
Abstract
Thisstudytakesthetheoreticalorientationofsocialconstructionistapproach

tolookathowmeaningsofJapanesepaddyfieldshavechanged.Thestructural

factorsofpoliticalandeconomicforcesaretakenintoaccounttoexplainthe

changes.Inthepre-modernJapan,paddyfieldswereviewedassacredbythe

nobilityandmoralitybycommoners.AfterWorldWarII,paddyfieldswere

viewedasanassetinurbanareasandproductioninruralareas.Recently,as

WorldTradeOrganization(WTO)demandstheliberalizationoffarmproducts,

theJapanesegovernmentandfarmersinruralareasbegantoseepaddyfieldsas

beautytopromotegreentourism whichisconsideredtobeastrategyfor

survival.

要 約
本研究は、日本の水田の意味がどのように変化してきたかを現象学的アプ

ローチを用いて分析する。また、変化をもたらすものとして政治・経済の構造
的要因を考慮に入れる。近代以前の日本では水田は貴族階級にとっては聖なる
ものであり、民衆にとっては道徳と密接なつながりを持っていた。第二次世界
大戦後、都市部では水田は資産であるとみなされるようになり、農村地域では
生産と結びついた。近年、世界貿易機関が農産物の自由化を要求している状況
で、日本政府と農村地域の農家は水田を美として捉え始めた。水田を美と捉え
る事によってグリーン・ツーリズムを推進していくことは日本農業そして農村
地域の生存戦略の一環と考えることができる。
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Introduction

Spring Farmersfinishedplantingpaddies.Paddiescomeoutfrom the

wateralittlebit.Thefieldislikeapond.Inquietdays,thewaterreflectsgreen

mountainsandthebluesky.Itisaserenescene.Tadpolesareswimming.

Summer Thepaddiesgrow.Wecannotseethereflectionofsurrounding

landscapeonthewateranymore.Thefieldisfilledwithgreenpaddies.They

grewalot.Sometimes,windblowsthefield.Thepaddiesmovelikewaves.

Tadpolesbecamefrogs.Theybuzzallthetime.

Fall Thepaddiesturntoyellow.Whensunisup,thepaddiesshineto

goldencolor.Thetopofthepaddieshangdownbecauseoftheweightofrice.

Windisalittlebitcold.Itisatimeforfarmerstoharvest.

Winter Thefieldisempty.Thefarmershavealreadyharvestedtherice.

Thefieldisdry.Thesoilishard.Theremainofpaddiescomeoutfromthesoil.

Theskyissilver.Itisatimetorestforfarmersandthesoil.

ThisisanostalgicdescriptionofseasonsinaJapanesepaddyfieldwhichis

createdbasedonanaccountbyanagedJapanesemanlivinginruralJapan,

whomIinterviewed.HeattachesthefeelingofpeaceinmindandJapanese

beautytopaddyfields.Likehisaccount,Japanesepaddyfieldsprovokefeelings

andmeaningstoJapanesepeople.

Inthispaper,Ihavetwopurposes.Thefirstobjectiveistheoretical;Iwould

liketoshowtheutilityofbringingthepoliticalandeconomicfactorsintosocial
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constructionistapproachesinunderstandingJapanesepaddyfields.Social

constructionist approaches tend to minimize materialistic factors by

emphasizingagency.However,whenwelookatsocialphenomenainalong-term

span,materialisticfactorssuchaseconomycannotbeoverlookedashistorians

havedemonstrated.Thesecondobjectiveissubstantial;Iwanttodescribe

changesinthemeaningofJapanesepaddyfields.Themeaningchangedover

timeinrelationtosocialtransformations.ThreemeaningsofJapanesepaddy

fieldsareproposedhere1).First,itisdescribedassacredandmoral.Japanese

paddyfieldswerestronglytiedtothepoliticalinstitutionsofthepre-modern

era.Second,itisdescribedasanassetandproduction.Rapideconomicgrowth

andaffluenceinsocietymadeaneconomicfactoraprimedeterminantofthe

meaningofJapanesericefields.Third,itisdescribedasbeauty.Asthe

internationalpressureoftradeliberalizationthreatensJapaneseagriculture,the

valueofJapanesepaddiesasbeautywascreated.Japanesepaddiesasbeauty

wasbolsteredbythegrowinginterestingreentourismwhichbroughtmany

tourists.ItrationalizedthemaintenanceofJapanesepaddiesasacultural

product.Inordertohighlightthemeaningsofpaddyfields,Iwillusevarietyof

sourcessuchasfolktalesandinformationfromthegovernmentandagricultural

cooperatives.Theanalysisofthesesourcesisaneffectivewaytounderstandthe

symbolicmeaningofricefields.

TheoreticalFoundationfortheAnalysis-SocialConstructionofLandscape

Theimportanceofsymbolicmeaninginstudyingsocietyandhuman

behaviorisderivedfromtheoreticalperspectivesofsymbolicinteractionismand

socialconstructionism.Theseperspectivesemphasizeactors’volition,thatis,

theyemphasizeagency.Theyareincontrasttothedeterministicconceptionof
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societyandhumanbehavior.Insymbolicinteractionism,individualsareactive

participantsoftheirownworldinwhichtheyinterpret,evaluateanddefinetheir

situationandtakeactionaccordingly.Theyarenotpassiveindividualswhose

actions are determined by physicalorsocialstructure.In the social

constructionistperspective,realitiesaresociallyconstructed through the

processofindividuals’actionandinteraction.Realitiesarenotfixedbecause

theyarecreatedthroughthenegotiationofactors.

KollockandO’Brien(1994)summarizeBlumer’sthreepremisesinsymbolic

interactionism.Thefirstpremiseisthathumansacttowardthingsbasedonthe

meaningtheyassigntothem.Thesecondpremiseisthatmeaningsaresocially

derived,whichistosaythatmeaningisnotinherentinthestateofnature,

whichindicatesthatthereisnoabsolutemeaning.Meaningisnegotiated

throughinteractionwithothers.Thethirdpremiseisthattheperceptionand

interpretationofsocialsymbolsaremodifiedbytheindividual’sownthought

process.Thesepremisescanbeappliedtophysicalenvironments.Forexample,

paddyfieldsaremorethanjustlandforJapanese.Itcarriesculturalmeanings;

throughoutJapan,therearefestivalsrelatedtoricecultivation.Also,the

meaningofricefieldsisnotfixed;theychangethroughnegotiationsbyvarious

groupsorbythemodificationofindividuals’thoughtprocesses.Themodification

mayoccurwhentheindividualhasanewexperience.

BergerandLuckmann(1966)offeranotherinterpretationofsymbolic

meaninginphysicalenvironments.Theyarguethatpeopleliveinarealityofthe

worldofeverydaylifewhichistaken-for-granted.Thus,theydonotquestionthe

realitysurroundingthem.Itisthereandpeopleknowit.BergerandLuckmann

answerthequestionsof“Whatisreal?Howisonetoknow?(Bergerand

Luckmann 1966:1)” by using three key concepts ofexternalization,

objectivation,and internalization.Externalization isa processin which
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individualscreatetheirsocialworldthroughactivity.Thesocialworldisthusa

humanproduct.Objectivationisaprocessinwhichindividualsbegintoseethe

socialworldasarealityindependentofhumanbeings.Itattainsthestatusofsui

generis,thatis,thereificationofsocialworlds.Internalizationisaprocessin

whichindividualsaresocializedintoreality.Thus,socialworldsaresocial

construction.

WhenweapplyBergerandLuckmann’stheorytonaturalenvironments,the

definitionsofnaturalenvironmentsdonotarisefromtheirinherentnature.For

example,amountaincanbeseenasasourceofincomeforloggers.The

mountainisavaluableresourceforthem.Incontrast,foreco-tourists,the

mountainisasourceofrespectfornature.Theuntamedmountainitselfisa

naturalwonder.Thus,itistheirconstructionofrealitieswhichseethemountain

asaresourceorrespect.Thesocialconstructionistapproachtonatural

environmentsissummarizedbyGreiderandGarkovichasfollows:

Culturalgroupsusesymbolstodefinethenaturalenvironmentandfitintotheir

ongoing,everyday,taken-for-grantedworldswithinwhichtheyorganizeboththeir

relationshipstoeachotherandtheirrelationshipswiththeenvironment.Thenatural

environmentistransformedthroughsymbolsandconceptsthatorganizepeople’s

relationshipsinthesocialworld(GreiderandGarkovich1994:8).

The naturalenvironment is socially constructed through ongoing

negotiationsofthesituationbygroupsofpeoplewhoareequippedwithcultural

symbolsandlanguage.Thesociallyconstructedmeaningsoflandscapethen

confrontthegroupsofpeopleasreifiedandtaken-for-grantedreality.Nomatter

howpeoplefeelthenaturalenvironmentasanexternalandcoercivefact,they

are socially constructed.Thismeansthatthe meaning ofthe natural

environmentchangesaspeople’sdefinitionsofsituationchange.Also,the
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meaningsofthenaturalenvironmentdifferaspeopleseeitdifferently.When

peopleencounternewexperiences,sometimes,thetaken-for-grantednessis

questioned.Onthatoccasion,peoplestarttorenegotiatethemeaningofthe

naturalenvironmentasitfitstotheirnewsituation.

Symbolicinteractionistsandsocialconstructionistsareoftencriticized

becauseofitsmicroorientedanalysisandunderestimationofmaterialbase.The

lattercriticismisimportantbecauseactor’schoiceisconstrainedbystructural

forces.Peopledonotcreatetheunlimitednumberofrealitiesofsocialworld.

Influencedbystructuralforces,therealitiesofsocialworldareconvergedon

limitednumbersofsocialmeanings.Although,thestructuralforcescircumscribe

actor’schoice,theycanalsobecomeacatalystforchangeinthesocial

constructionofreality.Wheneconomicandpoliticalchangesimpactonpeople’s

dailylife,peoplestarttoquestiontheirtaken-for-grantednessandthusthey

begintonegotiatetheirsituations.Here,althoughstructuralforcesconstrain

people’slife,ourlivesarenotdeterminedbytheseforces.Thismeansthatwe

cannotpredictwhatkindofdefinitionofthesituationwillemerge.Peoplehave

agency to define the situation.Therefore,although Iacknowledge the

constrainingnature,determinismisrejected.Inthispaper,Iattempttominimize

weaknessesofsocialconstructionistsandsymbolicinteractionists.Thesymbolic

meaningofpaddyfieldsisanalyzedinconsiderationwithstructuralforcessuch

aseconomyandpolicy.Iarguethat,byaccountingforexternalforcesinthe

analysis,changesinthesymbolicmeaningofricefieldscanbeunderstoodmore

comprehensively.

Japanesepaddyfieldswerelongthoughtasarootofsacrednessand

morality.Toseericefieldsassacredandmoralwastaken-for-grantedinpeople’s

everydaylife.However,whenJapanexperiencedmodernizationandwhenitwas

graduallyintegratedintotheinternationalmarketeconomy,thenegotiationand
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renegotiationofthemeaningofpaddyfieldstookplace.Peoplestartedto

question thetaken-for-grantednessofthemeaningin paddyfields.The

situationsrequiredtheactorstonegotiatethemeaning.Throughthenegotiation

andrenegotiation,newmeaningsofpaddyfieldsemerged.Inurbanareas,the

paddyfieldsareviewedasanasset.Inruralareas,initially,itwasviewedasa

siteforproduction.Morerecently,astheinternationalmarketeconomy

threatensJapanesefarmers,itisviewedasbeauty.Inthesechangesofthe

meaningofricefields,thestatetooksignificantrole.Sometimes,itactedasthe

definerofthemeaninginordertomaintainorderinsocietyortoprotectthe

agriculturalsectorfromforeignthreats.Thus,thestateisanimportantactorfor

socialconstructionofpaddyfieldsinconjunctionwithorthroughdirecting

people.

PaddyFieldsasSacredandMoral

SincetheYayoiera,riceproductionhasbecometheimportantpartof

Japanesesociety.Beforetheera,Japanwasahunting-gatheringsociety.After

theintroductionofwet-riceagriculturefromKorea,Japanesesocietygradually

transformedintoanagriculturalsociety.Thedevelopmentofriceagriculture

andtheimperialsystemwerecloselyassociatedwitheachother.Ojinemperor

establishedYamatostateinthefourthcenturyA.D.,whichwasthebeginningof

theimperialsystem inJapan.Thestatewasbasedonriceproduction;its

economicandpoliticalsystemwereconstructedaroundriceagriculture.Taxes

werepaidwithriceandreligiousceremonieswhichassuredgoodharvestofrice

wereequaltopoliticalceremonies(SeeOhnuki-Tierney1993formoredetail

abouttherelationshipbetweenriceagricultureandtheimperialsystem in

Japan).
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Thepolitico-religiousceremoniesintheimperialsystem createdthe

sacrednessofricefields.Sinceitwasinseparablebetweenriceproductionand

theimperialsystem,thecreationoftheimperialsystem assacredandthe

promotionofemperorsasGodinfluencedtheconstructionofsacrednessinrice

fields.OneoftheimperialceremoniesstillconductedisOnamesaiwhich

involvesaplanting-harvestritual.Onamesaihastwooccasionstoconductthe

ceremony.Inspring,twosacredfieldsarechosenforplantingricebydivination.

Riceinthefieldsisgrownandwaitsforthefallceremony.Whenriceisgrowing,

fieldsareprotectedfromimpuritywithgreatcare.Thefallceremonyisaritual

ofharvestwithfourcomponents.First,theemperorcelebratestherejuvenation

ofthesoul.Then,theemperoroffersnewcropsofricetotheDeity.Third,the

emperorandtheDeitybecomecommensal.Finally,theemperorhostsafeast

(Ohnuki-Tierney1993).Onamesaiisanimperialceremonywhichlinksthe

sacrednessoftheemperorandriceagriculture.Thepaddyfieldsassacredwere

sociallyconstructedbytheupperrankofJapaneseassociatedwiththeimperial

system.

Howaboutcommonpeople?Didtheyseepaddyfieldsassacredlikethe

imperialandnoblefamiliessawit?BasedonthereadingofJapanesefolktales,I

wouldsaythatcommonerssawpaddyfieldsasmoralinsteadofsacred.Thiswas

probablyduetotheimperialsystem’slimitedinfluenceonJapanesesociety.

Afterthe 12th Century,the realpowerrested in subsequentmilitary

governments.Although,theimperialsystemwasnotdemolishedbythemilitary

governments,theimperialsystemwaslargelyconfinedtoKyotoanddidnot

haveabilitytoexertsubstantialpowerthroughoutJapan.Theinfluenceofthe

imperialsystemoncommonpeoplewasminimal.Thus,thesocialconstruction

ofricefieldsassacreddidnotaffectcommonpeople’sconstructionofits

meaning.Commonersconstructedtherealityofpaddyfieldsseparatedfromthe
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imperialsystem.Theirsocialconstructionofitwastherealityasmoral.Letme

introduceseveralfolktalestoillustratecommonpeople’sconstructionofrice

fieldsasmoral.

Folktale1.TheRiceFieldtheMonkeyandthePheasantCultivated

Themonkeyandpheasantplantedaricefieldtogether.Thepheasantwenttoitevery

day,butwhenheaskedthemonkeytogowithhim,heonlymadeexcusesandwould

notgo.Whenitwastimefortheharvest,themonkeywentforthefirsttime.Hetook

onebundleandthepheasanttookone.Thenthemonkeytookonemore.The

pheasantprotested,butthemonkeywouldnotlisten.Thepheasantwenthomewith

onlyonethird.Afterthemonkeyateallhis,hewenttothepheasant’shometotake

whatwasthere.Thatthechestnut,thecrab,themortar,andtheegghelpedthe

pheasantpunishthemonkeymakesitlike“Thebattlebetweenthemonkeyandthe

crab.”(Yanagita1986:301)

Thisfolktaleandsimilarfolktalesarefoundinfiveprefecturesinnorthern

JapanandoneprefectureinsouthernJapan.Theseprefecturesarefamousfor

agriculturalproduction.Especially,thenortherntwoprefectures,Akitaand

Niigataarewellknownfortheirproductionofhigh-gradericesuchas

AkitakomachiandKoshihikaribrands.Themonkey,here,isasymboloflaziness

andwickedness.Thepheasantisasymbolofhonestandhardworkingfarmers.

Themonkeyissuccessfulinobtainingwhathewantsbyexploitingthepheasant.

However,themonkeyiseventuallypunishedforhiswickedactsbyother

animals.Thetalesuggeststheimportanceofhardworkandhonesty.Andwhen

hardworkandhonestyareviolated,therearesanctions.Ricefieldswerethe

symbolofhardworkandhonesty.
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FolkTale2.HachikokuYama(HachikokuMountain)

Thereoncewasaricholderbrotherwhowasstingyandapooryoungerbrotherwho

wasverygood.Oneyeartheyoungerbrotherwantedtoborrowriceseedfromhis

brother,buttheolderbrotherputtheseedintohotwaterbeforehegaveit.The

youngerbrotherplantedit,butnonesprouted.Instead,asinglecalabashappeared.It

spreadoutoverhiswholefieldandmanygourdsformedonit.Hedecidedtoeat

gourdsinsteadofrice.Hepickedthefirstonethatripenedandtriedtocutitopen

withaknife,buthecouldn’t.Hesplititopenwithanax.Ahugemoundofricepoured

outashighasamountain.Hebecameafamouschoja(Chojameansoneuponwhom

unexpectedgoodfortuneisbestowed-aman,awoman,acouple,orafamily.)

(Yanagita1986:66).

ThisfolktaleistransmittedinnineprefecturesinJapan.Mostofthe

prefecturesarepredominantlyagricultural.Here,theyoungerbrotherbecamea

wealthymanthroughanabundantharvestofricewhichwasprizedbycommon

people.Duringthepre-modernerainJapan,riceproductionwasthemost

importanteconomicactivity.Theamountofriceproducedinanareawasequal

totheamountofpowerthefeudallordhad(e.g.,TokugawaShogunate’ssystem

ofkoku).Therefore,ricewasasignificantsourceofwealth.Thecontrast

betweenagoodpersonandabadpersondeterminestheeventualdifferencein

wealthmediatedbyriceproduction.Inproducingrice,peopleneedtopossess

thequalityofhonestyandhard-workwhicheventuallybringwealth.

FolkTale3.MudsnailChoja

Whileanoldcouplewerepullingweedsintheirricepaddy,theyheardavoiceasking

themtomakehimtheirson.Itcamefromamudsnail.Thenextdayhehadthem

saddletheirhorse.Hemounteditandrodetoagreathouse.Heannoyedeveryoneby

climbingontothewoodenledgearoundthehearthandsplashingboilingwaterand
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scatteringashes.Hefinallygotthedaughterofthefamilyashisbrideandtookher

homeonthehorsewithhim.Theoldcouplewasdelighted,butthegirlhatedthe

mudsnailsomuch.Shecouldn’tstandit.Hetoldherthatifshehatedhimthatmuch,

sheshouldtakehimtothestonecourtyardwherestrawwascrushedandcrushhim.

Whenshedidashesaid,heturnedintoahandsomeyouth.Theylivedtogethervery

happyafterthat(Yanagita1986:15).

Thisstoryisfoundineightprefectures.Again,thisstoryisdisseminatedin

manyagriculturalareas.Theoldcoupleishardworkingpeopleandtheydonot

haveanychildrenwhotakecareofthem.Amudsnailinthepaddyfieldbecame

theirsonandhebringsabride.Asaresult,theoldcouplebecamehappy

thereafter.Again,thisstorysuggeststhathonestyandhardworkinricefields

willbringhappinessinlife.

CommonpeopleinJapansociallyconstructedpaddyfieldsasmoral.

Honestyandhardworkinriceproductionbringgoodharvestofrice.Itleadsto

wealthandhappiness.Incontrast,dishonestyandlazinessinriceproduction

receivenegativesanctions.TheinfluenceofTokugawaShogunateonthesocial

constructionofpaddyfieldsasmoralcannotbeoverlooked.Tokugawa’smain

concernwasorderinsociety.Especially,tocontrolfarmerswhoconsistedthe

majorityofthepopulationandwhowerethesourceofTokugawa’sfinancewas

critical.ForTokugawa,thecreationandinternalizationofmoralityassociated

withpaddyfieldsamongpeoplebecameaneffectivemeansofsocialcontrolin

agriculturalregionsofJapaninwhichTokugawa’ssourceofpowerresided.

PaddyFieldsasanAssetandProduction

Beforethemodernera,ricefieldswereviewedassacredandmoral.This

conceptionofrealitywastransformedintoadifferentrealitymainlyduetothe
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changeinfarmers’locationinsocietywhichwascausedbyinstitutionalforces.

BeforetheSecondWorldWar,farmerswereinthebottom oftheJapanese

economichierarchy.Farmers’mentalitywasdominatedbytheideasofdiligent

andthrift(Fukutake1967).Farmersworkedhardonlandbecausewealthcame

from theharvestofrice.However,asfarmersbecameindependentfarmers

through theland reform initiated byGHQ,theirstatusimproved.The

improvementoftheireconomicstatuswassupplementedbythegrowthof

Japaneseeconomywhichprovidedthem withworkatnearbyfactories.This

resultedintheemergenceoflargenumberofpart-timefarmers.Theprocess

wasacceleratedbythemechanizationofricefarming.Itallowedwomenandthe

elderlytoengageinriceproduction.Menwereabletoworkofffarm.

Inandnearbymetropolitanareas,farmersincreasinglyinteractedwithcity

dwellersandlearnedtheconsumptionpatternofurbanites.Furtherintegration

offarmersintothecommercialeconomymadefarmers’oldmentality;thatis,

consumptionasevil;obsolete.Theyweremoreinclinedtoacceptmonetary

calculations.Thedesireformoreconsumptionofgoodsincreasedfarmers’off

farm work.Thedecliningofoldmentalityofhardworkonricefieldswas

heightenedbytherapidincreaseoflandpriceinurbanareas.Thisprocesswas

acceleratedbyfarmers’awarenessoftheirwealthbytheirlandholding.Rice

fieldsbegantobesymbolizedasrealestatewealth.Therefore,Japanesefarmers

inmetropolitanareaswerenotconceivedashardworkingandfrugalfarmers

anymore,depictedinfolktales.Ohnuki-Tierneyshowsacommentbyan

influentialbusinessstrategistwhosecommentrepresentsafeelingofurbanites.

Hesaysthat“in1986ofonehundredbillionairesinJapan,sixtytoseventywere

farmerswhohadsoldtheirfarmlands.Thefarmerswerewaitingforlandprices

togoupsotheycouldselltheirlandandgooffonworldtours”(Ohnuki-Tierney

1993:24).Thelandpriceinmetropolitanareasbecameveryexpensive2)and
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farmersclosetomajorcitiesbecameveryrichinstantly.

Asthelandpricebecamesohigh,paddyfieldsbecameamarketableasset.

Paddyfieldsandotherfarmlandsinandnearbyurbanareaswerenotviewedas

landforproductionanymore.Incomederivedfromproductionofcropsbecame

verysmallindeed.Farmerscouldgetalargeamountofincomebymanipulating

landasanasset.Farmersdidnotneedtoworkhardandtobehonestasfolk

talestaught.Byworkinghardonpaddyfields,theycouldgetasmallamountof

money,butbymanipulatingtheland,theycouldgetalargeamountofincome.If

farmershadfollowedthemaximoffolktales,theywouldnothavebecomerich.

Theyhadtochangetheirviewonpaddyfieldstobecomerich.Thebestwayto

becomerichwastoperceivepaddyfieldsasanasset.Thus,thefarmers’primary

concernwastomanagethelandratherthantoproducerice.A survey

conductedin1987showsthat,infarmlandofUrbanizationPromotionAreas3),60

percentofthefarmersreceivedincomeofonly$3,704ayearfrom farm

production.Anchordoguyconcludesthat“most‘farmers’werefakingfarming”

(Anchordoguy1992:104).

Inthe1980s,themyththatthelandpricewouldnotfallandthatitwould

continuouslyincreasewasheldbythemostJapanese.Thus,keepingpaddy

fieldsasanassetwasconsideredtobethebestwayforurbanfarmersto

increasewealth.Therationaleforkeepingpaddyfieldswasarticulatedby

Hanayama.Hesaysthat“(Farmers)thoughtthataslongastheypossessedland,

itsworthwouldannuallyincreaseatarateashighas20percentwhilethegain

thattheycouldexpectfromfinancialassetssuchascorporatedebentures-which

theymightpurchasewithanincomefrom landsales-wouldbeatbestonly

around10perannum”(Hanayama,1986:9).

Farmersinurbanareassawricefieldsasanasset.Theyconcernedhowto

accrueincomethroughholdingontotheirpaddyfields.Keepingricefieldsas
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themostpreciousassetwasthecoreofmotivationforthefarmers’behaviors.

Hanayama’sstudyonfarmerhouseholdsinUrbanizationPromotionAreas

illustratesfarmers’behaviorsonfarmland.Hisstudyisadetailedinterview-

basedsurveyof400landowningfarm householdsintheTokyometropolitan

area.Itwasconductedineightareasfromfourcitiesintheareain1978.The

findingshowsthatthefarmersinthestudyweregenerallyrich.Inthreeareasin

thestudy,thefarmers’annualincomeswereequivalenttotherichestfifthof

urbanworkerhouseholds.However,asImentionedabove,themajorityofthe

incomedidnotcomefromthesaleofagricultureproduction.Theincomefrom

agriculturewassimplynotenoughforsustainingtheirhouseholds.Theyhadto

obtainincomefromothersources.Onesourcewasfromsecondaryoccupation.

Of400participantsinthesurvey,217householdshadsecondaryoccupation.

Themostpopularsecondaryoccupationwasarenterofhousesorrooms.They

builtapartmentsorhousesontheirlandandrentedthemtocitydwellers.87

householdsinthesurveywereinthiscategory.Thesecondmostpopular

secondaryoccupationwasawhitecollarworker.58householdsinthesurvey

wereinthiscategory.Thethirdmostpopularsecondaryoccupationwasasmall

shopowner.43householdsinthesurveywereinthiscategory.Thefarmersalso

gainedincomethroughinvestinginstock,bondandsavings.Moneyforthe

investmentcamefrom salesoftheirland.Whenaskedforreasonsofland

disposal,256caseswhichwerethemostfrequentwereinthereasonof

investmentinstock,bondandsavings.Thisis27.3percentofthetotalcase(The

totalcases=938).Thesecondfrequentlymentionedreasonforlanddisposal

wasbuildingownedhouses(16.7%),followedbybuildinghousesorapartments

forrent(14.3%).

Althoughinvestmentinstock,bondandsavingswasthemostfrequently

answeredreasontoselltheirland,thisdidnotmeantheywereeagertoselltheir
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land.Theysoldlandonlywhenthesalewasnecessary.Asavaluableasset,land

waskeptaslongasfarmerscouldmanage.Themoneyfromlandsalewasspent

forthenecessityfirst,then,theextramoneywasinvestedinstock,bondand

savings.Hanayamaconcludesthat“themotivesforfarmersforsellinglandcan

largelybecategorizedastheneedforrebuildingtheirownhouses,forbuilding

rentalhousesandapartmenthouses,andforpayingtheinheritancetax,withthe

needsforalternativelandpurchasesandforinvestmentsinsaving,deposits,and

stocksassupplementarymotives(Hanayama1986:73).”Farmersinurbanareas

sawpaddyfieldsasavaluableasset.Theirrationalcalculationincreasedtheir

incomethroughsecondaryoccupation,andoptimallyretainedtheirpaddyfields

asakeyasset.

Incontrasttofarmersinandnearbymetropolitanareas,farmersinrural

areaswerenotabletoworkofffarmwithgoodsalary.Tosupplementincome,

theyoftenhadtobecomemigrantworkerswhoworkedinTokyo,Osakaand

Nagoya.Also,manypeopleespeciallyyoungpeoplemigratedintourbancities,

whichresultedindepopulationinruralareas.Ruralareasdidnothaveademand

forlandlikeurbanareas.Therefore,farmersinruralareasdidnotexperience

thelandpricehikelikefarmersinandaroundurbanareasdid.Farmersinrural

areassawpaddyfieldsasasiteforproductionwhichbroughtfamilyincome.The

farmersimprovedtheirproductivityofricebyadoptingnewvarietiesofriceand

new farmingtechnology.Thegovernment’sheavysubsidyonricehelped

farmers’maintenanceofthemeaningofriceasproduction.

PaddyFieldsasBeauty

Howtoseepaddyfieldsisnotfixed.Itdiffersbythedefinitionsofpeople

whoarelocatedinadifferentplace,timeandgroup.Inthepremodernera,
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Japanesepeoplesawpaddyfieldsassacredandmoral.Inthemodernera,

farmersinurbanareassawpaddyfieldsasanasset.Farmersinruralareassaw

paddyfieldsasasiteforproduction.Recently,thesocialconstructionofpaddy

fieldsasproductioninruralareasisgraduallytransformingasfarmersface

changeintheagriculturalpolicy.

TheFoodControlActwasenactedin1942.Theactwasdesignedtobuy

andsellallriceinJapan.RightafterWorldWarII,itcontrolledprice,storageand

distributionofrice.Duringthewarandthesubsequentyears,itwasbeneficial

forthenationwhichsufferedfoodshortage.However,peoplestartedtoeatrice

lessandlessastheirincomeincreasedwhichbroughtwesternizationofdiet.At

thesametime,theproductivityofriceincreased.Intheearly1960s,therice

outputeventuallysurpassedthedemand.In1979,thegovernmentsoldriceto

retailersata12.3%loss(Moore1990:288).Sincethegovernmentcontrolled

thericemarkettotally,themarketmechanismofsupplyanddemanddidnot

work.Althoughtheproblembecameapparent,therelationshipbetweenfarmers

andtheLiberalDemocraticPartywasastrongblocktoabolishtheact.The

farmersgotaheavysubsidyandthepoliticianswereinsuredthefarmers’vote.

Thegovernmentrespondedtotheproblemofsurpluspiecebypiece.Oneofthe

effortswascalledRiceProductionControlandDiversionProgrambetween1971

and1975.Thisprogramassignedeachprefectureaquotaofricecropreduction.

Thereductionwasdoneeitherbyfallowingorbydiversionofcrops.When

fallowed,thefarmerreceived230dollarsper0.1hectaresfor3years.When

divertedtoperennialcrops,thefarmerreceived370dollarsper0.1hectaresfor

5years.Throughtheseprograms,riceacreagedeclined.Forexamples,in1970,

Japan’sriceacreagewas2,923,000hectares.Itbecame2,377,000hectaresin

1980.And,in1990,itfurtherdeclinedto2,110,000hectares(Burmeister1994:

56).Yet,theseprogramswerenotthefundamentalsolution.Theysimply
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postponedthestructuralproblemofJapaneseagriculturetobevisibletoall

citizensuntiltheUnitedStatespressedforopeningJapanesericemarketatthe

GATTUruguayRoundofmultilateralnegotiations.Eventually,onDecember14,

1993,Japanesegovernmentdecidedtoopenthericemarketonlimitedbasis

undertheGATTplan.Accordingtotheagreement,Japanwouldimport4%to8

%ofricefrom1994to2000.Afterthat,thetarifficationofriceimportwouldbe

implemented.Thebanonriceimportwasatlastdiscarded(Saito1995).

TheinternationalpressureonJapaneseagriculturemadetheJapanese

governmenttoformulatetheBasicLawonFood,AgricultureandRuralAreasin

July1999whichreplacedtheAgriculturalBasicLawestablishedin1961.The

mainpurposesofthisnewlawweretherealizationofstablefoodsupplyand

acknowledgementofmultiplefunctionsofJapaneseagriculture(Tashiro2003:

121).Onestrategytosurviveintheinternationalmarket,whichthegovernment

andfarmerssought,wastoincreasetheirsizeofoperation(theeconomyof

scale).Tobecompetitivemeansitssurvivalandthusitmaintainsthestablefood

supply.However,eventhoughfarmersincreasetheiroperationalsize,itis

difficulttocompetewithotherriceproducingcountriessuchastheU.S.and

Thailand.Burmeistergivestworeasonsthatthisstrategywouldnotwork.First,

thefarmland istooexpensivetogeteconomicreturn from agriculture

production.Second,thelandownersarereluctanttosellorleasethefarmland

(Burmeister1994:56).

Anotherstrategywhichthegovernmentandthefarmerssoughtwastoview

thefarmlandaspossessingmultiplefunctions.Inadditiontotheproductionof

rice,thegovernmentfoundothervaluesinpaddyfields.Japanesericefields

disappeariftheyareviewedonlyfromeconomicterms,thus,thegovernment

rationalizedtheexistenceofpaddyfieldsbyspecifyingsixfunctionsof

environmentalexternalities(MinistryofAgriculture,Forestry,andFisheries,
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TheGovernmentofJapan).Thefirstfunctionispreventingfloods.Paddyfields

temporarilykeepwaterwhenfacedwithheavyrain.Theestimatedvalueofthis

functionis15.0billiondollars.Thesecondfunctionisfosteringwaterresources.

Paddyfieldskeepthewaterforawhileandabsorbitintotheground.This

processstabilizesriverflowsandgroundwaterisusedfordrinking.The

estimatedvalueofthisfunctionis5.7billiondollars.Thethirdfunctionisto

preventsoilerosionandlandslide.Paddyfieldsmitigatedamagescausedbysoil

erosionandlandslide.Theestimatedvalueofthisfunctionis363milliondollars.

Thefourthfunctionispurifyingsoil.Paddyfieldsworkasawastetreatment.The

estimatedvalueofthisfunctionis35milliondollars.Thefifthfunctionis

preservingrurallandscapeandrecreationalamenities.Paddyfieldsattracturban

residentswhoappreciatethebeautyandtheyfeelrelaxed.Theestimatedvalue

ofthisfunctionis13.2billiondollars.Thefinalfunctionispurifyingair.Paddy

fieldsabsorbcarbondioxide.Theestimatedvalueofthisfunctionis1.3billion

dollars.

Asindicatedabove,thevalueofthefifthfunction,thatis,rurallandscape

andrecreationalamenities,isveryhigh.Preservationofrurallandscapemeans

toappreciatethebeautyofpaddyfieldswhichbecomerecreationalamenities.It

isaviewthatisconstructedfromabove(government)andfrombelow(farmers

andruralresidents).Ruralresidentsincludingfarmersandthegovernmenthave

beengoodpartnerstodevelopthisconceptionofpaddyfields.Thisconstruction

hasbeenviewedasapotentialforthesurvivalofthefarmersandruralresidents.

Attractingcitydwellersfortravelingtoseebeautiesofrurallandscapeis

themainfocusofsustainingruralareasbythegovernmentandruralresidents.

Thegovernment’sruralpolicystatement,“NationalActionPlanforAgenda21”,

statesthat“Japanwillengageitselfinpromotingthecultureandhistoryofrural

regions,thepracticalapplicationofresourcesandtechnologieswhichare
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peculiartoindividualruralregions,theaccelerationofexchangebetweenrural

andurbanareas,andcreatingscenicruralspaces”(TheCouncilofMinistriesfor

GlobalEnvironmentalConservation,TheGovernmentofJapan,December1993).

Promotionoftravelstoruralareashasbeencarriedoutbythegovernment,

travelagenciesandruralresidentsinthenameofgreentourism.Itisdefinedas

“cityresidentsvisitingtranquilagriculturalareas,enjoyingthegreenery,

landscapes,naturalenvironment,and traditionalculturesoftheseareas,

buildingfriendshipswithlocalpeopleintheprocess.Italsoallowsurban

residentstoexperiencefarm life”(JapanAgricultureGroup1997).Green

tourism includessuchtypesoftourism asagro-tourism andeco-tourism

(FurukawaandMatsuda2003:11).Recentpromotionofgreentourism isin

responsetotheinternationalpressurefortheliberalizationofagricultureinthe

1990s.However,itspromotionhadalreadybeencarriedoutbythegovernment

since1970.Onthatyear,government’sadvisorycommitteewhichdiscusses

issuesofpromotingmountainvillagessubmittedareportonpromotionand

developmentofmountainvillages.Itsaidthat“mountainvillageregionsshould

playalargenationwiderolebyprotectingandpreservingtheexquisitenature

overalongperiodoftimeandbycontributingtohealthydevelopmentofthe

economyandsociety.....Theregionsprovidethemajorityofpeople(mainlycity

residents)withtheplaceofrecreationandrelaxation.”Thisisconsideredasthe

momentofbirthofgreentourisminJapan(FurukawaandMatsuda2003:12).

Thus,greentourisminitiatedbythegovernmentin1970isfurtherpromoted

recentlyastheinternationalpressureintensifies.

Inordertoattracturbanresidentsfortravelingtoruralareas,travelagents’

officesinurbancitiesoftenuseposterswhichshowbeautifulpaddyfields.The

postersportraytheuniquenessofJapaneseculture,historyandlandscape.Ithas

beenbolsteredbyMinistryofAgriculture,FisheryandForestry(MAFF)’s
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recognitionof100bestterracepaddyfieldsinJapansince1999.Narrowand

steepterracepaddyfieldsarenotsuitedforefficientriceproduction,yet,they

provokeanostalgicfeelingastheyoverlapwiththeimageof“furusato.”

(Yamamura2003).Accordingtoasurvey,about60percentofparticipantsin

greentourismenjoyrurallandscaperepresentedbypaddyfields(NōrinTōkei

Kyōkai2004:233).

Tourismgeneratesincomeforruralresidents.Farmersand/orotherrural

residentsestablishlodgingso-calledminshuku(Kim,1986:189).Theoriginal

imageofminshukuisthatfarmerssharetheiremptyroomsforurbantravelers.

Thefarmerscookspecialruraldishesusingfoodmaterialsfrom theirfarm.

Duringdinner,thefarmerstellfolktalesandotherstoriesrelatedtotheregion.

Asgreentourismwaspromotednationwideespeciallysincethe1990s,programs

onhowtomanageminshukuhavebeencarriedout.JapaneseAgriculture

Group(JA),anagriculturalcooperative,inconjunctionwithMAFF,holda

trainingcourseforruralresidentswhomanageminshuku.Thecourseis

designedtoacquireknowledgeaboutlocalagricultureandtheircommunities.It

alsoteachesskillsinhostingguestsandcreatingfriendlyatmosphere(Japan

AgricultureGroup1997).Thenumberofminshukuoperatedbyfarmersis

about5,000and9-10millionpeopleusedthoseminshukuin2000(NōrinTōkei

Kyōkai2004:232).PaddyfieldsasbeautyareinroadtotheJapaneseruralpolicy

andinmindsoftravelersandruralresidents.Itisasocialconstructionfrom

aboveandbelownecessitatedbythepressurefromtheinternationalmarket

economy.
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Conclusion

Japanesepaddyfieldshavechangedtheirmeaningsovertheyears.Inthe

premodernera,ricefieldsmeantfortherootofsacrednessandmorality.Noble

peoplesaw paddyfieldsassacred.Commonpeoplesaw them asmoral.

However,whenJapanexperiencedmodernizationandwhenitwasgradually

integrated into the internationalmarketeconomy,the negotiation and

renegotiationofthemeaningofpaddyfieldsoccurred.Asaconsequence,the

diversifiedmeaningsemerged.Inurbanareas,paddyfieldsmeantasanasset.In

ruralregions,initially,itwasaplaceforproduction.However,inrecentyears,as

themarketeconomythreatensriceproduction,farmersandruralresidents

begantoseepaddyfieldsasbeauty.Thisnewconceptionofricefieldspromote

greentourism.

Themeaningoflandscapeisnotfixed,thatis,thephysicalenvironment

doesnothaveaninherentmeaning.Themeaningoflandscapeisnegotiatedand

renegotiatedbyactors.Japanesepeoplehavechangedthemeaningofpaddy

fieldsastheyfacedathreatand/oranopportunity.Thatis,thestructuralchange

inJapanesesocietyrequiredtheactorstochangeitssymbolicmeaning.Inthis

process,thestate(theruler)tookapivotalroleindefiningthesocial

constructionofpaddyfields.Thestate(theruler)’smotivationtodefineor

redefineitwasinfluencedbytheinternaldynamicsbeforeWorldWarII(e.g.,

theYamatoperiod–paddyfieldsassacredinrelationtotheformationofthe

imperialsystem;theEdoperiod–paddyfieldasmoralinrelationtothesocial

controloffarmers).AfterWW II,theinternational(external)dynamics(e.g.,

GHQ–thelandreform;WTO–theliberalizationofagriculture)influencedthe

statetoactivelyengageinthesocialconstructionofpaddyfieldsintheformof
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agriculturepolicies.Astheseexamplesshow,underthestronginfluenceofthe

state(theruler),Japanesepeopleconstructedandre-constructedthemeaning

ofpaddyfields.
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Notes
1)Theremaybevarioussymbolicmeaningsofriceandpaddyfieldsdifferentiatedby

time,locationandgroupsotherthanthethreeproposedmeanings.Inthispaper,I

wantedtohighlightthesalientmeaningsappearedinJapan.Thisdoesnotmeanto

negatetheexistenceofothermeaningsofriceandpaddyfields.

2)Forexample,in1987,anaveragegovernmentbenchmarkpriceofcommercialareain

thecentralthreewardsofTokyowas200,000dollarspersquaremeter(Noguchi

1992:13).Thisindicatesthatanaveragesalariedman/womancannotownahousein

thecenterofTokyo.

3)AnUrbanizationPromotionAreaisdefinedas“thezonewheretownshavealready

beenformedandthezonewhereurbanizationwillbesoughtonthepreferentialand

plannedbasiswithinaround10years.”(Hanayama1986:34)
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