


IINTRODUCTION

Letmestartthispaperwitharatherironicobservation:thestudy

oftranslationisanuneasytopicwithincontemporaryJapaneseStud-

ies.Thereasonforthis,ascaneasilybedemonstrated
,istobefound

intheconceptofsocietytheyembrace.Everybodywillagreethat

translationiscommunication;andthatitiscommunicationcrossing

regionalboundaries,`trans-regional'communicationsotospeak .Itis

the`trans一'intheabovedescriptionthatindeedposesaproblemfor

currentnotionsandtheoriesofsociety,whethertheyareexplicitlythe-

matisedorimplicitlyunderliesociologicalresearch.Attheendofthe

twentiethcentury, .thenotionofsocietyisstillprimarilyregionallyori-

ented.Oneviewssociety(orsocieties)asaterritoriallydefinedentity

-Japanesesociety
,Belgiansocietyandsoon-andoneassumesthat,

asdifferentbutequivalententities,theycanbecompared .Itmustbe

stressedherethatthisobservationdoesnotmerelyconcernearlier
,

`pre -reflexive'literature;eventhemoremature
,reflexiveliterature-of

whichJapaneseStudieshasproducedquiteabitinthelastdecade'一

questioningtheverypremisesofJapanresearch,doesnotmanageto
`deconstruct'theregionalist

undertonegoverningsociologicalresearch

onJapan.

Itwillbeclearthat,preciselyforregionallyorientedJapaneseStud-

ies,thetopicofthiscollectionofessaysisrather`exotic' .When

regionaldifferencesareviewedasprimordial,communicationtran-

scendingthesedifferences(e.g.translation)islikealogicaltertiumnon

datur.Consequently,translationstudiesareakindoftwilightzone .It

isnotclearhowthestudyoftranslationfitsintothecurrentframe
,how

itcanbethematised;andthenitislefttootherbranchesofscience .

Thatthisistrue,canbecorroboratedempiricallyfromthesumtotalof

researchJapaneseStudieshaveproducedandstillproduce:translation
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studiesoccupyonlyaminorpartofthelargebulk.Indeed,theimpact

oftranslationsonJapan'ssocialorderforinstance,hastendedtobe

treatedasamarginalphenomenon.

Consequently,theforemostaimofthispaperistoproposeanew

conceptofsociety,onethatallowsforafullappreciationofcommuni-

cationindependentofregionalboundaries-amongothers,translation.

TheframeworkwepickisthesystemstheoryoftheGermansociolo-

gistNiklasLuhmann.Highlightingsomekeyconceptsofthegeneral

frameworkprovidedbyhistheoryofautopoieticsocialsystems(para-

graphsii),wewillshowhowasurprisinglydistinctiveconceptofsoci-

ety一`(global)societyastheencompassingsocialsystem'一isdevel-

oped(paragraphiii).Specialattentionwillbedevotedto`functional

differentiation'(III3),asthisconstitutes,inLuhmann'sview,thecen-

tralcharacteristicofmodernsocietyandremainsthedominantsocial

structureattheendofthetwentiethcentury.Inthesecondpartofthe

paper,thetopicoftranslationistakenupandlinkedtotheconceptofa

functionallydifferentiatedsociety(paragraphiv).Contrarytothecur-

rentparadigm,wewillstresstheprofoundimportanceoftranslation

forsocietalstructure.
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IITOWAK--ANEWCONCEPTOFSOCIETY

Wemayaskourselveswhetheritisworthwhiletoclingtoexisting

conceptualisationsofsociety,andtheareastudies'spredilectionfor

whatcouldbecallednationalcultures.Doese.g.thephilosophyof

JacquesDerridanotteachusthatpreciselythemarginsdeserveour

particularinterest?20r,formulatedintheterminologyofsecond-order

cybernetics:isnottheblindspotofanobservationimportantasit

makestheobservationpossibleatall?3Apartfromthat,theexistence

perseoftransregionalcommunicationisempiricallyincontestable.

TheresimplyexistsalargeamountofWesternworkstranslatedinto

theJapaneselanguage.Andespeciallythetwentiethcenturyprovides

overwhelmingevidenceofsocial`events'thatcontradicttheassumed

primacyofterritorialboundaries.AphenomenonknowninJapaneseas

々o々z45訪 々8々たoη(internationalmarriage)demonstratesthatthedomain隱 際 結 婚

oflovedoesnotseemhamperedbygeographicalorpoliticalfrontiers;

theglobaleconomyhasbeenrealityforages;scientistsmeetatinterna-

tionalconferencesandthwarts,bydefinition,attemptstoreduceitto

regionalspecificities(inthesenseof`Americaneconometrics',`French

sociolinguistics',etc.).Tociteastrikingexample,theJapanesemath-

ematiciansTaniyamaandShimuramadecrucialcontributionstothe
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proofofFermat'slasttheorem(Singhx997),obviouslyunimpededby

regionaldifferences.Indeedthereseemstolurksomethinghighlyprob-

lematicbehindtheregionalistconceptofsociety.AsHarumiBefuhas

oncepointedout,onerisksamerecaricatureifconscientiouslyclinging

toit;statingthatonedoesnotfeelnotbeboundbytheconsequences

oftheregionalistviewclearlyimpliessurrenderinginthefaceofmore

rigorousconceptualisations;andevenifweexpressourreservations

vis一一vistheregionalistparadigm,itdoesnotnecessarilysafeguardus

fromtheoreticalabsurdities.

Inanycase,forNiklasLuhmanntheaforementionedfactssuffice

todesignatetheregionalistconceptofsocietyasanobstacle駱ist驤�

mologique(afterGastonBachelard).Inhismonumentalstudyofsoci-

etyDieGesellschaftderGesellschaft(`TheSocietyofSociety
,'1997)ﾟ

theregionalistassumptionisplacedalongsidethreeotherobstaclesthat

arecontrastedwithhisowntheoryofsociety,whichheproceedsto

defineasanattemptat"radicallyanti-humanist,radicallyanti-region-

alist,andradicallyconstructivistconceptofsociety"(LuhmannIgg7:

34-35)・Forthischapteronequestionisofparticularimportance:isit

possibletodevelopatheoryofsocietythatisabletotakeintoaccount

boththetrivialisationofregionalboundariesbycommunicationonthe

onehand,andtheobviousandequallyempiricalexistenceofregional

differencesontheother?Iaminclinedtoanswerpositively.Howthis

canbedoneconcretelyisagainexplainedbymeansofLuhmann'ssoci-

ology.SozialeS:ystenZe:G7〃 雇 γ∫β θ勿 θγβ1えgθ吻 θ∫ηθηTわ θoγ'θ(Luhmann

1984)shiftstoamoreabstractlevelofinvestigation."Ourflightmust

takeplaceabovetheclouds,andwemustreckonwitharatherthick

cloudcover.Wemustrelyonourinstruments.Occasionally ,wemay

catchglimpsesbelowofalandwithroads,towns,rivers,andcoast-

linesthatremindusofsomethingfamiliar[...].Butnooneshould

fallvictimtotheillusionthatthesepointsofreferencearesufficient

toguideourflight"(Luhmannエ995[lg841,L).Thiscallsforsome

elaboration,asitobviouslycannotimplyabstractionaspureartistry
,

andcertainlynotabstractionwithamereanalyticalrelevance .Inspite

oftheofteninvokeddistinctionbetweentheoryandpractice,systems

theoreticalconceptsdorefertothingsthatundeniablyexistinthereal

world:meaning,time,process,andsoon.However,thenecessityfor

abstractionliesintheobjectofinquiry:society.Societalcomplexity

requiresatheorycapableofformulatingacomplexanalysisofcomplex

(social)phenomena;andabstractionmayproveextremelyusefulin

analysingsomesocietallyproducedparadoxes,includingtheaforemen-

tinnedapparentlysimultaneousprocessesofglobalisationandregion一
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alisation.Theexplicitmeritofthisshifttowardsahigherlevelof

abstractionclearlyliesinthewiderrangeofapplicationabstraction

allowsfor;itmaybepossibletoputthingsintoadifferentperspective,

andexperimentwithcertainproblemsandtherelatedproblemsolving

methodologies.In1984,thisapproachtowhatconstitutesasociologi-

calproblem,andhowtheorybuildingcanrespondtothatresultedin

theformulationofa`generalframework':notsomuchatheoryofsoci-

etyinitsownright,butaself-supportiveconstructionbuiltofconcepts

thatacquiretheirmeaninginreferencetoeachother(LuhmannIg84:

xiix).Andpreciselybecauseofthis,itisnecessarytoworkwithcon-

ceptsthataredefinedveryclearly,veryrigorously,inordertoachieve

ahighcondensation(systemstheorywouldprefertospeakof`self-

reference')一exactlyasinmathematics,inwhichaxioms,definitions,

theoremsetc.connecttoeachother.40ntheonehand,thiselaborate

attentiontowardsmattersofconceptualisationislargelyresponsible

fortheesotericnaturethatisallegedlycharacteristicofLuhmannian

systemstheory.50ntheother,itillustratesthehighlyconstructivist

natureofthetheory,asconceptsareindeeddefinedinrelationtoeach

other,irrespectiveofanyquestionaboutthe`realmeaning'ofacon-

cept.Intheend,questioningthecommonsensicaluseofnotionsmay

theappropriateguidelineforthedesignofconcepts:oneposesacon-

cept,definesitandtestsitsexplanatorypotential."Morethanany

othersociologicaltheory,systemstheorydoesnotaccepttakingany-

thing,beittheworldornotions,forgranted.Luhmannaddsthatthis

isanabsurdpremise;yetasanabsurdpremiseitavoidsthedangerof

errorandmoreoverforcesthetheorytoreconstructinitsownterms

anythingitwantstodescribe"(BaeckerIg97:39).6Theconsequences

forthepresentationofthegeneralframeworkasacoherentwholeare

surprising.Aseventhemoreexperiencedtheoristswillagree,Soziale

Systemeisadifficultbook,characterizedbyapedagogicalstructure/

arrangementreminiscentonlyofWittgenstein'sTractatusorcompara-

bletreatiseson(formal)mathematicallogic.Awareofthefactthatits

formulationcanonlytakeplaceinrealityandintheworld,thetheory

graduallyunfold.Whereasitisinitiallyconcernedwithapresentation

ofthedifferencebetweensystemandenvironmentasitsmainthrust,

itispreparedtoreworkthisthemethroughoutthefollowingchapters,

andrelateittowellknowntopicsandmethodologiesofsociological

theory.AndjustasincaseoftheTractatus,self-reflectionisanultimate

keystoneoftheventure.Theframeworkisthereforeconcludedwith

remarksonthestatusofitsknowledge(epistemology)asproduced

withintheworld,andsubjectedtotheverypremisesthetheorycom一
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mitteditselfto.Thetheorythusre-entersitselfasoneoftheobjects
ithastakentobe`outthere'forsociologicalanalysis.Itexplainsthe
necessitytorealizeitselfasa(social)systeminanenvironment,incon-
cordancewiththeepistemologicalpresuppositionsunrealisedatthe
outsetbutinevitably`present'inordertosupportthetheoryinthe
courseofitscomposition.

IIIARADICALLYANTI-REGIONALISTCONCEPTOFSOCIETY

ITHETHEORYOFSOCIALSYSTEMSANDSOCIETY
LetusnowconsiderthewaybywhichLuhmannarrivesatformulat-

ingatheoryofsociety.Inthefirstplace,thetheoryofsocietyisdirectly
linkedto(andmustbelinkedto)themoregeneralconceptualframe-
work,whichisthetheoryofsocialsystems(Luhmann1984) .'Thedis-
tinctionbetweensystemandenvironmentbeingitscentralparadigm ,
thenewsystemstheoryclaimstobecapableofcatchingeverysocial

phenomenonintermsofeithersystemorenvironment.Thiswould
makeitauniversalistic-albeitnotexclusivistorsolipsist-theory.The
word`every'inthesentence`everysocialphenomenon'shouldthere-
forebetakenveryliterally:itconcernssmall,rel穰ivelysimplesocial
systemssuchas`interactions',butjustaswellmuchmorecomplexsys-
terns,e.g.organisations,orverylargesystemssuchasscienceorreli-

gion,oreven`society'.Ultimately,asalreadymentioned,itconcerns
systemstheoryperseaswell,asitcomestoviewitselfasasystemin
anenvironment.This`autological'componentneednotbereexamined
here.Carefultoavoidanontologicalordefinitionalmuddle,itmay
beconsideredwisetorelyontheaccepteddescriptionof(autopoietic)
systemsasformulatedbytheChileanbiologistHumbertoMaturana:
here,systemsaredefinedas"unities,asnetworksofproductionsof
components,thatrecursively,throughtheirinteractions,generateand
realisethenetworkthatproducesthemandconstitute,inthespacein
whichtheyexist,theboundariesofthenetworkascomponentsthat

participateintherealisationofthenetwork"(zg8r:2z).Whendiscuss-
ingthespecificcaseofsocialsystems,thisrequiresthefollowingspeci-
fications:

1 Socialsystemsproducecommunicationsastheirelements ,i.e.

communicationsaretheatomic,notfurthermoredecomposable

elements(Letztelemente)thatrepresenttheunityofthreeselec-

tions:information(onemustpicksomethingamongalterna一
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tivestocommunicateabout),utterance(aselectedinformation

mustbeuttered),andunderstanding(distinguishingbetween

informationandutterance).Onecannotsufficientlystressthe

importanceofthelatterselection.Understandings,including

misunderstandings,markafulldistinctionbetweencommuni-

cationandthemerespeech`act'.Atlast,theunderstanding

determinesthewayinwhichacommunicationwillbecon-

ceivedinthecommunicativeprocess,regardlessofhowitmay

havebeendesignedbythe`sender'.Strictlyspoken,theabove

conceptualisationnotonlyrendersthemetaphoroftransmis-

lionobsolete,asitdestroysthedistinctionbetweenasender

andareceiver;moreimportantly,itallowsforanautonomous

sphereofthesocial(socialsystems)bydrawingattentiontothe

wayinwhichthecommunicativeprocessitselfassignsmeaning

toitselfanditscommunications.8

11Asacorollarytothis,theunitythesystemachievesforitself

viaitselementsismadecommunicatively,andinnootherway.

Consequently,ifthesystemdifferentiates,differentiationtoo

willbeexecutedaccordingtocommunicative`attractors'.9And

thesystem'sevolutiontoowillfollowtheautopoiesisofcom-

munication(Luhmann1997:2).Thiswayofoperatingisindeed

notmerelylimitedtotheachievementofasystem'sunity,its

differentiation,oritsevolution:everythingthesystemdoes,

isdoneautonomously,viasystemicoperations(=communica-

tions)(LuhmannIg84:35-38;idem:48).Briefly:"thesystem

doeswhatitdoes"(Luhmannr997:88).Thatiswhatwemean

bytheconceptof`autopoiesis'.

IIILastbutnotleast,theseremarksarevalidforallkindsof

socialsystems.Inthecaseofinteractions,forinstance,theunity

willbeachievedbymeansofthemes;forgiganticsocietalsub-

systemssuchasscience,ontheotherhand,communications

connecttoeachotherbymeansofa`code'availabletothe

respectivefunctionallydifferentiatedsystems(LuhmannIg97:

743-776).Importantforourdiscussion,itisarguedthatscien-
tificcommunicationsareregulatedandclassifiedbymeansof

thedifferencebetween`true'and`false'.

105

Theconceptofsocietyisbroughttotheforeforaspecialreason:
"Sociologymusthaveaconceptforthetotalityofwhatissocial -

whetheronecallsthis(dependingontheoreticalpreferences)thetotal-

ityofsocialrelations,processes,actions,orcommunications"(Luh一

1)art∬ ∬TranslationandtheArti(:ulationOItheModernEpistemetn/apan
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mann2984:408).`Society'isprobablytheonlyseriouscandidatefor
thisrole.Equallytotalsignifiersase.g.`theworld'aretoomuchof
anincoherentmass,i.e.theyshouldbestudiedasaggregatesofmean-
ingsratherthanpossessingasystemicunity.Inmorecharacteristically
systemstheoreticalwords:societyisthesocialsystemencompassingall
othersocialsystems(GesellschaftalsumfassendesSozialsystem).With
everycommunication,societygrows,societyisaltered.Itsfunctionis
the(re)productionofcommunicationitself,anditthusrepresentsthe
socialsystemparexcellence.Thishassomeseriousconsequences.Soci-
etyisputintoaveryspecial,ifnotexclusive,perspective:asitencom-

passesallsocialsystems,itistheonlysocialsystempossessinganenvi-
ronmentinwhichthereexistsnoothersystemofthesame(i.e.social)
kind-butthisdoesnotmeanthatsocietyisasystemdevoidofenvi-
ronment!Thisconditionrevealstheparticularstatusofthesocialsci-
encesasascientificdiscipline.Inviewoftheabovedefinition,society
cannotbeobservedfromoutside:sociology,andsociologicaltheory
mustrefertothemselvesasaproductoftheautopoieticoperation
modeofthesocietalsystem.Differentsociologies,includingthelareger
bulkoftheareastudies,arenotbotheredbytheimplicationsfortheory
buildingthisclearlyentails.Ifoneisinclinedtobelievethatsocietyisa
territoriallydefinedentity,itmakessensetobelieveitcanbeobserved
fromoutsideaswell.Butifoneistrulywillingtoadopttheviewof
societyastheall-encompassingsocialsystem,sociologymustaccount
foritspeculiarepistemologicalstatus(anditscurrentlyinsifficientreal-
isationthereof).Anditwillneedtoincorporatetheaforementioned
andoftencontested`autological'component,i.e.itmustunderstandit
issubjecttotheveryprocessesandoperationsitinquiresinto.Itisfor
thisreason,Luhrnannargues,thathistheoryofsocietyis-somewhat

paradoxically-entitled`TheSocietyofSociety':itisadescriptionof
societythroughtheeyesofthesocialsystem`society'.Aboveall,this
impliestherealisationofthecontingencyofthisdescription,asitisone

(andmerelyone)amongdifferentpossibilities.Subjectedtothehistori-
callycontingentprocessesandevolutionofthesocialsystemsociety
itself,sociologicaldescriptionsofthissocietycannotsimplyestablish
themselvesasobservationsofanobserverthatis`objectively'there;
rather,theself-referentialcircularity(andthus:contingency)ofsoci-
ety'scommunicationswillhavetobereflectedinthedescription.The
acclaimeduniversalismofthetheoryistherebyshowntobetheoppo-
siteofsolipsismonlogicalgrounds.

IISOCIETYASGLOBALSOCIETY
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Butforourdiscussion,thereisafarmoreimportantconsequence

impliedinsuchtheoryofsociety.Ifwearereallywilling-andthe

lineofargumentindicatesthatwedo-r)tothinkofsocietyasa

socialsystemrealisingitsunityinautonomouslyproducedcommuni-

cations,andz)todefinesocietyastheall-encompassingsocialsystem,

oneconclusionimposesitselfuponus:societycannotbebutglobal

society(Weltgesellschaft)."Thedefinitionofsocietyastheencompass-

ingsocialsystemhasasaconsequencethattherecanbeonlyonesoci-

etalsystemforconnectivecommunication.Strictlyspeaking,different

societalsystemsmayexist,similarlyasinthepasttheyusedtotalkof

apluralityofworlds;butifonedoesso,thenonlyifcommunication

betweenthesesocietiesisnon-existent,or,ifseenfromtheviewpointof

therespectivesocieties,communicationwiththeothersiseitherimpos-

sibleorwithoutconsequences"(LuhmannIg97:145).Onemayoblect

herethatthisisatautology10:thenotionof`globalsociety'isalready

impliedintheaforementionedspecifications.Andeventually,several

systemstheoreticiansseemtobebotheredbythis`problematic'con-

ceptualisation(Blomz997:2zﾟ一ZZO).However,westressthattautolo-

giesneednotbetheoreticaldeficiencies."Societyasglobalsocietyis

amerelogicalimplicationofatheoreticalchoicemadeattheoutset.

Atthispoint,onemustevaluatethefruitfulnessofthatchoice.When

wedefinedsocietyasasocialsystem,wedidsobecausewebelieved

itusefultodoso-andwemustaccepttheconsequencesthisentails.

Denyingorbeingunwillingtoacceptthemwouldimplyembracing

theveryessentialismLuhmanniansystemstheorywantstoavoid.We

remindthereaderherethatconceptsarenottobejudgedinterms

oftheir`essential'value,butintermsoftheirexplanatorypotential

-systemstheorywouldpreferthetermconnectivity, .Aπ56乃1π β々 痂g-

keit,here-thatisgainedoutoftheoverallconstructionofconcepts

referringtoeachother(cf.supra).Inanycase,andincontrasttothe

regionalistparadigm,systemstheoryseemstobeabletoaccountfor

theempiricalfactofgloballycommunicatingsociety;andfurthermore

itisabletobringaphenomenonsuchas`translation'intoperspective

-becauseitwaswillingtotestthedefinitionofsocietyasasocial

system!
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IIITHEDIFFERENTIATIONOFSOCIETY

Does`globalsociety'thenimplyagloballyhomogeneousunityof

communications?Certainlynot.Definingsocietyasanundifferentiated

massofundifferentiatedcommunicationswouldclearlybeatheoreti-

calmistake.Thenecessityforabstractionindicatedintheabovepara一
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graphswasobviouslyonlyintendedinordertoenablefurtherspecifi-

cation,andnewdistinctions.Aboveall,systemstheorywantstobea

theoryofdifferences,ofdistinctions;distinctionsthatevenmarkthe

conceptualapparatus(systemenvironment;formmedium ...)itself.lz

Accordingly,differentiationisoneofthemostcentralconceptsofthe

theory.Andasisthecasewithmostsystemstheoreticalconcepts,its

definitionisnotself-evident.Ratherthanhebreakingupofthesystem

intoseveralpieces,itisdefinedas"therepetitionofsystemformation

withinsystems.Furthersystemenvironmentdifferencescanhediffer-

entiatedwithinsystems"(LuhmannIgg4:18) .Hence,whe皿wetalkof

thedifferentiationofsociety,wedonothintatthedissolutionofsoci-

etyintosubsystems.13Rather,societycopiesitselfwithinitself,thereby

producingatthesametimemorecomplexityandstabilityforitself.In

DieGesellschaftderGesellschaft,Luhmanndistinguishesfour`types'

ofdifferentiation(Luhmann1997:609-6z8):

一segmentarydifferentiation
,i.e.differentiationintosimilar/equal

subsystems(e.g.families);

一differentiationaccordingtocentre/periphery(e
.g.thedifferentia-

tionofsocietyintoequivalentunitsofwhichsomefunctionas

`spheresofinfl
uence';characteristicofculturalempires),

一stratificatorydifferentiation
,bywhichafundamentalinequality

ofrankisproduced(e.g.feudalsociety);

一functionaldifferentiation
,bywhichbothaninequality(offunc-

tion)andanequality(ofstatus)ofdifferentiatedsystemsispro-

duced(e.g.thefunctionalsubsystemsofmodernsociety:science
,

thejudicialsystem,theeconomy,politics...)

Forourdiscussion-andthiswillbeelaboratedlaterinthispaper-

functionaldifferentiation,orrathertheshifttothefunctionallydiffer-

entiatedsociety,isofparticularinterest,asitconcernstheoftendis-

cussedandoftenmisunderstoodtransitionfromfeudalismtomoder-

nity.Clearly,theformofsocietycharacterisedbydifferentiation

accordingtofunctionalpointsoforientationismodernity .Lateron,

wewilldiscusstranslationinrelationtothisnotion .Tobemorepre-

cise,`functionallydifferentiatedsociety'meansthatcommunicationis

directedbythecommunicativebeaconsofscience
,theeconomy,poli-

tics,thejudicialsystem,religion,art,andsoon ....Orputinother

words:itisthecommunicativetrajectorieslaidoutbythosesystems

differentiatedfromeachotherthathaveprimacyoverotherformsof

differentiation,definesocietalstructure,andtakeonprimaryimpor一
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tanceforthecontinuationofcommunication.Thisentailsapeculiar

combinationofbothspecificityanduniversality.Specificityontheone

hand,asthesystemsviewrealityaccordingtotheirspecificcode'4;but

universalityontheother,astheentiresocialrealityisgraspedinthe

termsofeachsystem.15Science,thefunctionalsystemthatismostof

ourconcernhere,tendstoviewthewholeworldintermsofthediffer-

encebetweentrueandfalse,andtherebydelineatesitsreachfrome.g.

religionorpolitics;andtheuniversalityofthe`code'isevenextended

toincludeeventhedistinctionbetweentrueandfalseitself(epistemo-

logicalquestions).Thereforewesaythatfunctionallydifferentiated

systemsareequalintheirinequality(Luhmann1997:6z3).Inturn,this

hasimportantconsequencesforthesemanticsofsociety.Withthepri-

macyoffunctionaldifferentiationestablished,societyforsakestheuni-

fledstandpointofobservation,oran`Archimedeanpoint'.Instead,it

isdistinguishedbyanirreconcilablemultiplicityofstandpoints,bya

lackofcontrollinginstance:inshort,by`polycontexturality'(G�ther

I976-197911:283-306).Thismaywellbeauniqueinstantinworld

history:atnootherpointintimehavesocietiesforsakentoappeal

toaunifyingviewpointpremodernsocietiesobviouslyneeded.Empiri-

calevidenceclearlysupportsthisclaim.`Modern'descriptionsofsoci-

etypreferalienationoveridentity;multiplicityoveruniformity,...As

statedabove,differentiationis,justasallsystem'sachievements,a

productofsystemicoperations,i.e.communications.Theshiftfromthe

stratificatorydifferentiationoffeudalsocietytothefunctionaldifferen-

tiationofmodernsociety,forinstance,canthereforenotbeinferredas

takingplaceoutoftheblue,ablindchangeofsocietalstructure.Itis

aproductofsystemicoperations,ofcommunication:societyproduced

thischangebyitself.Ormoreprecisely,ashasbeenarguedbyhis-

torians(EisenstadtIg99[Ig83】 〉,philosophersofmedianandculture

(e.g.McLuhan2964),philologists(Havelock2963;Ongx982)anthro-

pologists(Goody2996)andsociologists(again:LuhmannI997),itisa

productofanevolutionaryproblem:theenormousincreaseincom-

munication,propelledbythe`mediaofdissemination'(Uerbreitungs-

medien)thatarewritingand,especially,printing.16Wecannotenter

intoanelaboratediscussionofthecommunication-specificaspects

accompanyingwrittencommunication.1'Onemay,forinstance,point

outtheenormousupgradingofcapacityforsocialmemory(Assmann

1999)thisentails.Writing,beingakindofself-producedmemoryinde-

pendentoftheco-evolutionofhumanorganisms,enablessocietyto

rememberandforgetmuchmoreatthesametime.Butofoverarching

societalimportance,isthefactthatwritingmakesuseofsymbols.

1)art1∬T1・anslati`丿raandtheArticulati(丿n(丿 厂theModeアnF.,pisteme加 ノ躍ρβη
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Symbolisingshouldbeunderstoodhereasthecapabilitytopresent

theabsentasapossibleobjectofcommunication.EspeciallyElisabeth

Eisenstadt'sworkhasbeenseminalindescribingtheimportanceof

printedmaterialsasan`agentofchange'.

Again,thisshiftinsocietalmayhavebeenhistoricallycontingent
,b

utitcanneverbedescribedasanarbitraryprocess.Interestingly,the

rootsofthisshiftinsocietalstructurearetobefoundinthepreced-

ing,stratificatorysociety:"Forstratificatorydifferentiationenablesthe

concentrationofresourcesintheupper-stratumofthesystem,andthis

notonlyintheeconomicsense,butalsointhemediumof[politicaland

judicial]powerandthatof[scientific]truth"(Luhmann1997:XO8).

Theconcentrationofresourcesintheupper-stratumofsocietypara-

doxicallypavesthewayforitsownprogressivedestruction!Westress

herethatthishasneverbeenauniquelyEuropeanmatter .Japanese

historyprovidesusequallygoodexamplesofsuchdramaticsocietal

吉宗 ・濤1産化shift・ShogunYoshimune'spolicyof々o々26∫ σπ 諺々
,18the`indigenisation・

offoreignproducts,hadobviouslytobeaccompaniedbytheintroduc-

tionof`modernepisteme',i.e.science:19hispolicycontainedtheseeds

ofthefar-reachingdifferentiationthatisinescapableinmodernglobal

society.Thepointisthatitdidnotsufficetomerelyimportforeign

productsortechnology.Equallyimportantweretheintroductionand

acquisitionofthe`bodyofknowledge'associatedwiththerelevant

technology,andasufficientamountofsocietalwillandchanceto

experimentwiththisnovelwayofdealingwithwrittenmaterial ...For

thispurpose,oneneedspeopleabletoread .Andwhenoneisableto

read,onemayverywellreadliteraturethatisdamagingtotheruling

highlycriticalofreligiousdogma'setc .Asareactiontoself-elite,

producedcomplexity,societymustdevelopaformofdifferentiation

whichiscapableofgivingitselfpositivefeedback .Functionaldifferen-

tiation,theformofdifferentiationthatenablessocietalsubsystemsto

managecommunicationaccordingtospecificcodes
,provedtobethe

mosteffectiveform,evenuptothisday .Fromthisperspective,aswe

willshowlaterinthispaper,translationstudiesareofcentralimpor-

tancetotheunderstandingofJapan'smodernity .

Inanycase,itseemsundeniablethat ,fromtheendofthefeudal

periodon,anincreasingamplificationoffunction-orientedcommuni-

cationcametostandout,inthedomainsofscience
,aswellastheecon-

omy(OomsIg98,23-47)andpolitics(Maruyama
,Ig74).20Wealready

mentionedShogunYoshimune'spolicyofkokusankaorindigenisation

offoreignproducts,simultaneouslyintroducingmodernknowledge .A

mostinterestingandveryclearexamplemayhoweverbenotedinthe
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contextofmilitaryhistory.Theintroductionofmodern`Western'mili-

tarytechnology-togetherwithJapanesewillingnesstoaccommodate

it-intosixteenth-centuryJapanrevolutionisedtheconductofwar-

fare,andthebattleofNagashino(x575)isilluminatinginthiscontext.

Whereasearlierwarfarewasstillcharacterisedbyanemphasisondif-

ferencesof`rank'一 〇nemaythinkofthekeynotionof`honour',orof

stylisticpeculiaritiesreferringtodifferencesofrank-Nohunaga'sfor-

eigntechnologyliterallyblewthetraditionalcodeofhonorapart,and

placedthefocalpointonthevisibilisationofthedifferencebetween

powerandforce(societallyrecognizable`politicalpower'Luhmann

Ig75;2000,18-68),fundamentalforanautonomouslyfunctioning

modernpoliticalsystem.21Admittedly,onemustnotassumeanabrupt

turn:thebattleofSckigahara(エ600)forinstance,isoneexampleofa

typicallyfeudalbattle,withstillaverystrongemphasisonformalism

andstylisticprescriptions(KasayaIgg4).Butitalsowasthelastbattle

ofthiskind.Thegunwouldplayacrucialpartinsubduingthewar-

ringclansattheendoftheAgeoftheWarringStates,anditwasboth

itsvisibilityasanewweaponandthebakufu'sconsciousandskillful

employmentofitasathreatagainstfutureinsurrectionsthathadradi-

callychangedthefaceofpoliticalpower(theso-calledPaxTokugawa).

Whereaspre-Tokugawawarfaremaywellhavebeenfunctionalaspre-

servingequalitiesamongthemembersoftheupper-stratumbymeans

ofthepreventionoftheaccumulationofwealthandpower,themere

possibilityofwar(thatcanbeavoidedifbakufupowerisyieldedto)

servedinTokugawaJapanasthereflectionandrepresentationofa

centralizedpoliticalpowerclaiminglegitimacyforitself-andforitself

only.Inthisdifferentiationofpowerandforcesociologistsmaydetect

theoriginationofmodernpoliticalpower,anditsalterego,thenation

state(ParsonsIg67;Willke1996[1992】31ff.).

長篠

関 ヶ原
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IVREGIONALISATIONASCONDITIONING
Doestheaboveconceptualisationunequivocallyleadtoaviewof

societyasdevoidofregionaldifferences?Clearly,thisquestiongoes
straighttotheheartofaregionalstudiesdisciplinelikeJapanese
Studies.DoesLuhmannindeedhintatthedestructionofatheoretical

groundforareastudies?Areregionaldifferencesandtheconceptof
cultureshutoutofthepicture?Weareinclinedtoanswernegatively.
LikeLuhmann,weregardthethesisofconvergenceashighlypre-
mature.Regionalisationneednotcontradictglobalisation;theyboth
ratherrepresenttwosidesofthesamecoin,twosidesofonedistinc-
tion.22Theglobalisationoffunctionaldifferentiationmayverywell

1'art〃Tγ`〃rslatiで ♪'tandtheAγ'～(=〃lati〔,11θ 〆∫わθル歪o`i(7ア17Eρ ノ5'8'7z8'ノ1ノ 【～ρθ'.1
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needregionalisationinordertostrengthenitsperspectiveforworld-

widedissemination.Thereasonforthisistobefoundintheevolution-

aryimprobabilityofaphenomenonsuchasfunctionaldifferentiation:

"lnthecontextofthetheoryofe
volution,itmustbeacceptedthatthe

societaldifferentiationofspecificfunctionsystems[...]andespecially

theshiftoftheencompassingsocialsystem"society"totheprimacyof

functionaldifferentiationisanextremelyimprobablehappening[ ...]"

(LuhmannIgg7:707).Atlast,theshiftfromrankdominatedsocieties

tosocietieswithaprimacyoffunctionalorientationisatleastwith-

outahistoricalprecedent.Forthepredecessorsofthemodernfunction

systems,differentiatinginathelatterdaysoffeudalsocietybutstill

stronglyunderitsstrainsthemaintaskisthusdevelopingsomekindof

self-recognition,an`identity'oran`Eigenwert'towhichfutureopera-

tionscanbedirected-anoperationthathashistoricallybeenaccom-

paniedbynumerousevolutionarysuccessesandfailures,andtheobvi-

ouscomingintobeingofregionaldifferences.Hence,globalisation

neednotcontradictregionalisation.Thelattercanfulfillthefunctionof

conditioning(Konditionierung):itbacksupthedisseminationoffunc-

tionaldifferentiation,sotospeak,byprovidingthe(regional)condi-

fionsfordisseminationbymeansof(regional)experiment.Conversely
,

thedominantpatternoffunctionaldifferentiationoffersanimpetusfor

thedevelopmentof(regional)distinctionsindealingwithit.Sucheasily

misunderstoodintricatearrangementofisthiswhichexplainse .g.the

existenceofdifferencesbetweenJapaneseand`Western'stylesofman-

agement;regionaldifferencesinreligiouspractices;differencesinthe

JapaneseandtheChineseemperorsystem;ordifferencesintheexecu-

tionofpower…semantically,thenotionofwakony(3鋤(`Japanese

spirit,Westerntechnology'),coinedintheMeijiperiod(Meijijidai
,

1868-zgzz),illustratesourpoint.Alongwithslogansasfirk`)%1f%2)ノ δ加 ノ

(`richnation,strongarmy'〉,50η1zδ ノδノ(`respecttheemperoらexpelthe

barbarians')etc.,itgainedamantra-likepoweratthetime,invoking

themodernisationoftheJapanesestate(samuelsIg94).Asnootheろ

itexpressedtheprofoundunderstandingoftheMeijireformersthat

theintroductionofforeigntechnology(:yδ ∫癖)wasbothdesirableand

inevitable.Atthesametime,becauseofitsoverarchingdominance
,it

providedroomforexperimentwithdifferentdegreesoffunctionaldif-

ferentiation,experimentwithresearchanddevelopment,manufactur-

ing,andsoon(ivakon).Intwentieth-centuryJapan,thisbivalentproc-

essofglobalisationandregionalisationseemstobecapturedinthe

ideologyofkokusanka(indigenisation)(SamuelsIgg4;GreenIgg6) .

AsRichardSamuelsexplains,thecircularrelationshipbetweenkey
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technologiesandideasondevelopment,adaptationofsuchtechnolo-

giesconstitute`nationalsystemsofinnovation',technoeconomicpara-
digms,responiblefortherelativesuccesfulnesswithwhichtechnolo-

giescanbeintroducedandimplemented.InJapan,morespecifically,
alonglivedideologyandbeliefsontheimportanceofhightechnol-
ogyforthepreservationofnationalsecuritymayhavegivenrisetothe
mostsuccessfulproductionandresearchmethodsattheendofthezo`"
century(SamuelsIgg4).Butregionaldifferencesremainofadifferent
orderthanfunctionaldifferentiation;theprimacyoffunctionaldiffer-
entiationisundeniable.Regionaldifferences,astheyservethepurpose
ofconditioning,facilitatedifferentiation.Experimentsobviouslyleave
roomfordifference,butdonotdestroytheunifyingthreadamong
them.ItfollowsthatwecanidentifythedifferencebetweenJapanese
andWesternstylesofmanagementonlyifwecanproject`economic
organisation'astheunifyingstandardtowhichthedifferencescanbe
measured.Andforthesamereason,itisabsurdtocompareJapanese
managementstylewithWesternreligiouspractice.
Thereexists,however,akindofregionalisationcoincidingwiththe

globalisationoffunctionaldifferentiationandstilldifferentfromthe
abovedistinguishedpossibilityofregionalconditioning.Thiskindof
regionalisationdoesnottakeplaceonthelevelofsocietalstructure,
butonthesemanticlevel.z31notherwords,itisrelatedtothewaysoci-
etalchangeandstructureareregisteredand`meaningfully'processedin
communicationthatispossibleonlyinviewofthedominantformof
societaldifferentiation-alevel,indeed,onwhichstructural`data'are

(un)consciouslyreferredto.Specifically,wemeanthesimultaneousrise
andinterrelationoffunctionaldifferentiationandthesemanticsofthe
nation.Notionsas`revolution',stillstronglyassociatedwiththenation
state,playakeyrolehere,astheyareintendedatexpressinganinno-
vationforsocietyasawhole.Justascanbesaidofregionalisation
thatithasa(conditioning)functionforfunctionaldifferentiation,we
attributeasimilarfunctiontothenotionof`nation'.Weviewitas
aresourceofidentification,notintheleasttheidentificationofstate
andsociety:"Anationdistinguishesitselffromothernations(andnot
fromaristocracyorlivinginthecountryortheeconomyorscience).
Itmakesitpossibletoopposetotheuniversalismsoffunctionalorien-
tationstheparticularisrnsofregionalcommunitiesasmorevaluable.

[...]Inbrief:thenotionofnationoffersaconceptofinclusionthatis
notdependentontheparticularconditionsofsinglefunctionsystems,
andthatforcesevenpoliticstotreatallmembersoftheownnation
asequal"(Luhmann1997:IOSI-1052).Inordertobesuccessful,i.e.

PartllTranslatiossandtheArticulationoftheModernEpistemein/apan
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unhamperedbytheremnantsofpremodernity,thevariousfunctional
systemsneedtobe`fine-tuned',i.e.allofthemmustincorporatethe
semanticsofthenationasan`attractor':"Anationisameansofregu-
latingthepolitical,economical,educational,andsemanticreproduc-

tionofasociety,implementingsucharegulationbyimposingcross-
referencesfromthepoliticaltotheeconomical,fromthesemanticto

theeducational,andfromtheeducationaltothepolitical"(Baecker
Ig97:46).24Theattentivereadermayhavenoticedthatouranalysis

canequallybeappliedtotheregionalistparadigmweinitiallydeemed
inappropriateforcontemporaryJapaneseStudies.Whileitispossible

todenyitmuchexplanatorypotential(aswerepeatedlydid),itis
clearlymorefruitfultotryandexplainthisparadigmasanhistori-
callycontingentbodyofthoughtaccompanyingmodernity.Itsanalyti-
calpotentialis,asillustratedbythetopicoftranslation,questionable-
butoneshouldnotoverlookitsfunctionforsociety!

IVTRANSLATIONASAPROPELLEROFFUNCTIONALDIFFERENTIATION

Intheprecedingpageswehaveoutlinedaframeofreferencethatis

preparedtograntsocietalrelevancetoallcommunication.Bydelineat-

ingadistinctsphereof`thesocial',distinguishedfromthepsychic,in

short,byallowingfor`socialsystems',systemstheorycircumscribes

thefuzzyterrainofconceptsneedingprefixesas`traps一'(`transmis-

sion')or`inter一'(asin`intercultural').Instead,itstheoryofsocietycen-

tresonthefocalpointofglobalcommunication;andtranslationmust

thusbetreatedashighlyrelevantforsocietalstructure.Butwhatcould

betheramificationsforthestudyoftranslation?Isthisconceptof

societycapableofspecifyingthephenomenonoftranslation?Clearly,

translationmustbeputintoperspective.Moreassumptionswillhave

tobedevelopedinordertotestthevalueofourframevis一煦黐isempiri-

calreality.

Onepossibilityforoutliningasystemstheoreticaltreatmentoftrans-
lationcouldbetheanalysisoftechnicaldifficultiescharacteristicof
translation.Butasweareprimordiallyguidedbyasociologicalincasu
systemstheoreticalinterest,weconsideritmoreappropriatetocon-
ductsuchdiscussioninrelationtotheaboveremarksonsocietalstruc-
tureanddifferentiation.25Morespecifically,weassumeastrongrela-
tionshipbetweenthedisseminationoftranslationsandfunctionaldif-
ferentiation.InJapan,thisrelationshipmaybeconsideredmostpromi-
Wentinthefieldofscience,orscience-relateddevelopments-thisis,
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indeed,thethrustofthisbook.ShogunYoshimune'spolicyofindigen-

isingforeigndrugsandtheconcomitantintroductionofWesternphar-

macopoeiahavebeenmentionedrepeatedlyinourpaper.Theconcept

ofRβ 卿 勉'asWesternlearningequallyillustratesthedevelopmentof

andinterestintheclearlyfunctionallyorientedsystemofscience.In

thiscontext,oneshouldreservethenecessaryattentionfortheconsid-

erabletimelagintheintroductioninJapanofprimordialscientificlit-

Brature.Dodoens'sCruijdeboeckisexemplary.ItdidnotreachJapan

beforethefirsthalfoftheseventeenthcentury;andeventhen,itdid

notattractattentionuntiltheeighteenthcentury.Generallyspeaking

Rangaku,literally`DutchStudies',wereinawayascientificfossil-as

Japan'senlightenedmoderniserFukuzawaYukichiwastodiscover.But

oncetheJapaneseleadersfirmlydecidedtomodernisethecountryand

`openup'toWesternscienceandtechnology
,onemayevenbetempted

toregardthatasthestartofsystematicfunctionaldifferentiation.

Onecantracesuchsocietalchangesandtheshifttowardsfunctional

differentiationthroughthedevelopmentoftechnicalissuesinthetrans-

lationprocess.EspeciallyinthefirstphaseofconfrontationwithWest-

ernbooksandtreatises,theclumsinessofthetranslationisstriking;

andsoisthelackofconceptualrefinement,thegreatnumberofmis-

takes,etc.WellintotheMeijiperiod,theenlightenedJapaneseruling

elite,understandingtheimportanceof`catchingup'(oitsuki,oikose)

withtheWest,couldnotmobiliseenoughresourcesforasmoothincor-

porationofWesternknowledge.Atleastnotimmediately:thegreat

numberofmissionsabroadwouldgraduallymakegoodthebacklog.

Interestingly,thislackofforeknowledgeironicallyexplainsthepara-

digmaticvalueofDodoens'sCruijdeboeckandpharmacopoeiaforthe

introductionofWesternepistemeandthefurtherdevelopmentofsci-

enceinJapan.Herbals,pharmacopoeia,oreventuallybooksonfor-

tressbuildingareindeedillustrated(inthecaseofDodoenstheywere

furthermoresaidtobeexcellent!),andthatfacilitatesunderstanding

-asillustrationsdonotcarrythetranslation-specificdifficultyof`dif-

ference'.Languagefunctionsbymeansofdifferencesexpressedby

tokens26,andmasteringthemisobviouslythecentraldifficultyinthe

`artoftranslation'
.

Thereisaninterestingcorollarytobededucedfromtheabove

remarks.Whentranslationcanindeedbesaidtohaveanamplifying

valueforthedisseminationoffunctionaldifferentiation(incasufunc-

tionallydifferentiatedscience),itcontainssomeembarrassingconse-

quencesfortherulingclassesoffeudalsocieties.Inthefinalanalysis,

theshiftfromfeudalsocietytofunctionallydifferentiatedsocietyis
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ashiftinsocietalstructure,i.e.achangeofcommunicativeexpecta-

tions.Communicationsarenolongerprimordiallydirectedbydiffer-

encesinrank,butbyfunctionalpointsoforientation(scientifictruth,

politicalpower,judicialjustice...).Consequently,theupperclassloses

thelucrativepositionofcollectingresources(cf.supra):"[Societal]

changesaffectaboveallthenobility;notintheformofcompetition

fromanotherupper-stratum,butthroughtheslowdevaluationofthe

differencethatdistinguishesnobilityfromthemasses.[...]Forallthe

stressonaccustomeddifferencesofrank,[thenobility]willgradually

experiencethatthenewlyarisingfunctionalsystemsdonotdependon

nobility,andthattheirfulldifferentiationcannotberealisedbythe

nobility"(LuhmannIg97:712-713).Paradoxically,therulingelitewill

havetohedgeagainsttheself-inducedchanges!Wemayborrowanotion

fromthephilosophyofJacquesDerridahere:theideathatwritingis

subversiveanddangerous,asitcan`getoutofhand'(Derridar972).27

AlthoughsuppositionsaboutharshTokugawacensorshipmustcer-

tainlynotbeexaggerated(bothintermsoflegislationandenforcement

censorshipwasunsystematicuntilaftertheMeijiRestoration)(Kor-

nicki2998,320-362),theJapaneseupperclassindeedattemptedtosafe-

guarditsstatusbyshroudingwritingandknowledgeinsecrecy.This

wasalreadythecaseintheearlyEdoperiod(F..dojidai,rboo-z868),

whentheBakufuhadthemonopolyofe.g.calendars.Butespecially

theestablishmentandgrowthofDutchStudies(Rangaku)seemsto

havebeencloakedinsecrecy.ForeignersresidinginDeshimawere

notallowedtotravelthroughthecountry;studyingJapanesewasfor-

biddentoforeigners.ButthedeliberateholdingbackoftheOrrxnd<t

f皛etsrr-g諛',reportswrittenbytheDutchonthegeopoliticalsituation,

andmedicalknowledge,isilluminating.Asimilarstorycanbetold

abouttheknowledgeofthets繒ji,theinterpreters.Thisknowledgewas

monopolisedbyafewfamilies,foranobviousreason.

VCONCLUSION

Aswillbecleartomanycommentators,thetopicoftranslationisnot
aself-evidentoneforJapaneseStudies.Withourpaper,wehavetried
toexplainthattheidentificationoftheconceptofsocietywiththegeo-

graphicallydelineatednationstatemaybethecrucialstumblingblock
forputtingtheimportanceoftranslationintoperspective.Hence,we
analysedthedominantconceptualisationandpointedoutthatexactly
theallegedimportanceofregionalboundariesz)didanddoesnot



BREAKINGBOUNDARIES:ONTRANSLATIONANDTHECONCEPTOFSOCIETY

allowfortherecognitionofagloballycommunicatingsociety,and2)
thuscannotbutattributeamarginalstatustothestudyoftranslation.
Atthesametime,theexplanatorypotentialofadifferentconceptwas
tested:theconceptofsocietyasasocialsystem.Wedemonstratedthat
itisverywellpossibletoassignaplacetotranslationstudies,ifoneis
willingtocastoff`common-sense'(i.e.semantical)notions,andtestthe
explanatorypotentialofothersinstead.
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BREAKINGBOUNDARIES:ONTRANSLATIONANDTHECONCEPTOFSOCIETY

NOTES

zWerefertothenumerouscontributionstothedebateaboutthe`paradigminJapaneseStudies',published

forinstanceintheJapanFoundationNewsletter;alsotheconcludingsessionsofmanyJapaneseStudies-

re且atedconferencesetc.Themoreimpressive,ifcontroversia且,fruitsofreflexiveliteraturearedoubtlessly:

DavidWilliams(1994)andMiyoshiscHarootunian(x988).

zWereferheretoDerrida�972a.

3Seeparticularly:LuhmannIggo:8z-85.

4See:Luhmann�990:toi;Barnesr977:zo.

SThatthiscondensationjeopardizesthecommunicabilityofresearchresults,hasbeenthesubjectofsome

workshopsandhasbeenthematizedwithinsystemstheoryaswell.ItisaquestionofGespr臘hsf臧igkeit

(oreven:、Ans`乃'㍑ β〆諺乃∫9 θ々∫∫,`connectivityつofthetheory.SeeFuchsIg98.

6WithastrongreferencetoLuhmanni97�.

7SeeEvaKnodtinthe`lntroduction'totheEnglishtranslationofSozialeSysteme:Grundril3einerallge-

meinenTheorie:"SocialSystemsdoesnotpresentasociologicalanalysisofmodernsocietyoratheoryof

society(Gesellschaftstheorie)butelaboratesthegeneralconceptualframeworkforsuchatheory.Itsup-

pliestheinstrumentsforobservingavarietyofsocialsystems-societies,organisations,andinteractions
-notprimarilysuchobservationsthemselves .Thedistinctionisfarfromtrivial.Inpositingadifference

between"what"questionsand"how"questions,thetheoryofsocialsystemssituatesitselfwithinthe
"de -ontologized"realmof"second-orderobservations,"alevelofabstractionwhere,tospeakinKantian

terms,questionsconcerningconditionsofpossibilityarise"(LuhmannIg84:XVI1}.

8℃ommunication'isthereforediscussedincontrastto`action'(LuhmannIg84:135-175).Notefurther-

morethattheadditionof`understanding'asthethirdselectionactuallyseemstoreversethetemporal

processofcommunication:"Communicationis皿adepossible,sotospeak,frombehind,contrarytothe

temporalcourseoftheprocess"(LuhmannIg84:143).

9Theterm`attractors'istakenfromnon-linearsystemstheory.Onthewaythetermisreceivedinthesocial

sciences,seeKielandElliott(1996:esp.r9-rr6).Anapplicationoftheconceptinstrategicstudiescanbe

foundinAlbertsandCzerwinsky(1997).

roIthankJanvanBavelandRudiLaermansfordrawingmyattentiontothispoint;thediscussionwas

conductedinthecontextofaPh.D.seminaronLuhmann'stheoryofevolution.

rrAverygoodillustrationofthisisprovidedbyWittgenstein'sremarksonlogicalexpressions:"DieS舩ze

derLogiksindTautologien"(Tractatus:6.1andfurther).Mathematicsgainsitsclaritypreciselybyitstau-

tologicalnature.Numbers,forinstance,cannotbesaidtorefertosomethingthatis`there'intheenviron-

ment.Theyacquiretheirmeaninginrelationtothemselves:self-referentially.Inspite(orrather:because)

ofthis,theirrangeofapplicabilityisvast.

r2Again,wehavetopointtotheimportanceofSpencer-Brown'scalculusofindicationsforLuhmannian

theorydesign.Inhiscalculus,formsareunderstoodasdistinctions,indicatingonesideofthetwosides

separatedbythedistinction.Ontheotherhand,thereisLuhmann'sindebtednesstoGotthardG�ther.

See,inthecontextofdifferentiation,``LifeasPolycontexturalitゾ'(G�ther1976-lg7gII:z83-306}.

r3Thesystemenvironmentparadigmthusrep且acesthe`o且d-European'distinctionbetweenthepartsandthe

whole.

r40natheoreticaltreatmentofthesystemstheoretica且conceptof(binary}codes(Kodierung),see=Luhmann

1975:i70-igzand1994:z3-3r.

isThemeaningofasocial`event'canthereforeonlybejudgedinrelationtoasystem.Stickingtothetopic

ofthispaper,atranslationwillbeviewedbyscienceintermsofthescientifictruthitembodies,bythe

economyintermsofthemoneythatcanbemadefromitadsoon.Whenwewanttotalkofasocialevent,

itwillthusalwaysbenecessarytodosoinreferencetoanobservingsystem.

161nthetwentiethcentury,onemayaddelectronicmedia(thecomputer,_)tothelist(正uhmannIg97:

30z-3zr).Notethattheyposespecificproblemsforandhavedifferenteffectsonthenatureofcommunica-

tion.

17Luhmanndevotesanentirechaptertothistopic(LuhmannIg97:249-zgo)。Probab且ymostfundamental

isthefactthat,theintroductionofwrittencommunicationhastheramificationofdifferentiatingthedif-

ferentdimensionsofmeaning.Temporallyspeaking,writinghasseveral`presents'atitsdisposal.Socially,

theincreasinginsecurityofacceptancemustbestressed.Andthird,asthephysicalpresenceofspeakerand

listenerislessrelevant,thefactualdimensionemergesastheonedrawingmostattention.

t8Seeinthiscontext:Kasaya'sessayinthepresentvolume.
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i90nemaybetemptedtospeakhereof`Westernscience',butwhywouldwe?Withitsintroductioninto

`theEast'
,sciencelosesitsregionally`Western'characteristics.Thisdoesnotmeanthatitisimpossibleto

observeregionaldifferences,e.g.intheorganisationofuniversitiesetc.Butsuchregionaldifferencesdo

nothaveprimacyoverthe`core'ofscientificcommunicationthatisthedifferencebetweenthe-abstractly

defined-codevaluesof`true'and`false'.Regionaldifferencesdomoreovergetaplaceinourtheory
,

namelyasconditioning(Konditionierung);theyhavethefunctionofenablingtheglobalintroductionand

disseminationoftheevolutionaryhighlyimprobableachievementthatisfunctionaldifferentiation(cf .

infra).

ZoThisisnottosaythatotherwaysofdifferentiationhavebecomeoutdated:segmentarydifferentiation
,for

instance,mayconnecttotheprimacyoffunctionaldifferentiation.Thesystem`science'isdifferentiated

intosegments,calleddisciplines(e.g.physics,biology,etc.),thepolitica且systemintosegmentscalledstates

and"authorities".Thereseemstoexistdiscussionconcerningthelatterpoint,however.

zIForatreatmentofOdL….N.ohunaga織E[:1信 長asa`modern'ruler(inthesenseofMachiavelli):seeLamers

Ig97・

zzSeeinthiscontext:"Distinctionisperfectcontinence"(Spencer-Brown1969:r

z30ntheimportanceofthedistinctionbetweensocietalstructureandsocietalsemantics,seeespecially:"I

starttheanalysisofthemodernityofmodernsocietywiththedistinctionbetweensocietalstructureand

semantics.Mypreferenceforthisstart-apreferencethatcannotbejustifiedatthestart-hastodowith

theconfusingcharacteristicofthisdistinction,namelythefactthatcontainsitself.Initselfitisasemantic

distinction"(Luhmann1992.ii).

z40ntheworkingsandfunctionsofthissemanticsinJapan,seeGluckIggS .

25See,forinstance:DouglasHofstadter(1997)andJacquesDerrida(1988).

z6Seeinthisconnection,withstrongreferencetodeSaussure,LuhmannIg93b:45-70 .

z7Derrida�972b:`LapharmaciedePlaton'.


