International Christian University (ICU)
Appeal: Opposing the Revision of the Fundamental Law
of Education

Currently, the bill for the revision of the Fundanental Law of
Education (FLE) is set in the process of deliberation at the House of
Representatives. According to some newspapers, the bill might be passed
sonetine in the next week. Deeply apprehensive of the critical situation,
we, sone of the concerned nenbers of the faculty and staff at | nternational
Christian University would |i ke to express publicly our oppositionto the

passing of the bill.

1 Problematics concerning the Bill for the Revision of the FLE

When listening carefully to the clains of the parties seeking for
the revision of the FLE, it is noticeable that the problens including
“ijime” (bullying) takingplaceat educational sites arewhether directly
or indirectly ascribedto sone basic inherent defect of the current FLE.
Thi s kind of clai mshoul d be regarded sonmewhat as a scapegoat ar gunent
wi t hout any reasonabl e basis. This is a very probl emati c and decepti ve
claim W cannot accept this kind of m sl eadi ng and groundl ess cl ai mfor
the alteration of the FLE

As is known widely, the current FLE has renai ned anong educators
a hi ghly respected basic | egal docunent. The FLE was pronul gat ed on t he
basi s of the profound soul -searching reflection that took place after
t he “horrors” of the aggressive war i ntowhi chinperial Japan had wongl y
| aunched. It uphol ds t he i dea of educati on based on such basi c pri nci pl es
as denocracy, worl d peace, i ndividual dignity, andthe creation of robust
cul ture. One can observe here a consi stent phil osophy of educati on with
the note of dignity and nobl eness. Fromthe point of view of today as
wel |l the FLEi sremarkableinitsforesight and has potential tocontribute
strongly to hunmankind as well as to Japanese society in the future.

What is needed nost is tolet the educational ideas of the current

FLE t ake shape in, and bear upon, the daily and concrete activities of



education. Bysodoingit may hel prectifynot onlythedistortions brought
by t he conpetiti ve educati on centeredon successinentrance exan nati ons
but al sothestratifiededucationgiventoelitepupilsandthelesselite.
VWhat i s expected nost is to solve the concrete i ssues of education such
as “ijime” and “gakkyu hokai” (class collapse) with patience as
creatively as possible. Therevisionbill under deliberationinthe D et
at this nonment is all-purposed and anbi guous i nits content and obvi ously
a product of political conpromises. It is not consistent in its own
educati onal phil osophy and it seeks to go back in part tothe prewar and
m d-war nationalisticsort of educati on. Thus, therevisionbill has many
problens both inits formand inits content. One cannot legitimtely
call it the “Constitution of Education” for Japan in the 21 century.

We cannot accept this revision bill by any neans.

2 Sone Msgivings for the Intent of the Revision Bill

Therevisionbill hasinheritedfromthe current FLEsuch i nport ant
concepts as “a denocratic and cultural state,” “individual dignity,”
“peace of theworl d, ” consideringthat thismght helpthebill passeasily
inthe Diet. W can al so see the strong opi nion of the Koneito refl ected
in this docunent. We are afraid, however, that the real intent of the
revision bill consists in the recovery of patriotic and nationalistic
education. According to the revision draft Article 2 (5), the aimof
education consists in “respecting our tradition and culture” and in
“nurturing an attitude of |oving our own country and honel and. ” W al so
suspect that the “public spirit~” as espousedinthe Preanble and Article
2 (3) can be misunderstood and distorted by the sort of patriotic and
nationalistic education nentioned above. W are also alarnmed by the
political intent of therevisionbill whichseesitself as a step toward
and the picket line battle for the revision of the Constitution which
is to cone.

According to the revision draft Article 16 (Educational
Admi ni stration), both the central and |ocal governnent have broad

di scretionary power to intervene and decide in concrete issues at



educational sites. Inthe current FLE Article 10 whi ch was based on t he
Japanese Constitution Article 26 stipulation about “the right for
education, ” the following is stated: “Education shall not be subject to
i mproper control, but shall be directly responsibletothe whol e people.”
Her e one can recogni ze t he prem se that the governnment both central and
| ocal and educational administrators cannot intervene inthe “interna

matters of education” at educational sites. This prem se has been
general ly upheld and reconfirned in the judicial judgnment since the
Sugi not o case at lenaga Trial. But thereal intent of the revisiondraft,
Article 16, isclear; it tonegatethe above prem se andto “deregul ate”
t he managenment and i nt erventi on of t he educati onal adm ni strationonthe
part of the central and | ocal governnent. W are afraid that if this
revision is approved, control over |ocal educational sites by public
authorities will increase. For exanple, the revision will enhance the
| ocal governnment’s “inproper control” over teachers and pupils
concerning the issue of the national anthemand the national flag, so
that the dism ssal of the disobedient teachers on the matter nay be
regarded as | egal, whichw Il only jeopardizetheprinciplesof “theworth
of the individual ” and “an i ndependent and aut ononous spirit, ” alt hough
they are stipulated even in the revision draft, Article 2 (5). (On
Sept enber 21 this year the Local Court of Tokyo regarded the probl em
of Tokyo Metropolis’s inposition of the national anthemand the flag as
illegal under the current FLE. But this kind of judgnent can rmuch nore

likely be reversed under the revised FLE.)
Therefore, we, sonme concerned nenbers of the acadenic comunity
of International Christian University, would |ike to express publicly our
strong opposition to the revision of the FLA
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