural p]antat1on meant

had clitibed to 22.4% in 1920.1] By 1930, one-third of the population
of Honolulu was Japanese. Operating nearly -49% of the retail stores
and 1nf]uenc1ng the compos1t1on of most blue co]]ar urban jobs, the

Japanese filled the urban ghettos 1n areas such as Kalihi, Pa]ama,
Mo1111]1 and Kakaako 12 )

The urbanization of the Japanese fam1]y has remalned -a s1gn1fycant
thend since 1930. The population of Honolulu Japanese in 1960 was
th1rt/-seven parcent greater than their genera] Is and proport1on.-

In the sma]]er towns as well, Japangse have predom nated Forty-

seven percent of Hilo in 1960 was Japanese and e ethnlc group also ’

.'comprisedlthe majérity of the 'populations of varfious a1l urban

4

11 o




was n its infancy, figures indicated that the rura) family cons1sted
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centers!‘pp1ud1ng Wah1awa wa1pahu wa11uku, %onokaa Laha1na and T : Y,

C , an
. L1hue 13 ) . , . ¥

s .

The outcome of urban1zat1on was a' competitive sp1r1t of soc1ak Coy
mobility>™ The immigrant family, without paternal protect1on, became '

keenly aware of the‘va1ue ‘of a r1s1ng standard of 1iving. This n

:turn resulted in a decline of the ear]y high’ birth rates ‘and tne

subsequent reduction of family size. Espec1a11y the N1se1, trained to ,

assimilate into an urban, compet1t1ve system, educated in b1rth control

——

< and the economic advantages of sma]ler fam111es, cont1nued the trend.

Even in the early stages o} the Isse1 exper1ence, urban fam111es

-

were smaller than rural ones.* In 1907, when the JapJnese fam11y

of 3.6 members, while the urban ?amily contained only 3. 0:9¢ From 1§§0: -
to 1940 the b1rth rate of Japanese dropped substantially. In 1930, ‘

there were M112 Japanese chjldren under five years of age.per thousand .

women aged 20-44. By 1940 that number had- tapered,to—qso 215 - ;

Except for a post wor1d War II baby boom, a phenomenon character1st1c ’
P

of nat1ona1 tqends, the Japanese birth rate continued t8 dec11ne in
the 1950 s and 1960's. Indeed, the b1rth rate for the soc1a]1y

mobile Nisei deneration was one of the lowest of any ethn1c group in

Hawaii. 16 And statistics in 1970 suggested a:continuation of the . .
<
reduction of birth’ rates and procreated family size -- the younger
®

Japanese, the third generation, Sansei, seem to be having continually

I3 <
-
Fad

v l

smaller fami]iest17'

v

Even though with the youngen}sansei generation the procroating

fama11y has become 1ncreas1ng1y nuc]ear an Drof1le, (the average Japanese L
househo]d in 1960‘was 4.1 persons)]8 these nuc]ear fam111es were 11nked ,,'
1 [ 4 - ’-/

» ' E
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att1tud1na11y and socially, with an extended k:nshap*pzttern In e

" othel words, nuciear families of average ﬁouseho?d size are connected

"in the Japanese American community in a modified extended family
~ ‘netwonk of relational dependencies and obligations. So as the
Gesellschaft reality of urban mobility and economic aggressiveness
was rggrdering the internal structures of tne Japanese family, patterns
.of familial obligation and extended relations were finding re-expression.

In her study of Japanese families in Honolulu, Drn'Qol}een thnspn

o innestigated the familial identi?ications gfhe'sanple of Nisei and
: ' Sansef and ‘demonstrated the emergence .of this modified extended ’
family. Dr Johnson's results showed a progress%vely strong identifi~ - 5i-;
v éé&ﬁﬂﬁ 6? SUCceedlng ‘generations not w}th the auclear famzly,,but with’
. the extended fam113al network. So while 34% of the Hisei respondents - : ’ .
felt the1r fam1]1es were nuclear in:design, only 16% of the Sanse1
responded in a like manner.. In addition, 58% of the Sansei v1ewed
their families as a network of extended relat10n;h1ps, compared to i
49% of the Nisei.? Dr. Johnson noticed that in many cases, those -,

intervieyep even failed to mention the nuclear family as part of their:

-
- >
7
’ <

familial relatidn§:
In defining who constitutes their fanily {as opposed to o
. "relatives) most respondents identified their immediate

~

_'fawily as cons1st1ng of thg1r spouse and children, ‘their oWn

. .
. 0 S «

parents and s1b11ngs, and their fam1l1es of prqcreat10n The -

. ’ recogn1t1on of the nuclea? fam1ly to some respondents was so
. m1n1ma1 that they neglected tp 1nc1ude their own husband’ and
children in 11st1ng their closest relat1onsh1ps.20 .
[y ,3 . v R . o : . .
g What these results indicate is that progressivély for the Island ‘ 5 -
. Vd ‘. -‘ . . ) 13 ‘ ] ‘I




other local ethnic groups. Granted that economic cooperation and )

-

_ \ C .
Japanese family, as the birth rate and size of famil; ha5°stabdlized
in nearly typicallurban patterns, the extended re?atfonshi?s and
identifications‘witn kinship has for the Sansei an Yonset genera-
tions, intensified. Thie modified extended fanily oattern, Dr.
Johnson suggests, is a kinship node] )

whereby nuc]ear families are bound togethgr both through

affectional ties and by choice. Although this fanily type

does ﬂOL resemble a corporate group sharing political and

economic funct1ons {as in pram1t1ve societies), it does

preserve an emphasis on sentiment and sociability as well

asqmutual aid.21.

In‘Eart:the psychological mechanisms behind the growth of a
modified extended family attitude ie understood as a generational
reaction to urbanization. For the Issei generation, without extended
family relations,.dependent on othen_idmjgrants, the identification was
primaril& with the Jdapanese ethnic community -- in the alien world one
gdined strength through one's countrymen. But urbanization and.the
Geselleoﬁaft pluralistic wprld were to weaken the ethnic bonds between
the immigrant‘s progenyland the ethnfz communtty, By the Sansei
generatnon, the communi ty would have little geograph1cal 1ntegr1ty,
few self-help serv1ces not provided for more effectively by state
agenc1es, few means to express itself as-a, s1ng4e ethn1c group since

ethn1c ass1m11ation and social mob1lity had undercut comnunrty

identity. Granted_that the Sansei jdentify as “Japanese” vis-& vis
-~ I’

LN

cultural cont1nu1ty of heritage as shared commOnalities,hayeva degree

J,;‘.

of relevancy to the young Japanese American. But.these ~“conmmunity

o 14
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-ties are certainly not as so]idifying as were the ties for the early

immigrant commurity.

.‘ - .The waning comrunity. identifications have been dvershadowed by —

’

) h)
an incredsing faai]y identification.. #hile th—é ethnic group as_a whole

might not have rich re]evancy to Sanse1 hves, the ethnic femily does
have a significant mpact Uncles, aunts, cc«usms. nepheps, meces,
grandparents and even in some cases great-grardparents for the first -
time n:c‘tne Japanese kﬂeracan expenence can play an e‘fectwe role in
creating cultural and psychologtoal stability 1n.the nome. Even though
the modified extended families db not live under the same roof, they

-

are involved in relationships of extenswe mterdependency due to
geograpmc p;'o;nnqmty In Dr. Johnson s study, 75% of the Sansei
respondents indicated that thirty or 'mor‘e*;r:\their relatives, compared
with 53% of the Niseifregponoents_, lived on 0ahu.22 Such kinship
solidarity, geog_rap/hicany- and attitudinally, implies that for the
Sansei, 'famih'af values, behavidral influences_and structurall )

relationships are becoming more prominent as a source of identification

and corn'nunica‘tion/
Farmha] Va]ues and Then‘ Affects on Com'numcatwn :
Due to the development of the modiﬁed extended famﬂy, trad1t1ona1
values of familialism continue to be mcu'lcated in the presentvgay
Japanese Amemcan expemence These valués as they have been perpe-
Ituated in an urban setting remain to se;'ve as’ determxnants of ° o
Japanese Amerzcan behavior and communication. In particular two broad '

tradition values can be examingd as cultural forces shaping the

interraction.among the Japanese of Honolulu. First, the generations

-
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of Island Japangse Thave shared a cosmon famiTial value towards filial
piety and obligations in parent-child and sibling relationships. .
Secondly, fanily honor and image, the notion of the znst:tution as an .
organic social whole, has been vigorously protected. EssentIaliy,.
; filial piet} can be defined as the cath of empathy which links,a gersbn
to the hierarchical order of the world. <"'Be Toyal 25 thy land and
be filial to thy parehts,“23 said the Japanese ethnical code. And’
the loyalty was ergrained as an uhquestioned emotionat attaehment to
parents and siblings. ' " . .
Filial piety was a Chinese Confucian conoept transplanted .into,
the Japanese conceptualization of ie'and ancestﬁaf worsh%of ot]ders ‘ -
_were to be respected, the authority of the ie was. beyond reproach,
the 1nd1v1dua] was, committed, obligated to the fanaly. -
The" f111a1 duty of a son is.a contxnuous obligation as
. Yong as the family is an existence. It fs:handed down from®
. - one generataon to another “Eathers may not. be fathers«hut
sons must always be sons,” and they must learn to be more

p1ous than "their. fathers were to their- forefathers 24

¥

"Among Japanese Amer1cans, then, ‘the ‘deference shown parental
2 authority, the acquaescence shown the parents through duty and compliance
are communication patterns stemming from filial piety which have been

. ) commonlyaaffected Infessehce, these patterns function to maintain

’

familism as an organlc unit. Indeed, the instance is rare of Japanese

-

ﬁmerwcans who cahnot 1dent1fy to some degree with the fee]1ng of obligation

-—_ »

- and duty to family, Although the expression of individual desires and
" interests has perhaps increasingly modiffed the not1on of absolute obedience,

1

3 .

- ‘ -
- . . . . 1 6 " “
'
. ‘ P
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. f?r the ycunger Sansei generatién, the wishes of the fémi]y for even the
. Sansei are frequen%ly the "last word® o; the issue. Silent
acquiescence to authority, an cbedient subaission of the individual
for the "good of the famil;' are still cuitural behaviors and';ttitudes
functioning to maintain the'integfity andicohesivgness of the IsTand

Japanese family. )

s S

in addition to filial ﬁ“ety and obligation, anogger broad
traditional value 31nk1ng Japanese Avericans hés en the‘gotlon of
femily honor and.ivagé. If the faéi]y is an imporfant social ard
econgric unit, an organic whole dé@énding obedience of its individual
members, then the status of the faﬁily in the community is an
~imperative factor in behawior. The family must not bzgghameé. The
indivfdual éust_do nothing which reflects negatively on the image

.~

which the family projects to neighbors aﬁd friends. As.Ruth Benedict’

noted: “The Japanese learn ... in the}ﬁ;famzly experienca that the
greatest weight that can be given toa dpcis1on comes from the fam1]y 4
conviction that it ma1nta1ns the family ?ionor."25 . ’

Essentlaify, honor to the family ordan1sm involves the functlons
of several behavioral mechanisms creatla§ connmn1cat1on patterns
“of self-restraint. Most prominent of thegg.mechan1sms is the use of
ﬁéii, shame, to regulate individual behay@prs. "What gi]l others
think of you?” "Qhét will ;he neighborsgéay?" are behaviorél injunctions
reinforcing family honor and image. : N -
This orientation of the Japanese 1nd1V1dua] as opposed to one of
gu1]t or the self-appralsal of persona1 actions through conscience,

i$-a ‘more h1ghly Valued and effectiv@ tool -of . sacial conformity in the

rural, Geme1nschq': comnun1ty In the Gese1lschaft individual 1nterest

17 - R
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and/killipre supreme -- what others think of you is really. secondary to
the:estagiishment of mutually rewarding social contracts. In the

_~Dapanesd Gemeinschaft world of relationships, implicit bonds of common

~purp6se?and rutual interdependency characterize social relationships
jnstea of willfully designed explicit contracts. Eonsedhentiy, the-

| judgement of your peers and family, wpa;—others think of you, is an"
importent determinént rejnforciné bonds of love. If you fail to ’
%mp]icit1y perpetuate the open -bonds of love and trust, then you
1rreE°£ably threaten your position in the society -- you are shamed.

The“behay1or of the individual w1th respect to the faszy
‘ 'organism is also maintained through ;he cultural norm of enryo.

Enryo involves a complex of ‘défererice behav10rs helping to establish

i ) g ﬁhé peFineters of the 1nd1v1dua1 3 freedoa. Harry H.L. Kitano in

\ . ‘h1§ def1n1t1ve study, Jap;nese Americans, %mployed the concept of

_EEXQ to d‘SC“SS many of khe self-restrained communication patterns- of
th Japanese American: 5 -

[ 4

Enryo helpshto exﬁ1a1n much of Jaﬁ%nese-Amerfcan behavior.

} ' Y As;wzth other norms, it had both a positive and negat:ve )

‘: \a effect on Japanese acculturat1on.. For example, take observa-

. . \ tﬁons of Japanese 1n sityations as diverse as theﬂr hesitaﬁcy
}'\l to speak out at meet1ngs, their refusal of any invxtat1on, ;'t_

esfec1a1!y the first t1me, the1n refusal of a second helping;

ot T

the1r ac;eptance of a less desired object when g1Ven a “free . ”“‘ -

~——
-
»

N .
d
L4

o N

/ hesitaacy in asking fbr a raise_ in salary -< these may be

' based on eniyo. The inscrutabTe face, the noncommittai

B 1)

i . A
; l pho1ce, their lack of verbal participat1on, especial]y in an T e

/‘ 1ntegrated ngUp, the1r refusa] to- ask quest1ons, and - their B

N

AT

.‘-«’
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answer, the behavioral reserve can aften be traced to this -

. e ke = T -

T horm so that the .stereotype of the shy, reserved dapanese
in anb1guous social s1tuat1ons is often an accurate one.26
High?y sens1t1ve to the fee11ngs of pthers, reactive to the
2 op1a10ns of peers and relatives, deférent to status and age, the . ~_f
Japanese 1nd1v1dua1 becomes hgsitant -to express h1mse1f verba?]yx-«\~

: once the words have been said, they cannot be retracted. The shame,

theconfrontat1on, the h1gh1y emotional charge have.already been .
. . released. The 1nd1v1dua1 1earns the va]ue and advantages of "Seepzng
the mouth shut” when necessary y demureTy acqu1esc1ng in unp]eaqant

s1tuat1qns and kuchigotae suru na “don’t answer back" in the fa§e ) 3
. : : i ,";. . "F% s
I ;

> < of author1ty. . S « - o

)

The va)hés of filial piety and family honor have'to varyiné S .
- degrees and styles def1ned the cu1tura1 character of Hawa11 S T

\ . , o

1
i
H
Japanese. In no two families, for no two individuals are conmun1cat1¢

behav%ors, va]ues and wortd views identical. But the moda11y shared

~ g

. |
. . . 4
values of fm%ity respect,'ob]igat?bh, the sensitive regard for honor, . Ca
|

v 1mage and status, and the 1ntense persona] 1dent?ficatxon w1th the

LY

¥ . fam11y unit, often at the expense of 7ndiv1dua] self- act1on or

open commun1cat1on,are themes of the Japanese family which have touched
-, 9

- all generations.

P

= - ,And these values have, to a 1arge degree, superceded the structural —
urbah\changes of the. nuc]ear;zed Japanese family. Though the family.’

et has become structurally attuned to Gesellschafé-socrety, patterns :

L 4

of communication and other’ behav1ors in step with a Gemeanschaft spirit’

e « of ie, especially on the fami]ia] level, have tenacious]y s&rvived; ' ‘2 o
A A} \ 1¢
’ And this "survival® of ie patterns wil] be 1ncreas1ng]y re]evant 'to i
M"/\M ———— - /";,v/ e ‘,}' -
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of the Japonese Amenfcan, the- fusion of a number of cultural elements

a

- L Co-19 4 - . . SRR
{ ) . N .), . . : . - -
the Japanese American modified extended fami]y as the cultural trans-

mission between generations become more coherent: As an enculturator of .
ethnic values, the Sensei family will have tp deal less with'tne diffi- f>~
cult social and cultural fssues with which previous generations graopIed.
Langauge difficulties, value confrontations‘end adapting to mylti-

cultural inputs are concerns mostly irrelevant for Sansei.. The culture

in everyday lifestyle and the promulgation of numerous highly ingrained

’-

values will be passed on with greater integrity for future generations.

Moreover, for the Sansei and their children, the grééter'emergence

of grandparents as active cultural transmitters_wil} also enhance the

ethnic integrity of the Japanese family and individual. Grandparents, - .

- 4

|14

espacially in the extended family situation, are "caretakers of cylture,

passing on the cultural continuity of their wor)d view to the grand-

ch1]dren -- a role perpetuéted by many- grandparents1r|the Sanse1 family.

'S1gn1ficant1y, Dr. Johnson s study revealed that 60% of the Sansei

respondents 1nd1pated that grandparents played an active, we}come part o
27 Lo C2 s

o

in family affairs. _ .
Thi's active role of a new generétion of Nise3'grandparents,'the kig- o,
ship soliddg}ty.beé%een economically independent but emotionally offf]i- ’ '
ative nuclear families. in a modified extended'oattern, portend a con- % °
tinually strengthened ethniq communication among the Sansei and future
generations Fam11y, not community will be the focus of Japanese Amerlcan :i Z :;
i .

ethnic identity and counumcation in & Hawaiian plura]istic soc1ety And L iy

i

-

the basis of this family jdentity will be 'a nmturing blend of dxnamic

Gesellschaft structures with a pervasive-spirit of Gemeinschaft cultural

commonalities. ‘

20
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Conclusion Y —— -

As have beeri dtscusse3? the determinants of Japanese Aﬁerﬂtaﬂ 7

. cannunlcat1on in the urban setting of Hono?u1u have evolved, fnom se#era1

* P

o fam1]1a] viThes havxng tradttional roots in | the rura1 yvitTages of Japan P

Though perhaps’ i - the Japanese Amer1can expenlence,other values have been
adapted or lost in’American acculturatlon$ the véqpes of f111aT p1ety and
'. " family honor appear &0 haVe remalned v1bragt tn the human relations and e
communication patterns found w1th1n the Japanese gthn1c group. Indeed, ff'
contrary to the general notion thétAurbanlzation has producedirad1ca1 '
changes in cultural values and gutlooks, as seen by the modified ‘extended
family of the aﬁsei; a spirit.of Gemeinscahft continues to be genereted

binding individuals with their familiessand families with their ethmic

-
»

' " . group. . . - . ;

> T . ) Hore zmportantly, in prov1d1ng jnsight into the -general areaoof
Asjan Ameri€an oommun1cat1on, perhaps the case of Honolulu S Japanese
s . - Americans also suggests an apprpach to the study of the,conmun1catxon

L4 -

of Chinese Korean, F1l1pino and other Asian groups found in urban set-
. . : tings. Perhaps the fam171a1 organ1sm rema1ns to funct1on eftept1ve1y
S within the Asian American cultural matrlx of today. And 1f such is the
case, perhaps tﬁe humanism, the bqﬁa of aff1]1at1ve re1at1onsh1ps, ‘the

S sense of trad¢t1on and ethnlc 1d§gfif1catxon 1nnate 1n the Geméinschaft

a&,

. famtly will cont1nue to prov1de meanﬁng for Asian Americans, counter- /
ba}anc1ﬁg’the a11enat1ng, 1mpersonal forces generated 1n ‘a modern, tech-

P & M _‘— . R . . *

A “nological somety~ e AT ol .
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