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MODERNIZATION IN JAPAN: STAGES AND DIRECTIONS OF REFORMS

The modernization of Japan, conducted after the «<opening» of the country in 1868, is of high interest
for the scientific society in the field of further understanding of the mechanisms that enabled the country
to reach a high level of development. At the end of the XIX century - early XX century Japan’s economic
growth rates exceeded the average indicators of other developed countries of the world. At present, the
Japanese economy is the third economy in the world, which is almost 25% more than the next German
economy, and is equal to economies of India and England combined, which are the following countries
on this list. Despite the fact that modernization in the country was continuous, there are two main stages
of it: modernization in the Meiji period and in the post-war period in the conditions of democratization.
The modernization project has affected all areas of the country’s life. Its distinctive feature is the intro-
duction of new reforms (economic, political, social, etc.) while maintaining the traditional foundations.
The purpose of this work is a comprehensive analysis of the modernization processes that took place in
Japan over the last century and a half. As a result of the elaborated and effectively implemented measures
of the comprehensive modernization plan of the country, Japan has become the most developed country
in the Asia-Pacific region, which successfully competes in the economic and technological spheres with
the West and is in many ways a model of modernization for other Asian countries.

Key words: Japan, modernization of Meiji Ishin period, modernization of post-war period, reforms,
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JKanoHusiAaFbl XXaHFbIPY YPAICi: KeseHAepi MeH pedpopmMarapAbIiH, 6aFbiTbl

1867 >bIAbl 2KaNOHWMAHBIH, KYLUTEN «alUblAyblHaH» KeMiH eAAe OTKi3IAreH >KaHFbIpy MPOLLEC, OHbIH,
AAMYABIH YKOFapbl AeHreiHe XeTKEeH eAAep KaTapblHA KOCIAY KYMUSAQPbIH TYCIHIICI KEAETIH, FbIAbIMK
KOFaMAACTbIKTap YLLUiH YAKEH KbI3bIFYLIbIAbIK TYAbIPATbIHbI aHbIK,. XIX FacblpAbIH asfbl — XX FacbIpAbIH
6acbiHAa YKanoHUSHbIH SKOHOMUKAABIK, ©CYy KepCeTKiluTepi aAeMHiH 6acka AamblFaH eAAepiHiH opTatua
KepceTKiluTepiHeH acbin TycTi. Kasipri TaHAQ, XKarnoH 3KOHOMMKAChI ©63iHeH KeliH TypFaH [epMaHMUSHbIH
9KOHOMMKACbIHaH 25%-Fa acbln, 0AaH KeRiH Tidimae TypFaH YHAICTaH MeH AHMAMS 3KOHOMMKaAApPbIH
KOCa aAFaHAAFbl KOPCETKILUMEH YLWiHLI OPbIHAbI MEMAEHIN TYP. EAAEri XKaHFbIPTY NPOLECIHIH, Y3AIKCI3
>KY3€ere achlpblAbIN OTbIpFaHblHA KapamacTaH, OHbIH HETi3ri eKi Ke3eHiH aTan eTyre 60Aaabl: MaraXm
Ke3€eHi MeH COFbICTaH KeMiHri AeMoKpaTM3aUMIAaHy >KaFAalibIHAAFbl MOAEpPHM3aumst. JKaHFbIpy YPAIC
MEMAEKETTIH 0apAbIK, caraaapbiHa acep eTTi. OHbIH aipblikiia OeArici peTiHae ABCTYPAI cakTai OTbi-
pbin, »aHa pedopMarapAbiH, (SKOHOMUKAABIK, Casick, 9AEYMETTIK, GiAiMm Gepy >kaHe T.6.) eHrisiayiH
aTtacak, 60Aaabl. XKyMbICTbIH MakcaTbl — COHFbI Facbipaa KanoHmsAa OpbiH aAFaH XXaHFbIPTY ypAicTe-
piHe >KaH-)KaKTbl TaAAdy >Kacay. XKaHFbIPYAbIH KelleHA XKOCMapbIHbIH TUIMAI >Ky3ere acblpblAYbIHbIH,
HaTUXKeCiHAE, PKarnoHWs 5KOHOMMKA >KoHe TEXHOAOTMSI cCaraAapblHAA baTbicrieH 6acekere Tyce anaTbliH,
A3BUSHBIH, ©3re eAAepiHe >KaHFbIPY YATICi GOAbIN TabblAaTbiH, A3MSA-TbIHbIK, MyXUTbl aliMarbIHAAFbI €H,
AAMbIFaH eAre aHaAAbl.

Tyiiin ce3aep: XKanoHus, MarAXM ULLIMH Ke3EHIHAET T KaHFbIPY, COFbICTaH KENiHI MOAEPHU3aLLMUS,
pedopMarap, AAMYAbIH KybIr XeTy YATICi.
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MoaepHusaums B AnoHMuM: 3Tarnbl U HaNpaBAeHUs pedpopm

MoaepHmzaums AnoHUKM, NpoBeAEHHast MOCAE «OTKPbITUS» CTpaHbl B 1868 ., NpeACTaBASET Orpom-
HbIl MIHTEPEC AASI HAYUYHOrO coobulecTBa B cpepe yrAyOAeHNs MOHMMaHWSI MEXaHM3MOB, MO3BOAMBLLINX
CTpaHe AOCTMYb BbICOKOrO YPOBHS pa3BuTud. B koHue XIX B. — Hauaae XX B. TeMrbl pocTa 3KOHOMMKM
SINOHMK NPEBBLICMAN CpeAHME NMOKA3aTeAN APYTMX Pa3BUTbIX CTPaH M1pa. B HacTosLee Bpems anoHckas
3KOHOMMKA — 3TO TPETbS IKOHOMMKA B MMpPE, KOTopas MouTh Ha 25% 6GOAbLLE, YeM CAeAytoLIast 3a Helt
S5KOHOMMKA [epMaHnn, 1 paBHa 3aHMMAIOLLMM CAEAYIOLLME MO3ULMKN B 3TOM CMNCKE 3KOHOMMKam MH-
AWM 1 AHFAMM BMeCTe B34TbIX. HeCMOTpa Ha TO, UTO MOAEpPHM3auMsl B CTPaHe NMPOBOAMAACH Hemnpe-
PbIBHO, MO>KHO BbIAEAWUTb ABA OCHOBHbIX 3Tana: MOAEPHM3aUMs B NepruoA ManaA3n 1 B MOCAEBOEHHDIN
nepuoA B YCAOBUSX AeMoKpaTu3aumn. INpoekT MoAepHM3aLmMmn 3aTPOHYA BCe Cpepbl KM3HW CTPaHbI.
Ero oTAMUMTEABHON YepTON SBASETCS BHEAPEHWE HOBbIX pedopM (IKOHOMMUECKMX, MOAMTUYECKMX,
COLMaAbHbIX M Ap.) MPW COXPAHEHWM TPAAMLIMOHHbBIX YCTOEB. LleAblo AaHHON paboTbl IBASETCS BCECTO-
POHHUIT aHaAM3 NPOLLECCOB MOAEPHU3ALMM, MPOXOAMBLLMX B ANOHUM MOCAEAHME MOATOPA CTOAETHMS. B
pe3yAbTaTe pa3paboTaHHbIX M 3(MEKTUBHO PEAAM3OBAHHbBIX MEPOMPUATUIA KOMIAEKCHOIO MAaHa MO-
AEPHM3ALMM CTPAHbI ANOHUS CTaAa CamMOi Pa3BUTOM CTPAHOM A3MATCKO-TMXOOKEAHCKOrO permoHa, Ko-
TOpas yCrneLwHO KOHKYPUPYET B 9KOHOMMYECKOM M TEXHOAOTMYECKOM cdhepax C 3anasoM M SBASETCS BO

MHOroM 06pasLIOoM MOAEPHM3ALMMN AASE APYTMX a3MATCKMX CTPaH.
KaroueBble cAoBa: SnoHus, MoaepHM3aums neprosa Mana3mn MCKH, NOCAEBOEHHasi MOAEPHM3aLIMs,

peopmMbl, MOAEAb AOTOHSIIOLLLETrO PA3BUTHMS.

Introduction

The transformation of Japan from an
authoritarian imperialist to a democratic pacifist
in world affairs is one of the most remarkable
transitions of the last century. This became possible
due to the implementation of a set of measures
aimed at modernizing all spheres of country’s life.
The peculiarity of modernization in the country is
determined by its stable character, which affected
the position of Japan in the world. Successfully
implemented modernization allowed Japan to
move from the catch-up development model to the
level when country searches the ways to further
improvement independently and offers it to the
world. At the stage of catching-up development -
from the 70’s of XIX century - until the late 80’s
of XX century, Japan rose to the level of one of
the most developed economies of the world, next
only to the two countries - the US and China at
present time. In this regard, an in-depth study of the
characteristics of the modernization project allows
us to understand the basic mechanisms that allowed
the feudal, agricultural and decentralized society,
such as Japan in the middle of the 19th century, to
become a highly developed country. What kind of
modernization took place, what was the main idea
of this process, what measures led to the success of
the country - the analysis of these issues became the
goal of this work. During the research, the following
tasks were set: identification of the main stages of
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the modernization process in Japan and analysis of
the adopted reforms. In conditions when the existing
socio-economic system was losing and threatened
with the inevitability of the backlog, modernization
in principle can be considered as a possible way
out of this situation. According to the definition of
the economist Inozemtsev, «modernization is an
integration into the world, and not the adjustment
of the world to itself. All successfully modernizing
countries - Japan in the 1980s, China over the past
decades, the same Brazil (albeit on a regional scale)
- learned the logic of the global economic system
and, using it, became real contenders for the status of
«Power No.1» (Inozemtsev 2008: 5). The methods
of research — generalization and chronological-
problem method, which contribute to the disclosure
of the theme of research and are aimed at achieving
the tasks.

There are two main models of modernization -
Westernization and catching-up development. In the
first case, Western samples are taken as a basis and
simply transferred to all spheres of society, in the
second - on the basis of borrowing new structures
are created for the given society while preserving
national self-identification (Molodyakova 2011: 54).
It was under this scheme that modernization took
place in Japan. The main essence of the model of
catch-up modernization consists in industrialization
and the creation of an industrial culture, in
which the human factor plays the main role. And

Journal of Oriental Studies. Ne4 (83). 2017 61



Modernization in Japan: stages and directions of reforms

modernization does not depend on the political and
social system with the leading role of the state. «The
state (in any form, unitary or federative, democratic
or totalitarian) was «alpha and omegay, the initiator
and inspiration behind catching-up development in
the countries of the East» (Petrov 2011: 249). But the
form of implementation of this process is influenced
by the level of development of the country itself, the
readiness of the masses to understand and solve the
economic and other problems facing them. Equally
important is the formulation by the elite of the goals
and tasks of modernization, the study of its means of
achieving them, and the minimization of the efforts
expended.

The basis for the transformation was the
process of continuous improvement, aimed at the
introduction of Western development patterns, which
was implemented in two stages. At the initial stage,
the modernization was initiated by the new elite of
the traditional society of the Meijian period (1868-
1912), and later in the conditions of democratization
it was continued in the post-war years by the old
elite of an authoritarian society. Thus, it was at the
crucial moments of the country’s development that
the government realized the need for modernization.

The main stages of modernization process in
Japan

In Japan, the new elite that came to power
after the conservative revolution Meiji Ishin
assumed responsibility for the fate of the country,
proceeded with modernization, and formulated the
slogan of development as «a rich country - a strong
army» (Davidov 2015: 78). This was an adequate
response to the challenges of that time. The path
of Japan’s historical development is essentially
an almost continuous process of modernization
of society, not only in terms of the continuous
rationalization of economic activity, but also in the
development of the spiritual sphere (for example,
the conflict-free adoption of democracy that is not
characteristic of the country’s political culture). On
the nature of the modernization process in Japan,
several factors have had a significant impact. First
of all, the high adaptive ability of the population,
that is, the assimilation of various elements of
other civilizations (especially the Chinese), and,
moreover, their transformation into components
of their national values and thus preservation for
future generations. Then the universal impact of
traditions on all spheres of society (Molodyakova
2011: 63). This contributed to the fact that the
transformations in it, even very serious, occurred
without crushing social explosions, through
reforms, without revolutions, by evolution.

In analyzing the Meiji’s and post-war
transformations that were carried out under
conditions of catching-up development, for all
their differences, one can see a certain typology.
In particular, in both cases, the elites chose the
same strategy-to rise to the level of the developed
countries of the West-and implemented it with the
mobilization of all forces and resources by the
state to carry out cardinal systemic reforms, for
the realization of which there were economic and
spiritual prerequisites. The assimilation of all new
things did not lead to a change in national self-
identification to the West. The conditions for the
implementation of the modernization project were
different. In the first case, Japan was formally
independent, but entered into international economic
relations entangled with unequal treaties. In the
second case, at the first stages of modernization, the
country lived under conditions of occupation by the
troops of the victorious allies in accordance with
the directives of the headquarters of the occupation
troops. But all the activities were carried out by
the Japanese authorities, which ensured a certain
confidence in the population. The defeat in the
war and the occupation of the country by foreign
troops interrupted the former way of modernization
of the country, which lasted about seventy years
in the conditions of authoritarian rule, and gave a
powerful impetus to its accelerated development in
the conditions of democracy, which brought Japan
into the ranks of developed countries in almost two
decades.

The set of modernization parameters in both
periods was basically the same, but the order of
their implementation was different. In the Meiji
period, the economic development plan was first
implemented, and then political reforms were
carried out. In the post-war period, economic and
political transformation took place simultaneously
and simultaneously. In each period, its ideology was
formulated, which relied in the first case on the state
shinto and in the second on democratic principles.
Bothtimes they chose the path adequate to the existing
conditions. The key moment in the first period was
the conservative revolution of Meiji Ishin (Meiji
Restoration) and subsequent reforms. These events
determine the entire course of the country’s further
development. Quite rightly there is an opinion that
the roots of many successful achievements of Japan
in the post-war years should be sought precisely in
this period. For a long time, researchers in studying
Meiji Ishin focused on its social, political, economic,
less often - ideological and cultural aspects, and
the spiritual, metaphysical side of the issue was
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ignored or viewed from a materialistic point of
view. Therefore, the interpretation of this event as an
«unfinished bourgeois revolution» based on the non-
critical application of European models to Japan is
incorrect. By the beginning of the Bakumatsu period
(1854-1867), the Tokugawa regime experienced
a total systemic crisis, which could no longer be
overcome by reforms from above, i.e., without a
radical change of elites. By this time the country
was primarily formed by a capable traditionalist-
oriented spiritual and political counter-elite, which
had a modernization program of action.

Creators of Meiji Ishin understood the
inevitability of a clash with the «civilized world»,
from which Japan materially lagged behind,
and carrying out revolutionary, modernization
transformations as the only way to withstand
pressure from outside. The combination of
traditional and revolutionary principles in Meiji
Ishin is obvious when it comes to modernization
and internationalization, which became the most
important task of the new government. The «golden
mean» was found in the formula «wakon-yosai»
(«Japanese spirit - European science»). «European
science» included a full set of modernization
components, however, thanks to the traditionalist
orientation of most of the elite, was inspired by the
«Japanese spirit» and was adopted not by itself and
not completely, but only as necessary or suitable
for the new Japan. Meiji Ishin fulfilled all the main
spiritual, political, social, economic tasks that she
faced and carried out all the reforms necessary for
dynamic development in conditions of a rapid entry
into the “civilized world” in its distinctive national
forms. «The Meiji Legacy» for a long time was
understood historically only externally - as a set of
material transformations that allowed Japan in the
last third of the XIX century to preserve national
independence and enter the world community. The
realized version of modernization not only had a
decisive influence on the subsequent development of
Japan, but also set an example for many countries in
Asia and the «third world». At the same time, it must
be taken into account that the Meiji Conservative
Revolution, the ishin, which took place in a
traditional society, had, first of all, a national, not a
class character. At all stages of modernization, the
transformations in the economy played a decisive
role, since they created the material basis for the
transformation of the country into a modern state.

The Japanese type of modernization is
characterized by a high degree of the state
participation in this process. Since the beginning of
the Meiji era and until the end of World War 11, it
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was a large owner and entrepreneur, occupying key
positions in a number of important sectors of the
economy. Simultaneously, under its comprehensive
control were the most important areas of economic
life, even those in which the state did not own
property and did not engage in business. His main
efforts were directed toward the creation of modern
industrial enterprises equipped with Western
technology, and the banking system, without which
economic development would be impossible.
Already in the 1880s in general, the era of the initial
accumulation of capital was completed, and the
industrial bourgeoisie was formed. The government
decided to transfer to private capital a large part of
the enterprises of the basic industries and concentrate
efforts on strengthening the financial system and
developing military production. Now, in pursuing
the policy of modernizing the economy, the state
relied not only on its enterprises in different sectors,
but increasingly on measures to stimulate the private
sector. During the military economy of the 1930s the
problems of modernization have receded into the
background, and the main was the mobilization of
national resources to achieve military objectives. At
the end ofthe Second World War, the task of economic
modernization again, with the utmost urgency,
began, but in other historical conditions. Japan
entered a new phase of catching-up development,
which ended by the end of the 1980s. During this
time she has made a huge leap in terms of quantity
and quality characteristics and the economy entered
the most advanced position in the world. During
this period, a different model of state participation
in the process of economic modernization emerged.
First of all, the scale of his participation as owner
and entrepreneur has significantly decreased. As
a result of a number of reforms by the end of the
1980s, as the share of state property in the national
wealth of the country, decreased to 11%. However,
this reduction was offset by the increased use of all
other forms of regulation.

Reforms in economical, political,
cultural and other areas

Thankstotheeffortsofthestate,themodernization
process was purposeful, progressive, and in general
a climate was created that was extremely favorable
for investment and development of all forms of
entrepreneurship. Turned into a powerful modern
state, which has all the attributes of a mature market
economy and institutions of developed democracy,
by the end of the 1980s, Japan faced the need to
bring its economic system, quite different from the
systems that existed in other developed countries, in
line with the demands of the times in the context of

social,
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globalization. Since the mid-1990s in the Japanese
economy, reforms began, which, in effect, seized
all the elements of its economic structure. By now,
a significant part of this work has already been
completed, and the economy has acquired new
outlines, has become more market and open (Petrov
2011: 97).

By now, a significant part of this work has already
been completed, and the economy has acquired
new outlines, has become more market and open.
The role of the state was decisive in modernizing
the agrarian sector. By the time this process began,
agriculture, with its heavy legacy of the feudal
era, was Japan’s most backward region. The new
government abolished the feudal dependence of
the peasants, liquidated the feudal ownership of the
land, permitted its purchase and sale, freedom of
choice of cultivated crops, replaced all former forms
of feudal duties with land tax, creating conditions
for modernization. The government tried to model
the structure of agriculture by Western standards
by replacing small-scale production with a model
of large extensive farms using machinery, for
which foreign specialists were invited, agricultural
implements were imported. However, all efforts to
create such farms were not successful, because they
did not justify themselves economically.

The development of agriculture made a serious
contribution to the modernization of the country
as a whole: the land tax in the first two or three
decades was the overwhelming part of the tax
revenues that went towards industrialization. And
the money received from the export of agricultural
products went to pay for the import of the necessary
goods for the transformation of other industries.
Serious progress in the development of agricultural
production was achieved through the improvement
of cultivars and the improvement of technology for
their cultivation. This was the result of joint efforts
of the government, scientists and, of course, the
producers themselves. The state also engaged in the
preparation of qualified personnel for agriculture
(Mizinova 2014: 153). At the same time, the life
of the peasantry has not undergone any significant
changes. The landowners won the most from the
transformations, which concentrated in their hands a
large part of the land, which they basically rented out.
A qualitative leap in solving the agrarian problem
occurred in the first postwar years. A new stage in
the modernization of the industry began, which took
considerably less time. In many respects this was due
to the conditions in which the main transformations
took place. The land reform that abolished landed
estates and subsequent legislative initiatives

created a stable system of small-scale producers.
Protectionist policy of the state for a long time
contributed to the increase of agricultural incomes
and, accordingly, the implementation by farmers of
the modernization of the industry (Molodyakova
2011: 61). For two or three decades of technological
transformation, agriculture has become a completely
modern branch of the economy. But before it there
are still many problems that await their solution on
the path of institutional changes, structural reforms
that should lead to an increase in the efficiency of
production and increase the competitiveness of
Japanese agricultural products in the world market.

For the success of the Japanese type of
modernization, an important factor was the creation
of an entrepreneurial structure and the type of
corporate governance in which traditional and
Western elements were combined. These days they
are called Japanese. Their specificity is determined
by the peculiarities of the national culture and the
belated entry of Japan into the path of the formation
of a market economy. The formation of the
entrepreneurial structure of Japan during the initial
modernization was influenced by close partnership
between business and the state, based on mutual
interest and coincidence of interests. Another
feature of Japanese business practices, which is also
largely conditioned by the nature of modernization,
is the widespread use of informal mechanisms and
norms that are based on the tradition and mentality
of the Japanese. The emergence of a specific system
for financing the activities of companies, focused
primarily on raising funds from a bank loan, rather
than on the stock market, is also largely related to
the nature of the post-Meiji modernization and
the dual structure of entrepreneurship that has
developed in the last third of the XIX century.
The entrepreneurial and managerial practice of
zaibatsu has contributed to the theory and practice
of international management. Thus, in the Japanese
trading houses of the period before Meiji, the model
of corporate culture «family», based on the relations
of paternalism and which is one of the main modern
models of organizational culture, has emerged
completely independently, without any external
influence.

The Japanese management system developed
mainly on its own basis and in the specific historical
conditions of the country. Borrowings concerned
only certain methods and methods of management,
adaptation of foreign technical experience. The
very philosophy of business, the organizational
principles of building large companies remained
essentially the same. A real challenge to the
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Japanese entrepreneurial organization and the
system of corporate governance is globalization.
Japanese corporations, or rather, their leaders, faced
the need for truly radical change. A significant
group of factors contributing to the development of
modernization processes in the Japanese economy is
largely related to the human factor, with the existing
system of personnel management in firms. It is a
synthesis of domestic forms of paternalism and
modern Western management technologies. This
distinguishes it from other developed countries,
where one management system is replaced by
another one. Japanese management experience
was the result of the gradual combination of
well-known management technologies, which
being adapted to external specific conditions
ensured the emergence of an internal motivational
environment in the organization. Such a connection
was based largely on an evolutionary basis, when
one management technology was not replaced at
the same time by another, but was combined with
it, correspondingly changing. The strength of the
Japanese system of personnel management is the
solution of the problem of ensuring the quality of
products, attracting to it absolutely all participants in
production, beginning with top-level managers and
ending with workers. In addition, a system known
as TRM (Total Productive Maintenance) has been
introduced at Japanese enterprises. All the units
participated in its implementation. It is especially
important to emphasize that the target installation
assumed the achievement of «zero losses», «zero
breakdownsy, «zero accidents», «zero marriage».
This management system has successfully passed
the test for maturity and strength in the period of
high growth rates, has clearly shown its advantages
in the days of crises and continues to confirm itself
at the present stage of globalization.

The basis of the achievements in the moder-
nization of the material sphere at the first stage
was the technological reorganization of the entire
production system of Japan on the basis of the latest
Western technologies during the industrial revolution
that was taking place in it and the militarization of
the economy. On the second — the technological
modernization of the country was especially deep,
it covered all aspects of the life of Japanese society
and continues now. The principal feature of this
period is that in industrialized countries there was a
mass transition of many military-oriented industries
to peaceful tracks. A huge detachment of scientists
and engineers of the highest qualifications, who
worked earlier for military needs, has become a
powerful generator of new creative solutions. Under
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these conditions, the main task of Japanese scientists
and engineers was the accelerated formation of an
advanced technological base for new, civilian sectors
of the economy (McMahon 2008:171). Therefore,
research and development were mainly subordinated
to the tasks of improving the production apparatus
by mastering imported equipment and adapting it to
Japanese conditions.

The use of foreign technologies, acquired on
the basis of licensing agreements, made a major
contribution both to the formation of an effective
production apparatus and to the introduction of
advanced products in production. At the same
time, the successes accumulated by the Japanese
themselves developed. Significant results were
achieved through the use of the so-called selective
strategy of economic development. Their main
efforts were directed by Japanese firms to ensure
their dominance in the sphere of mass demand,
and their most important technological priority
was microelectronic technologies, which allowed
to take a course to «saturate» the production
unit with measuring equipment and devices for
automated control of technological processes. On
the basis of these technologies, the Japanese rebuilt
the industrial apparatus of industry, transport,
communications, management, health care,
education, everyday life, etc.

On the basis of these technologies, the
Japanese rebuilt the industrial apparatus of
industry, transport, communications, management,
health care, education, everyday life, etc.
The Japanese experience shows that in order to
realize effective modernization, it is first and
foremost necessary to learn how to creatively use the
world’s major achievements in science, technology
and technology, applying them to the practical tasks
of socio-economic development. In Japan, this was
facilitated by two very important circumstances:
the absence of a large military-oriented sector of
the economy and the closest link to the US research
and production complex, to leading American
companies leading in the field of high technology.
All this allowed Japan to form very strong positions
in the field of high-tech development.

One of the most important components at all
stages of the modernization process was a high level
of education, and, most importantly, of all segments
of the population. The government constantly kept
and keeps under control the system of education,
introducing in it adjustments in accordance with
changes in the needs of society and the tasks
facing it. At the Meiji stage of modernization, a
radical restructuring of the education system was
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required to promptly involve the broad sections of
the population in modern education, which opened
the way for the mastery of Western knowledge - a
necessary factor in modernizing and industrializing.
Equal opportunities were created for education by
representatives of all classes (men and women).
In the first years of the introduction of the Western
education system, the most important, traditional
subject - morality - fell into the background. But
since the ruling elite required the education of the
younger generation in the spirit of loyalty to supreme
power and devotion to national interests, very soon
this subject again comes to the fore (Molodyakova
2011: 78). After the end of the Second World War,
a radical reform of education was again carried out,
which with the necessary amendments continues to
operate at the present time. High education, above
all the labor force, allowed Japan to overcome the
technical and economic backwardness from the
countries developed at that time painlessly.

In the 1970s Japan came to the forefront of the
level and quality of education of the workforce. The
transformation of Japan into the second economy of
the world put the country in new tasks in the field of
education so that it would contribute to the ongoing
modernization. Following the path of catch-up
modernization, Japan in the 1980s in the context of
globalization and the introduction of information
technologies, especially digital technologies, felt
that its traditional education system was outdated.
In the age of high technologies, egalitarianism,
uniformity, and mechanical memorization hamper
the formation of creative personalities. The
country needs not so much «hard-working bees»
as original thinking specialists, whose task is to
solve the current reform of education. Already in
the late 1990’s the main direction was determined,
according to which the reorganization of this most
important sphere is carried out: «from centralization
to decentralization», «from unification to diversity»,
«from rigidity to flexibility». In accordance with
this, three basic principles of educational reform
have been developed: 1) reliance on the education of
individualism, 2) increasing attention to continuing
education or education throughout life, 3) taking global
change into account (Molodyakova 2014: 191).

All the above-mentioned problems of moder-
nization have taken place under the conditions of a
complex and lengthy process of qualitative changes
in the political system. In other words, in the process
of political modernization, both the emergence
of new ones and the adaptation to the changed
conditions of the former political institutions took
place. Political transformations of the Meiji period

led to the liquidation of the Shogun regime and the
establishment of the emperor’s sole authority. The
apotheosis of political reforms was the constitution
adopted in 1889, which completed the process
of political formulation of the semi-absolutist
regime. The peculiarity of this model was the lack
of specificity in the distribution of responsibility
between different political actors (Molodyakova
2009: 49). Since the Emperor rarely made decisions
alone, sovereignty was in fact usurped by his closest
associates. In the political reforms of the post-
war period, foreign policy considerations played
an important role, since they took place under the
conditions of occupation. For the United States it
was important to eliminate the military threat from
Japan, to minimize even the theoretical possibility
of the emergence of a new militaristic regime, for
which a solid foundation for the development of
democracy in the country was created. In the process
of modernization, those characteristic features of the
pre-war political system that helped to establish an
authoritarian regime were dismantled.

The result of political modernization of the
second half of the 1940s became a model specific
for Japan of the party political system, entrenched
in political science slang called «the system of
1955». The essence of it was that for four decades,
one political force dominated the political arena -
the Liberal Democratic Party (LDP), which had a
monopoly over power throughout this period. But
at the same time, which is very important, Japan
remained a fully democratic state, elections were
held regularly at all levels in the country, political
rights and freedoms were respected. With the end
of the bipolar era and the transition of Japan to a
postindustrial development model, conditions for a
new stage of political modernization have matured.
The Japanese ruling elite has so far failed to resolve
several fundamental issues related to improving the
effectiveness of political management (Knudsen
2008a: 102). First of all, we are talking about the
need to create a competitive architecture of political
parties. Another important point of political
modernization is the search for a more perfect
political decision-making system on the part of the
«party of power». After the administration of the
Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) came to power in
2009, the question was raised on the introduction of
the Westminster model into the political system, in
which the cabinet of ministers, which functions as
a «political dispatchy», is in the center of decision-
making. In the framework of this system, the
political link in state administration does not oppose
the bureaucracy, but realizes its direct management
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from within the cabinet of ministers (Petrov 2011:
178). Since this system contradicts the traditions
of consensual democracy that has been established
in Japan, its implementation entails considerable
difficulties and will require considerable time.
However, only material transformations as the
experience of other countries show, does not
guarantee success. Therefore, the modernization of
the country could not but affect the spiritual sphere.
It has caused many new phenomena in the life of
the Japanese. Perhaps the most important among the
cultural phenomena that have emerged in connection
with modernization are mass culture. It was she
who identified the face of Japan in the twentieth
century and, most likely, will only strengthen its
position in the coming century (Molodyakova 2006:
101). The appearance in Japan of a mass culture (in
the strict sense of the word) is associated with the
modernization of the country, when radical changes
in society demanded the creation of a channel
for the transmission of knowledge, attitudes and
norms to the broad masses of the population, the
entire nation. This function, in principle, was taken
over by mass culture. It is closely connected with
information carriers, and the level of its development
is largely determined by the technical and economic
capabilities of its time.

The cultural model of the USA was taken as
a basis, but, as already noted, foreign borrowing
alone can not ensure successful promotion of
cultural modernization if there are no corresponding
internal prerequisites for this. First of all, it is
about the availability of the necessary economic
base for the development of the country, a high
level of its industrialization and scientific and
technical achievements, as well as objective socio-
cultural prerequisites (Katasonova 2012: 159).
Almost all the post-war Japanese mass culture is
connected primarily with one of the fastest growing
telecommunications spheres in these years: cinema,
television, animation, video and computer games,
etc. Japan was able to harmoniously combine the
advanced technical ideas with the achievements ofthe
national mass culture, thus creating a fundamentally
new high-tech cultural product, which is unusually
in demand today in many countries of the world.

Cultural export of Japan, in the first lines of
which appear animated films, comics, movies,
computer games, etc., today, in terms of the
scale of the target audience and, accordingly, its
ideological and spiritual influence on the population
of other countries, exceeds technological exports.
The concept of dyad «literature / societ» existing
in sociology makes it possible in many ways to
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understand the moods of people who live in this or
that era. At the same time, both components of the
dyad are equally significant. The literary passions of
the reading public, the work of writers, the opinion
of critics are in fact a reaction to the processes that
occur in society and can serve as a characteristic of
his state. After the Meiji restoration, the Japanese
culture experienced a powerful western influence,
which caused the appearance of new customs,
fashion, literary and philosophical currents, new
words and concepts (Molodyakova 2007: 55).
Members of various educational societies, as well as
translated literature, brought to the contemporaries
the ideas of the West on the state structure, civil
rights, and individual freedom. Brought up in the
spirit of Confucian morality, the Japanese did not
easily understand the whole mass of new concepts,
moreover, in Japanese there were not always words
for their adequate translation. And if in the initial
period of the Meiji era there was not yet own prose,
then a little more than half a century after the
country’s modernization began, the literary palette
of Japan becomes very diverse (Petrov 2011: 203).
Much of it showed a change in attitude towards
the world and its reflection in literature. This, in
turn, pointed to the fact that to the subtle emotional
perception that always distinguished the Japanese,
the desire to comprehend what was happening and
the ability to perceive the world rationally was
added.

Inpost-war Japan, attention to its cultural heritage
i1s renewed, but at the same time there has been a
tendency to perceive its country with its culture and
literature in a global context. To position the country
in the world, for the successful functioning in it, the
formation of its image, which is also modernized, is
of great importance (Molodyakova 2014: 258). In
the external world, the image of Japan is perhaps
one of the most striking. Particular attention is
attracted to his amazing quality, such as the ability
not to grow old in his essence, despite the change in
external forms. It is rapidly changing in accordance
with a new political, social, economic or other
situation.

It turns out that the picture that we all used to
see before ourselves and which we habitually call
the «image of Japany, fully associating with it in our
minds the real country, in fact is in a sense «half-
truth». She sets certain directions for «conjecture» in
accordance with our social experience. The history
of the emergence and development of this «half-
truth», in fact, is the history of the modernization of
the image of Japan. In general, the modernization of
the image without its radical break-up or perestroika
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can be recognized as one of the most interesting
features that are specific to Japan’s foreign policy
image. During the Meiji period, Japan was visited
by more than a thousand Christian preachers and
several hundred professors from the United States
and European countries. The image of «picturesque
Japan», painted by these «charmed wanderersy,
forever imprinted in the unprepared consciousness
of Europeans. And it was the image of the past, the
image of the disappearing, not emerging Japan. This
allowed the interested party to think through the
image in a pleasant direction, creating an effect, later
called «japanism» (Murzina 2014: 61). An idealistic
subject of image was created, which successfully fell
into the expectations of the audience. But the image
does not arise from nowhere, its simulation is done
by very specific people, most of which are forever
unknown, but some leave their name in history.

Results of the research

The analysis of the Meiji’s and post-war
modernization processes identified a certain
typology. In both cases the elites chose the same
strategy - to rise to the level of the developed
countries of the West and implemented it with the
mobilization of all forces and resources by the state.
The assimilation of all new things did not lead to
a change in national self-identification to the West.
But the conditions for the implementation of the
modernization project were different. In the first
case, Japan was formally independent, but entered
into international economic relations entangled with
unequal treaties. In the second case, at the first stages
of modernization, the country lived under conditions
of occupation by the troops of the victorious allies
in accordance with the directives of the headquarters
of the occupation troops.

Also the set of modernization parameters
in both periods was the same, but the order of
their implementation was different. In the Meiji
period, the economic development plan was first
implemented, and then political reforms were
carried out. In the post-war period, economic and
political transformation took place simultaneously

and simultaneously. In each period, its ideology was
formulated, which relied in the first case on the state
shinto and in the second on democratic principles.
Both times they chose the path adequate to the
existing conditions.

Conclusion

It can be assumed that the Japanese were one
of the first experimental and theoretical ways to
determine that the basis for a correct, successful
and effective modeling of the image of the country
is its continuous «conservative modernization» -
the regular updating of a limited number of long-
established, tested stereotypes with the purpose of
their external compliance with the requirements of
the time without attempts to break historical ties in
the minds of recipients. In recent decades, cultural
diplomacy has become increasingly important,
which is a complex and multidisciplinary activity
aimed at creating the country’s image.

With the advent of the Japanese model of
catch-up modernization, which is not an exact
copy or imitation of the Western model, it can
be said that the latter is no longer the only way
for the whole non-western world. Japan, the most
developed country in the Asia-Pacific region,
successfully competes in the economic and
technological spheres with the West and is in many
ways a model of modernization for other Asian
countries. More precisely, it shows the direction
of the path. At present, four «development
echelons» or four waves of development are
singled out in the region, which are figuratively
called «the structure of flying geese». Japan led
it with its successful modernization. At the same
time, the development of Asian countries does
not aim at a radical change of socio-cultural
foundations, as Japan did not do in its time. Thus,
at present, modernization is undergoing dramatic
metamorphosis. Covering the whole planet, it
set in motion social mechanisms that prompted a
number of cultures and communities of the world
periphery to get out of lethargy.
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