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Q: Mr. Griffin, could we start by learning something about your background, for 

example where you were born, your family, your early education? 

EG: Well, I was born in New Haven, Connecticut in 1926 and I went to public 

schools in New Haven. My family moved to Milford, Connecticut, about 10 

miles away, in 1939.1 graduated from high school in 1942, attended New 

Haven State Teachers~College from 1942 to 1944, and then I entered Yale 

University Toward the end of 1944 I was drafted into the Army and after 

I fini.shed infantry bas.ic training, I was sent to Japanese area and language 

training at the. University of Chicago. 

Q: Could I just backtrack a little bit on that? 

EG: Yes. 

Q: You were quite young when the war broke out and I wondered how you happened 

to be assigned to this Japanese language school. Did you have any interest 

in Japan or Asta prior to the war other than the usual feelings of Americans 

because war seemed to be brewing out in the Pacific? 
( 

Or were your feelings 

strictly the. wartime feelings toward an enemy? 
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EG: I think my ~eelings were pretty much the wartime feelings toward an enemy, 

and I didn't have any particular interest in foreign affairs or social 

studies or anything like that, nor much experience. 

Q: When you started college, what sorts of things were you interested in? 

EG: Well, when I started Teachers' College, it's really a little hard to say. 

About all I really knew was that I wanted to go to college. I quickly found 

though that I waS quLte interested in mathematics and science, I think per-

haps because the teachers were more interesting~ And particularly there was 

one teacher at Teachers· College who was an astronomer, in fact at Yale1but 
I ,/ 

also taught physics and astronomy at Teachers t College. And he took an 

interest in me and encouraged me to try to go to a different kind of university, 

specifically Yale. 

Q: When you were drafted, where were you sent, what part of the country, for 

basic training? 

EG; I was sent to Camp Croft in western South Carolina near Spartanburg. 

Q: Was that the first time you~d been to that part of the United States? 

EG: Yes, it was the fipst time I~d really been west of New York. 

Q; How did you happen to be assigned after basic training to this Army language 

school? How di,d you happen to choose Japanese? 

EG: Well, I didn't choose it really, or the choice at that point was between 

Japanese and staying in the infantry and going to Europe and fighting the 

Battle of the Bulge or something like that, What happened was that as a 

result of the scores on the Army educational testing or aptitude testing, 

they told me that I had--well, it's a rather complicated story but that I 

had a high enough score to qualify for some kind of college training and 



they said specifically engineering. 

Q: Do you remember anything else about the Army selection process for 

Japanese language training? They were just looking for bright, able 

young men who, if they were college material, presumably would also be 

good at language? 
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EG: Yes. To pick up my story there, they told me that while I had a high 

enough score for engineering, I didn~t have enough calculus in college, 

since lt was necessary to complete one year. And they said on the other 

hand, I might qualify for language training but I didn~t have a high enough 

score on the test. 

Q: I see. 

EG: I was dejected at this point, but they said, "However, we 11 let you take 

the test again and if you get a high enough score on the test this time, 

we'll consider sending you to language training." So I took the test again 

and by this time I was getting pretty good at it and I passed with a much 

higher score. And they said, HAll right. You've passed the first require

ment for language training~" 

Q: When you got to the Army school in Chicago, what were your first classes like? 

What was the nature of the training? Do you remember the textbooks, what 

kinds of teachers you had? 

EG: Yes. 

Q: Whether the emphasis was on speaking or reading, what they were preparing you for? 

EG: Right. Well, what they were preparing us for was not terribly clear. What 

they were trying to do was teach us Japanese, and I accepted this. And I 
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must say after the rigors of infantry basic training, I was not inclined 

to be too critical. I also was interested in languages. I had a partic

ularly good record in Latin in high school, of all things. And this seemed 

to make a certain amount of sense, so that I took, in many ways, rather 

naturally or eagerly to the Japanese. 

We had classes for about six or seven hours a day and most of this was 

language study. There was also about four hours a week of what they called 

"area studies," in which a series of .guest lecturers were brought in to 

lecture to us on the background of Japan. In addition to that, we had about 

an hour a day or so of physical training and something that was called 

"military science,tl mostly showing us military training films or getting out 

and drilling on the Midway Campus at Chicago. 

Q: What did you think at the time,and looking at it in retrospect,of the 

language training that you got in the Army? Any especially novel techniques? 

Or was it just that you had fulltime and it was your duty, being in the Army, 

to learn the language? 

EG: Well, I think that the techniques were fairly novel in that they relied 

heavily on native speakers or essentially quasi native speakers of Japanese. 

The teaching staff was for the most part/nisei. There were some native-born 

Japanese and even some Japanese citizens who happened to have been caught in 

the United States during the war. The head of the school was Leeds Gulick, 

who was £rom a missionary family, but most of the rest of the school per

sonnel per se were ethnically Japanese. So that there was a lot of emphasis 

on listening to native speakers.. I would add that in the one term that 

I finished at. Yale, they had just started doing this for German and in fact 
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it was I was more German than ltd signed up for, and 

so I was sort of prepared for this kind of thing. But as I understand, it 

was fairly new at that point 
EG~ 

Q: Did you have equal emphasis on speaking and reading t_jThe way they arranged 

that at Chicago was that the plan, which worked out in my case, was to have 

three terms of three months each. In the first term, as I recall, it was 

just about even, but at the end of the term they decided that one .......... our 

class was divided into three groups, one of which would put its primary 

emphasis on reading, and two of which would put their primary emphasis. on 

conversation. I selected reading and this meant that I had perhaps., well, 

I think there were two or three hours of writing of calligraphy ..... ~ealligraphy 

is too strong a word--writing Japanese, learning to write characters. And 

then the remainder of my language time was divided about two to one, reading 

to speaking, with the speaking major, so to speak, and I think they used that 

term.. It was the other way around. 

Q: What about the Area Study lectures.? I suppose the term "area studies" was 

not used at that time or was it? 
I 

EG: I think it was. To the best of my recollection, this was Japanese Language 

and Area Training. And that may be about the first occurrence of the word 

that I can think of. 

Q: What did you think at the time of the quality of the lectures and the expertise 

of those w.ho were. giving the lectures? 

EG: ~{ell , I sort of hesitate to say that I thought they were mostly, we all 

thought they were mostly pretty awful because I don ~t know how much of a 

judge I was." But most of them were pretty hard to follow" It was really 
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pretty hard to get things straight.,and I remember making jokes about not know
i 

ing the difference between the names of coal mines and the names of za~E~e:t:"l3.us 

and that sort of thing. Of course, we were--the war in Europe had ended just 

as I started there and we were a bunch of more or less rebellious youth. 
) 

There was a lot of resentment at the regimentation of the Army and this car-

ried over to a not terribly, not entirely receptive attitude toward the 

teaching. But the lecturers, for the most part, didn't seem to be of par-

ticularly high quality, although perhaps a foretaste of things to come, there 

was one gentleman who lectured about Zen Buddhism and at least he was interest-

ing and got us all interested. He told a few dirty jokes but apart from that, 

he succeeded in getting us quite interested. 

Q: That 9 s sort of an answer to my next question. I wondered, even during 

wartime, whether through the area studies and the language, you developed 

different notions about Japan or a different kind of interest in Japan and 

the Japanese people that was apart from whatever your military duty might be. 

EG: Yes. I think, I feel and I don't think I'm putting too much hindsight into 

this, that as a result of simply being exposed to the language and area 

study.,· we were inclined to be much more sympathetic to Japan. I think, in 

a general rule, it did have this effect that here was a country that you 

could learn something about, that it was complicated, that it was a lot more 

complicated than simply exposure to what you might call wartime propaganda 

would have led one to feel. 

Q: You were still in this training program when the war ended. Is that right? 

EG: That~s right, yes. 

Q: Did you know that you were being trained to go over and serve in the 
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occupation forces? 

EG: Well, of course until the war actually ended, we didn't even know for sure 

there was going to be an ,yfccupation. I remember I myself, and this is per..-· 

haps only a reflection of my ignorance, I had assumed that even occupying 

Japan wouldn't end the war, that the Japanese would fight on in Manchuria 

and Siberia. I hesitate to expose my naivete but then who knows, maybe if 

it had happened--so we weren't really thinking too clearly. I think it be-

came pretty clear shortly after the war, that is the war in the Pacific had 

ended, that we were going to go to Japan and that there was an occupation 

being staffed The details weren't terribly clear to me, but I think .......... as I 

recall, it was my expectation by the fall of 1945 that the graduates. of the 

school would be sent to Japan for occupation duty. 

There was incidentally, at least in my early months there, there was 

also what was called the Civil Affairs Training School of Army officers who 

were using the same dormitories. But we never took any classes with them 

and we never really got to know them except casually. And I wasn't quite 

sure even what they were doing or where they went. They were simply there, 
,/ 

but we hardly had any contact with them, strangely enough. 

Q: That's interes.ting. I didn't quite understand the distinction before. I 

was assuming that you were also in the Civil Affairs Training. 

EG: No. We were simply language students, as I understood it. I assumed that 

the Civil Affairs Training people were being taught the arts of military 

government and that sort of thing whereas I was simply being trained to know 

Japanese and for what, maybe nobody knew for sure. That's getting ahead of 

the story. 
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Q: It could have been interrogation. It could have been intelligence duty if 

the war was still going on. 

EG: I suppose so. 

Q: It could be reading captured documents. 

EG: Yes. 

Q: I understand. 

EG: Right. 

Q: At what point then did you graduate and find out what your next assignment 

would be? 

EG: Well, I finished as expected in January of 1946, and I was told to report 

to a camp in Marysville, California. I had about a month of leave in which 

I and my roommate hitchhiked across the StatES to Los Angeles and then up to 

San Francisco and then up to Marysville. We spent a couple of months there, 
point 

rather agonizing and frustrating, at which/our stream--then there was a bunch 

of Chicago graduates and a stream from Yale and Pennsylvania also merged there. 

We got our orders to move, I believe probably sometime in March or early April. 

And we then went to Seattle and got on a troop ship with, as I say, the ship 

contained graduates not only of the Chicago Japanese program but certainly 

many from Yale, maybe some from Pennsylvania. I'm not sure, but I remember 

there were a bunch of Yale grads, as it were, that is Yale Army Japanese 

language program also. 

Q: Did you have any occasion to compare your language training or practice your 

Japanese on shipboard? Or was that the last thing in your mind? 

EG: No, we simply didn't. We may have discussed what was happening to us, but not 

in any very clear way. And I don't recall particularly--I guess we simply 



assumed that we all had about the same kind of training, so no. 

Q: And you were at this point what? A Private First Class? 

EG: That's correct. 

Q: And where did they send you first in Japan? 
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EG: Well, after the ship landed at Yokohama we went, I sort of forget how now. 

I guess it must have been by truck to Zama, which is down towards Sagami 

Bay. I think it's on the Odawara line. For sometime after and perhaps 

still, it was, is, the site of a U.S. military installation. It was at that 

time a--it was called a "replacement depot." In other words, newly arriving 

soldiers were put there until they got their assignments and were sent out. 

Q: How long were you at Zama and did you have any particularly vivid impressions 

of Zama as a military base? What could you see of Japan at that point? 

EG: Yes. Well, precisely because I had such vivid impressions, it probably seemed 

a lot longer than it was. I think it was probably about April at that time 

and it was still fairly cold, and we were in tents and not particularly well 

warmed. I remember there was a lot of dust blowing around. There were old 

Japanese Army barracks, but we were not housed in them. I guess they were 

considered unsafe. So I don't really know how long we spent there. I have 

the feeling it might have been something like 10 days,but it seemed like a 

long time. But we did start getting exposure to Japanese and Japan to some 

extent there. I remember, for example, that there was a barbershop,with 

Japanese barbers, on the post. And this was about the first serious chance 

to practice my Japanese with the barbers. In fact, I remember very specifi

cally that the first, if it was,prbbably the first conversation I remember 
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was the barber explaining Japanese systems of measurements and these were the 

old systems of ken and shaku and so on and so forth. But it was of course 

quite exciting. Something else I remember that struck me was that there were 

some old prewar Japanese trucks, and it was sort of a revelation to me that 

the Japanese would have been making trucks before the war. I think that cer

tainly there was a general scene of desolation and despair at that time. 

Q: They rather quickly shipped you out of Zama to another place in Japan? Where 

were you sent? 

EG: I was then sent to the 24th Infantry Division, which was in Okayama in western 

Japan beyond Osaka. And I was assigned to the headquarters of the 24th Infantry 

Division where I had a relatively pleasant if not terribly challenging office 

job, I think filing locator cards for every soldier in the division, keeping 

track of them, keeping track of changes and that sort of thing. 

Q: Generally, do you think that the men that you trained with at the Chicago 

Language School got good language-related assigrunents? Did many of them end 

up in Japan as you did? 

EG: Yes, most of them went to Japan, I think. 'What we noticed was that--now let's 

see, we got there in April. I think that the language training at Chicago 

had been started or at least restarted after a lapse just three months before. 

In other words, there was one class ahead of us, so that there were people we 

knew at Chicago who had gotten to Japan three months before~ And it s.eemed 

to me that they got much better assignments. That was the impression I had. 

Many of them were assigned to Allied Translator and Interpreter services, 

and they were housed in the NYK Building, which sounded unbelievably plush 
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from Zama and in fact continued to sound plush. And the impression I 

had was that the language ~~U~'~U' including people from Chicago who got 

there three months before, got the language jobs. Most of our people didn't. 

Q: Were you disappointed at being sent all the way down to Okayama? 

EG: No, I wasn't. For whatever reasons, and this is a point of view which I 

later changed substantially, but I remember when I was in Chicago I was 

th.inking, without the basis of much knowledge, "Gee, I don't want to go in 

Tokyo. I want to be some place out in the country." So I was quite happy 

about it, and I think it was genuinely exciting to sort of be almost pene-

trating into deepest Japan. Obviously you realized what tremendously and 

dramatically mountainous country it is and here I am all the way, 300 or 
I 

400 miles from Yokohama and in this provincial city. I think it was very 

exciting, and it was very much. what I wanted. 

Q: Could you give me a rundown on the divisions or units which were occupying 

Japan at that time, in addition to your own? 

EG: Yes. Th.ere were four divisions which had split up •. Well now, it was a 

little bit more complicated than that when I arrived. By the time I'd settled 

down in Japan in mid.,..1946, there were four divisions, four American divisions 

divided into two corps. There was the 25th Division around the Osaka-Kansai 

area, and the 24th. Division was in Kyushu. Now between us, in other words in 

western Honshu, the British had set up an area of occupation.. And as a matter 

of fact, they took over Okayama after we had been there for about a month. 

There were also some Nepalese Gurkhas. I remember them moving in to:Okayama. 

So that there was, in essence, a British zone of occupation. I think their 
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headquarters were probably in Kure or Hiroshima, between us in the 24th 

Division in Kyushu and the 25th Division, which probably went down around 

as far as Himeji or as I believe, Kakogawa west of Himeji. And in the 

east there was the 1st Cavalry around Tokyo and the 11th Airborne in northern 

Japan, possibly at Hokkaido also. 

Q: Did you have much chance to meet the Allied occupying forces, the British, for 

example, or even the Nepalese Gurkhas, and find out how well trained their 

language people were? 

EG: No, I simply didn't have any occasion to do this. The British, the Nepalese, 

the Empire forces, the Nepalese, didn't move in until we were about moving 

out. So I didn't nor do I recall meeting any of their language officers 

specifically. 

Q: Now that we've got you down in Okayama and you have some knowledge of the 

language and some Area Studies .. training, did you experience in any sense 

of the word, culture shock? 

EG: Well, yes, I certainly did experience culture shock, although it's not 

entirely clear what form. I don't think it was terribly disorienting. 

Of course I was experiencing it from basically a protected stronghold or 

bastion. I was there in an Army camp, so I wasn't really required to deal 

and I didn't have any direct-·-I was simply part of the occupying forces 

not dealing with the Japanese officially. So I really wasn't required to 

come to terms with Japan except at my own pace. But it was certainly ter

ribly fascinating to find this country here. One thing that struck me was 

the realization that h.ere was a country that for at least four years had 

been completely unknown to me, as far as r knew completely unknown territory 
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to Americans. And the idea of actually being there and trying to find out 

what it was like and certainly getting interested in what it had been like 

was certainly a very strong but certainly a very positive, interesting, and 

exciting experience. 

Q: What about Okayama itself and the surrounding countryside? Was this an 

area of devastation? 

EG: Yes, very definitely. I understand that Yokohama was an important rail head 

and the city was very badly bombed. Most of it was flattened except for just 

a few areas which were objects of some interest and curiosity for the fact 

that they had simply remained standing. Much of the blocks upon blocks 

were simply devastated. 

Q: You're talking about Yokohama? 

EG: Okayama. 

Q: Okayama? 

EG: Okayama, yes, righ,t. Also true of Yokohama but I didn 1 t see as much of it. 

Q: How about the appearance of the Japanese on the streets? 

EG: I think the most pervasive impression I have was how tired and weary they 

all looked. Also, of course, the fact that none of them were fat. Certainly 

it was a very difficult time. We were terribly impressed with how difficult 

life must have been. We were starting to hear stories of missionaries who 

were. actually out there trying to get along simply on what was available and 

what the Army would call "the economy," the Japanese economy. And it struck 

me as a kind of life that would have been incredibly difficult. People were 

cold, they were poorly dressed. As I say, something that really struck me was 

how tired they all looked. 
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Q: What about the food supply in general down there? And to what extent were 

there black-marketeering operations that you would have been aware of? 

EG: Oh, well, yes, I'm pretty sure that there were black-marketeering operations. 

In fact, one of my most vivid memories, and this was on the way. I recall 

now on the train from Zama to Okayama, which took several days by the way. 

In fact, I think it took us seven or eight hours to get up to Tokyo where 

we did shunt through the yards in some part of Tokyo, I forget now what part. 

But as the train stopped in the yards, there were a number of Japanese, in

cluding women and men, children maybe, who swarmed on the train, trying to 

get hold of rations and that sort of thing. And I must say I recall the 

obvi,ous avarice with which some of my comrades got at these rations and 

started passing th.em out for money to the Japanese who were storming on board. 

And there did appear to have been,after we settled down into our posts, cer

tainly a--I was aware of a substantial black market in cigarettes. I was not 

a smoker and for some reason I never even bought the cigarettes. But many 

people bought their cigarette rations for the purpose of selling them on the 

black market. I heard really only by rumor of more substantial and ambitious 

operations. . 

Q: Well, now that you t've mentioned the train journey, I wonder if you could tell 

me some.thing about the condition of trains and transportation in Japan and the 

scenes that you noticed on your way from Zama down to Okayama? 

EG: Yes, I think there were a number of things about the trains which struck me 

in the position that I was coming from. Well, first of all, of course, I 

think the most striking thing was that was far as.--now this train I was on 
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was a special troop train. I don't think it was part of a bigger Japanese 

train, although it's funny, I don't even remember that for sure whether our 

cars were tacked onto a Japanese train or not. I think not~ But the Japanese 

cars, in any case, were incredibly crowded and the same was true of streetcars 

in the streets. Just one of the most striking memories I have of people hang-

ing from the outside, hanging from the windows, up on the roofs in almost all 

cases, in many cases people traveling by freight car. I remember one of the 

most vivid impressions I have, although this is a little bit ahead of the story, 

when I was down in Kyushu--it might have been when we first arrived in Kyushu--

on the track next to us a freight train pulled up and a Japanese gentleman, 

impeccably dressed in a gray business suit and cane and hat, step.ped jauntily 

off a freight car which stopped next to us. And this was obviously sort of a 

standard means of transportation. So that was one thing, the incredible 

crowding. 

Now apart from that, something that struck me was the I'd 

never seen narrow gauge trains before, and this is quite impressive. Something 

else was what appeared to be the tremendous youth of the engineers. Now this 

may simply be the business of being harder to judge the ages of Japanese and 

misjudging i.t. But for whatever it's worth, I think it might well have 
been 

been true that many of the older men had Simply! taken away by the war. But 

certainly the engineers looked terribly young. Something else, a minor point 

that struck me,and I think you still see it, was that they had these peaked 

hats and they were using the chin strap. I always knew that peaked hats had 

chin straps, but not until I saw a Japanese engineer had I seen anybody using 

them" Apart from that, well, I'm just sort of basically fascinated with 
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trains, so it was all terribly exciting and it seemed a part of the adventure 

to be riding the trains. 

As far as the scenery goes, well, it certainly was just terribly exciting 

to see the scenery. I'll jump around here. It seems to me somehow in the 

course of this trip from Zama and Tokyo to Okayama--as I say it was a long one. 

It must have been a good 36 or 48 hours--we did acquire some Japanese passengers 

from some place, which sort of perhaps may relate to the point that maybe this 

was part of a Japanese train, that our cars were tacked onto a Japanese train. 

We did not have a sleeper ourselves'0 and I remember some of our more dimunitive 
) 

members sleeping on the baggage racks and that sort of thing. So it was a 

fairly rough trip, although of course we were not as badly crowded as the 

Japanese were. 

As far as the scenery goes, I certainly remember being struck by the 

picturesqueness and beauty of the scenery, perhaps the small scale of it, 

for whatever that's worth. And I think this sort of, this had a lot to do 

with simply developing a sentiment of sympathy for Japan, that this was a 

very beautiful country, one to which one could understand getting attached 

and feeling patriotic and that sort of thing. I certainly--to get ahead a 

little bit, I think I became quite aware after a few months there, and 

accurately so that when I went back home,I would miss this place very much. 

But that has something to do with views out of the train, although it gets 

closer to the end of our story .. 

Q: I'd like to know a little bit more about the nature of your job down in 

Okayama, the kind of office routine you pursued. You mentioned that you 
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really didn't have too much to do with the Japanese. What sort of military 

duties did you have? 

EG: Well, basically, the military duties were the business of keeping track of 

personnel records. 

Q: What office specifically were you working in? 

EG: This was the adjutant general's office whose concern is to keep track of 

personnel and issue orders and that sort of thing. I don't recall that we 

had to work terribly hard, but then of course I suppose the function of the 

occupation in any case was just to be there. Nor do I recall much in the 

way of very rigorous military training. 

Q: Did you have long office hours, short office hours? 

EG: Shortish. 

Q: ~Vhat were your living arrangements? 

EG: Yes. 

Well, in Okayama I believe we were working about six hours a day and then 

in the summer, by which time I was in Kyushu in Kokura City, we were on 

summer hours, which I think were something like 7:45 to 1:00, straight 

through. It was pretty hot. It was certainly pretty hot in the summer and 

so we simply didn·t try to work afternoons, which meant I had the afternoons 

of£ to look around th.e city, practice my Japanese, and that sort of thing. 

I believe that where we were located at Okayama was formerly a Japanese 

Army compound. It's now the site or at least was 10 years later the site of 

Okayama Prefectural University. I always got quite confus.ed about directions, 

but it was slightly outside the city. 
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much 
Q: HG~/ time did you have just for traveling around in the countryside and 

comparing the city scenes and the countryside? Did you made any comparisons 

much in your mind at that time between Tokyo and Okayama? 

EG: Well, let me see, I didn't really get a chance to see much of Tokyo until 

somewhat later. I think Tokyo of course, the part of Tokyo that struck me 

was, I suppose, occupation Tokyo t:?hatthere seemed to be a much livelier 

social life going on there, much more intrigue, much more involvement with 

political affairs and that sort of thing. And I suppose that we sort of 

encountered the bumpkin's attitude toward the capital and vice versa, that 

the occupationeers in Tokyo looked down on us as people who weren't really 

much involved in the swing of things. And I think we sort of looked down 

or at least misregarded them as persons who were too much taken with their 

own importance, that sort of thing. Obviously Tokyo was quite fascinating. 

I got to see a little bit of it. It was exciting and interesting. 

Q: How about going to Japanese restaurants in Okayama or Japanese cabarets or 

bars? What were the policies and did you manage to get around some of those 

policies and actually get to Japanese homes, eat Japanese food, or drink 

sake, for example? 

EG: Right. The policy was that we were not supposed to go to Japanese restaurants. 

The official reason for this was that they didn't want us cutting into th.e 

Japanese food supply, and I have no reason to question the sincerity of that. 

I think there was. also the feeling that perhaps they weren't too sanitary or 

too particularly safe. In any case, we were not permitted to go to Japanese 

restaurants, and I don't believe that I ever did at that time. As far as bars, 

there were some clubs operated by the Japanese specifically for American 
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soldiers where they had Japanese girls there for dancing and hostesses, I 

guess in a sense. But Japanese customers as such were not admitted, nor 

at least in the area that I had experience with, were there any Japanese 

clubs or restaurants that were open to Americans. 

Now as far as homes go, there were--I don't believe that there were 

any strictures on going to Japanese homes. I don't think there was any 

clear policy on eating at Japanese homes. But as a matter of fact, that 
got 

was something that I very quickly/to do, to visit Japanese homes, cer-

tainly getting some kind of food, and in the course of my time there, I 

was introduced to sukiyaki at Japanese homes and got my first introduction 

to sake in the course of visiting a Japanese home. 

There were Japanese department stores which were quite open to us, and 

any other Japanese stores. I do recall, particularly in Okayama which, as 

I say, was badly devastated, one of the main attractions for the GI's was 

the big department store downtown. And I remember going to movies once or 

twice. As far as I know, these were not off limits, but in any case I went 

to them. 

Q: Japanese,? 

EG: Japanese movies, yes. 

Q: Did you ever do any interpreting or ever have any chance to make use of 

your language skills? 

EG: Yes, I had some chance. Certainly--as I said, as soon as I arrived in Zama, 

I started practicing my Japanese as the chance came up. And then I did meet 

some Japanese, including at least one family whose home I visited from time 
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to time and my there. In fact, I do remember 

rather strikingly and I think it was quite possibly on my first visit to 

downtown Okayama and the department store. And there also was the Koraku 

En, a very famous and beautiful park in Okayama, which was another tourist 

attraction for the GI'so It was here that I have my first memory of meeting 

Japanese, young Japanese men, and engaging them in conversation. And this 

led to my acquaintance with at least one family whom I did visit at home. 

One thing that struck me, it struck a lot of us when they found out that 

we could speak Japanese and then we tDld them that we had studied Japanese 

during the war, we got the word "hontai, hontai," which we took to mean that 

this was exactly the opposite of Japanese policy, that whereas we were en-

couraged, they could see Americans who were encouraged to study Japanese 

during the war, Japanese were not encouraged from learning English. Now I 

don't know factually how accurate that was, but they were surprised in any 

case at the foreigners being able to speak Japanese and particularly surprised 

that Americans would have spent the wartime studying Japanese. 

Q: Did you get involved in helping any of these Japanese to speak English better 

or read it hetter? 

EG: I think there was some of this. Now one thing we did have in the Army compound, 

I remember it in Kyushu in Kokura at least that .,t.h.ere were a number of young 

Japanese boys who were working around the barracks. 1 guess you'd call them 

"houseboy8e" They were doing things around there and certainly from time to 
we'd 

time they would ask us about English any teach them a little English. I have 

a particularly poignant memory of one young man who aspired to be something of 
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a dandy who very earnestly implored me to get him some cologne or something 

at the PX {Post Exchang~/ because he wanted to smell rippa, one of my close 

memories. 

Q: From what you were telling me I gained the impression that you didn't feel 

yourself to be in any great peril in Japan. 

EG: No, absolutely not. I think at no time did I really feel in peril. I don't 

even know as I was particularly apprehensive about going there, but in any 

case, it seems that almost as soon as I arrived--I mean, one could conjure 

up fantasies of bloodthirsty ultra-nationalists and militarists and banzai 

charges and heaven knows what else. But you never had the feeling that 

anything like this was imm in en t, that there was any kind of danger. I 

think that was perhaps one of my most striking impressions, and of course it 

certainly contributed to making me feel much more sympathetic to the Japanese 

and perhaps to feeling that perhaps they had been misunderstood or misrepre

sented rather seriously in the course of the prosecution of the war. 

Q: Oh, that's interesting. What was the occasion of your shift from Okayama 

to Kokura City? 

EG: That was because of the establishment of the British zone of occupation in 

western Honshu. And the 32nd American Infantry Division, which had been in 

Kyushu, was sent home, sent back to the States, and the 24th Division moved 

from western Honshu to Kyushu. 

Q: But the routine of your life was pretty much the same, your job assignments? 

EG: Pretty much. the same, yes. We did in the course of my time in Kokura switch 

to the summer schedule, but I don't remember anything any more sensational 
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than that Perhaps the most striking thing, the change about Kokura, was 

that Kokura was completely unbombed and it was considered, of course, for 

that reason, a very interesting and very, very fortunate place to be. And 

so there we had the case of a city .... ·-well, many blocks had been destroyed 

for £ire breaks. I understand that this was all that was involved and there 

was no· bomb:;i.ng" Th.e story has, I think, been pretty well substantiated sub

sequently that Kokura was the initial target for the second atomic bomb, and 

this story did break, at least as a rumor, while I was there. But in fact, 

there was no bombing in Kokura. In nearby Moji and in nearby Yawata, the 

source o£ the steelworks, Moji having been, I think, an important naval 

base, the bombing was quite substantial. And in fact we were not permitted 

into Moji. I was in Yawata occasionally and traveled back and forth to 

Fukuoka. But also, I think perhaps the main difference was that in Kokura 

we were in a city which was essentially intact. 

Q: Were you engaged in rather copious correspondence with friends or family back 

home and giving them sympathetic impressions of Japan and the Japanese? I 

mean, what sorts o£ letters did you get back? 

EG: \vell ~ I'm afraid T really don't remember too much about the letters I got 

back. I think my correspondence probably was sympathetic. I was portraying 

an interesting place to be, one T liked, a country whose people I liked and 

a lot o£ interesting and certainly very unusual things were happening to me. 

I lm sorry that I haven't been able to retrieve my file of letters. I fm not 

even sure I know where it is or whether it still exists, and I don't really 

remember anything very special about the feedback I got from home. As I 

recall, most of my correspondence was probably with my mother. 
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Q: I think it would be very interesting to find out about your awareness as a 

GI, a PFC, of Occupation policy generally and its implementation. For 

example, did you through Stars and Stripes or anything else you read have 

any sense of the sorts of things that we were attempting to do, say democritiza

tion, demilitarization, busting up the zaibatsu, war crimes trials in the 

making, how did that impinge upon your consciousness? 

EG: Well, I think--and again I don't think this is hindsight, although there's 

always that possibility--I think I was imbued by the time I got there with 

the doctrine that the reason that the Japanese were militaristic and aggressive 

was that because their government was not democratic and that if the government 

was controlled by the people, that the government would be less militaristic 

and aggressive and therefore, it was terribly important to discredit the old 

regime and the old \'lays and make sure that the government was opera ted demo

cratically .. That general thesis of the,o~cupation I was certainly aware of, 

and I think I was perhaps apprehensive about, certainly about the importance 

of preventing the recurrence of militarism. I don't think we used the word 

"feudalism," but I think the complex that comes under that title was probably 

a source of some concern. I think we were aware, if I may parody--I don't 

mean to parody but to use the terms of the time--that there were a lot of 

"baddies" around and their recurrence had to be prevented. And yet I didn't 

~eel, I don't recall ever feeling at that time or in the forties that the 

talk about a secret, serious Japanese plot to overthrow the occupation and re

turn to the old days never struck mee And I can't say that my information was 

all that good. It never struck me as terribly credible, but there was. some 

apprehens.iQn about 
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I think I had incidentally, I had become somewhat perhaps dog-

matically imbued with the importance of democracy, strangely or not enough 

from--I got to be quite a fan of the works of Robert Hutchins while I was at 

Chicago, I think something one might be, and so got quite dogmatic about a 

number of things, about the importance of education and democracy and that 

sort of thing. And therefore I think I certainly was, although perhaps for 

reasons of my own, I was certainly quite in tune with the feeling that dem

ocracy and democracy as we understood it was very important and essential and 

undoubtedly good for Japan. 

Q: Do you have any recollection of specific efforts that we made down there in 

democratization or in educational reform? Or were you too far removed from 

the scene of--

EG: I think I was too far removed and I'm not aware that much of this was being 

done locally by the occupation forces or by the Americans. Certainly mine 

was a garrison division which was not really concerned with carrying out the 

policies of democratization especially. There were small units of I think 

it was the Counterintelligence Corps, which certainly had some kind of con

nections with_ the--impinged more directly on Japanese society. But I think 

their concern was ferreting out subversives and opposition to the io~cupation. 

And it was highly secret, and I .••• 

END SIDE I, B.EGIN SIDE II 

... simply didn't have the opportunity to find out much about what they 

were doing. They lived much better. There were some counterintelligence 

detachments in Kyushu, but their work was, as far as we were concerned, 
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highly classified I had little idea of what they were doing. I don't think 

they were really engaged though directly in what you'd call the democratization 

part of the program. I can only assume that--it is something you might want 

to check with others--the input from the American side was through the central 

Japanese bureaucracy in Tokyo and any carrying out of occupation policies 

provincially, regionally, locally, was done by the Japanese bureaucracy, the 

Japanese structure. 

Q: What about the process of demilitarization and demobilization? Did you have 

a chance much to observe that down there and were you aware of streams of 

refugees coming back from the continent or from elsewhere? 

EG: Yes. 1 don't quite know how much we had to do with it although I can give 

some--yes, we were quite aware of streams of refugees, streams of demobilized 

soldiers. And certainly one of the vivid memories and exotic or exciting 

memories I have was of being on night duty at division headquarters and seeing 

messages coming in, I think about American ships which were ferrying refugees 

back from--I know that there was a run between Fukuoka and some place, I guess, 

in Ma.nchuria called Hulutao which always sounded, of course, very exotic. And 

as I recall, it had to do with the ferrying of repatriates, Japanese repatriates, 

from the mainland to Japan. 

Q: And were there obvious signs of stress with all of these people coming back 

into the countryside or into the cities? Or again is this something that you 

wouldn't be that closely involved with? 
say, 

EG: No, I guess I would/as far as I could tell, this was sort of swamped by the 

broader signs of stress among the Japanese generally that people in general 

were very badly off, that life was very sparse for all of them so that 
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it was just sort of taken as a fact of nature that, under those circumstances, 

there would be repatriates coming back iemobilized soldiers. And they didn't 
) 

stand out as a problem apart from the general problem of the Japanese coping 

with the fact of defeat, devastation, and so forth. 

Q: Now you were in Japan a total of about one year? 

EG: Probably even less, probably seven or eight months at the most. 

Q: Less than that? Did you notice any signs of improvement in the physical 

conditions of life while you were there? Or was it pretty much the same 

kind of subsistence living? 

EG: No. No, I don't think any real signs of improvement. As I say, there was 

the somewhat better physical condition of Kokura City, so that I think this 

may have--but I don't see this as a historical trend in that short period, no. 

Q: Another thing that interests me is finding out how GI's at your level felt 

about the Big Man in Tokyo, {General Dougla~/ MacArthur himself and the gen-

erals who surrounded him? Did you talk or joke much about it, think much 

about it? 

EG: Yes~ I mentioned ea.rlier the kind of rebellious youth attitude that developed 

among all of us smart alecks at Chicago and of course especially the fact that 

the war was over. We simply developed an antipathy to Army officers generally 

in a very s.hort period of time. And I think that this antipathy carried over 

a forti()Ei to MacArthur as the top officer of all of them. So that I think 

certainly his, if not ostentatious, sort of regal--I don't have quite the right 

word for it, but his shall we say regal style of living--I remember particular 

outrage at hearing that he let his hair grow down around and over his collar 

because of course this wa.s very unsoldierly And I think there was definite 
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resentment at the double standard that was involved there. So I think he 

was seen as sort of the arch officer of all of them And I think with the 

war being over and as I say, with a bunch of smart aleck college kids like 

myself conspiring against this whole thing, MacArthur was sort of seen as 

the arch lieutenant colonel, if I may put it that way. 

Q: What about some of the others, such as lMajor General Charle~/ Willoughby 

or lGeneral Courtney A~/ Whitney or lRober~/ Eichelberger? Or were they not 

important? 

EG: I don't think I had any very clear picture of them. I think I was vaguely 

aware that there was a General Willoughby and that he was important, although 

I wasn't quite sure why. I may not have been aware of the fact that there 

was a General Whitney until later Eichelberger I think was commander of the 

Eighth Army and therefore I knew where he stood. I had a pretty clear picture 

of where he stood on the hierarchy, and I knew he was way above me. 

Q: Since you were trained in the Japanese language and you chose to focus on 

reading while you were at Chicago, I wonder if you at that time read Japanese 

newspapers or magazines? 

EG: Yes. 

Q: Did you go into Japanese bookstores and browse? 

EG: Yes. I was quite interested. It was a great opportunity to get exposed to and 

practice my reading as well as my speaking in a real life functioning context. 

I certainly did try to read the newspapers. I was able to read them after a 

fashion. I was just looking at my photo album last night. Well, for the most 

part it's photos@. I had pasted one clipping in. It was a couple of pictures 

in I think the local edition of the Asahi. There was an headquarters in 
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Kokura, and there were some our Fourth of parade, 

a brief statement about American independence and American--possibly a 

sly reference to the fact that here was America being the mother country 

of Japan. I'm not quite clear. I still couldn't understand it for sure 

last night when I looked at it. But anyway, I certainly was quite fas

cinated with the idea of reading things, going into bookstores. One of my 

earliest memories and certainly one of the most interesting things at the 

time, this department store in Okayama which, as I say, was the tourist 

attraction, it did have a book department and a few things about it struck me. 

One of the things was the very certainly crude nature of the books. The 

paper was very cheap, the binding was bad, I think quite understandably. And 

you can still see samples of that sort of thing in the Columbia Library if 

you--

Q: Or at the University of Maryland. 

EG: Well, or at the University of Maryland. To get ahead of the story, but to 

make a point, I remember--I think my first year at Columbia in 1950, th.e 

library had just acquired the Ha,ada Diaries, 

I don't know how it looks now, but I was struck by the excellent quality of 

that,which came out about 1949. 

One thing that struck me at the time in this bookstore or this book 

department in the Okayama department store was the large number of books on 

economics. That struck me very much. I wanted to buy something that I could 

use to practice my Japanese, and I wanted something in which I had a--this is 

a funny story, as it turns out. I wanted to buy something in which I had a 

head start. In Marysville in the California camp where we were awaiting 
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shipment to Japan, I had been reading some Shakespeare As I recall, I 

read Measure for Measure so I found a Japanese translation of Measure for 

Measure in the Okayama department store, and I bought that. It was a 

translation and of course I hardly could have picked anything 

more difficult because I believe that was attempting to put it 

into Elizabethan Japanese. 

Q: Into\Oriental 

EG: Yes, at the very least, so that the language was terribly archaic. But this 

was one thing, and I think there might have been a few brief periods when I 

went around Kokura talking like Nobody understood me, needless 

to say. I just remember buying odds and ends of other things, magazines, 

journals. One of my--a fellow who had been my roommate at Chicago and stayed 

with me down in Kyushu had acquired some, I remember some kind of aviation 

journal that was put out in the wartime. I still have it. And he picked up 

an old copy of and that might have been later. But it was a 1937 

issue of In any case, I was quite fascinated by the, certainly 

by the books~and there were a few things I did see. 
) 

Q: Do you have any memories of learning much about the, say, religious life of 

the Japanese, Shinto or Buddhism or Christianity, Catholicism? 

EG; Yes4 I remember in a general kind of way being impressed by Shinto, by the 

shrines, by the--I think I decided at this time that, given the kind of 

landscape and general character of the country, that it would be easy enough 

to believe that there were kami in the waterfalls and the forests and that 

sort of thing. So that I found something rather sympathetic about Shinto 

and the religion of nature and that sort of thing. I didn't have much exposure 
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that I can recall to Buddhism. I did have some exposure to what you might 

call the Catholic es tablishment th,ere There was a Catholic church in 

Kokura fairly near the main PX that was established for us there. There 

was a bishop, a Japanese bishop I believe in Fukuoka, whom I met once. 

There was also a nunnery nearby that I visited,in which there were foreign 

nuns as well as Japanese nuns, I believe. 

Q: How did you happen to visit the bishop of Fukuoka? In what capacity? 

EG: Well, I had picked up a kind of a side job as chaplain's assistant there 

to the 24tlt Division Catholic chaplain. So that while he did have an 

official assistant, one young man whose job it was to be the assistant, he 

acquired me, too. So that when he went on--he wanted to go down and visit 

the bishop and I think he wanted to take supplies I remember particularly 

that the nuns, were particularly happy to see soap which he took them a supply 

of. This was the reason I made several trips to Fukuoka. I went with the 

chaplain and we drove around town. It was also an interesting city, although 

it was bombed. It was probably a larger city even then than in Kokura or any 

one of the individual five northern Kyushu cities. 

Q: At that time did you form any impressions about Japanese social relations or 

relationships? For example, how the men treated the women or how parents 

treated children? What did you think generally of the--I~m not sure I should 

put it this way, articulate it this way--but say of the plight of Japanese 

women and qccupation reforms involving women? 
-what 

EG: Well, let me see" My impressions here are some/episodic, although I do have 

some clear ones My roonnnate, that is, the one from Chicago who stayed with 

me and who was, I say, quite energetic in developing contacts, had gotten to 



31 

know two families in Kokura quite well, and one of them was relatively higher 
This 

class than the others. _I was quite clear. The one whom we understood to be in 

somewhat more modest circumstances was, as a matter of fact, I understand, a 

member or connected with the Socialist Party. And while I never got to know 

about that, we were aware of this fact. We had the impression, which doesn't 

strike me as necessarily being terribly accurate, that the Socialists were 

very conservative and perhaps no more radical than Democrats or Republicans 

back in the United States. I say, for whatever that's worth, that was an 

impression we had. 

There was another family which I remember particularly for the fact 

that they staged tea ceremonies to which we were invited. My first exposure 

to the tea ceremony was with this somewhat better-off family. And one thing 

that struck us ve-ry definitely was that the women in the Socialist family, in 

the more modest family, were perhaps treated with greater, something more 

nearly approaching equality than the upper-class family. So that we acquired 

th.is correlation of the more high class the family, the less independent and 

equal was the position of the woman, for whatever that's worth. 

Q: Very interesting. 

EG: Yes. As I say, it was a correlation that struck us. Obviously two cases is 

not much of a sample. But that was definitely an impression we had. As far 

as attitudes toward children, nothing terribly clear about that and certainly 

not the same impression we had of general, what we would certainly call today 

f.lsexismu on the part of Japanese men towards Japanese women, which certainly 

was an impression I had much more strongly in my subsequent trips.. It simply 

wasn't quite that clear, but we certainly, as I say" we did have ..• I think 
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the point I was making was that we did at least, we were aware that the 

question of equality for women, equal treatment as equals for women, was 

an issue and that there was some difference according to class. 

Q: I was just wondering if you were one of those GI's who was incensed that 

the men didn't stand up for the women on the trains or the buses and so on. 

EG: That's a little complicated. I'm not quite sure because I think I can recall 

sort of an ambivalence on my part here. As best I can reconstruct this, 

while I certainly was all in favor of giving my seat to women and doffing 

my hat in their presence and letting them go through doors first, I think--

and again this may be hindsight--that I was already aware of some kind of 

cultural relativism, that the Japanese were entitled to doing things their 

own way and that we shouldn't try to force our ways on them. So I'm afraid 

I can't reconstruct this. It's a little hard to recall, but I think that any 

instincts, and I certainly would have had them,toward trying to get the Jap-

anese men to be more properly polite as we saw it toward women would have 

been tempered by the awareness that different cultures did have different 

customs and that their different customs were entitled to respect. 
Japan 

Q: I'm beginning to get a sense of what impac~/was making on you. Do you have 

any £urther thoughts on the subject at that time in your life? Your Army 

tour of duty was coming to an end, and what feelings did you have as you were 

about to depart from Japan? 

EG: Well, as I say, I believe I said earlier I became quite aware, and I was right, 

that I wa.s getting very fond of the country, that I would miss it. I cer-

tainly think th.ere was some feeling about wanting to go back sometime. I 

was rather anxious, and I'm not terribly sure why, to get back and finis.h 
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college. Some people when they finished their Army tour were taking jobs, 

civilian jobs, with the:qccupation. I can't remember all of my thinking 

at this time, but it was that that looked terribly attractive but that I 

wanted to get back first and finish college. So that I think I entertained 

in some vague way some idea of perhaps that it might be nice a few years 

hence to try to get a civilian job with the occupation and perhaps get more 

closely involved with Japanese affairs. 

Q: It seems to me that it's self-evident from what you've already said that you 

had come to a very positive feeling about Japan and the Japanese? 

EG: Yes. 

Q: That perhaps they had something to teach as well-

EG: Right. 

Q: --as being taught by the occupation forces? 

EG: I suppose I didn't myself see it so much in terms of "the Japanese have 

something to teach," although I was aware that there was certainly a lot 

that was admirable and likable about Japanese life that I would want to 

experience further. And I think perhaps something of this idea, yes, I 

think that perhaps comes out more strongly in my subsequent trips,that I 

was sort of spoiled by good public transportation and that sort of thing 

but not in 1946. I think it was just more a personal matter of simply 

wanting to learn more, certainly wanting to experience more of Japan and 

learn more about Japan when I got back to the United States~ 

Q: When happened th.en when you did get back home? And how did you eventually 

end up in Japanese Studies? 

EG: Well, when I got back to the United States, I was certainly still very 
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interested in Japan, but I still had this kind of residual singlemindedness 

about wanting to finish my education. And I really could still only think 

in terms of continuing my study at some kind of science. I resumed a sort 

of a part-time job I had at the Yale Observatory, for example. And perhaps 

because of my admiration for this professor, I sort of thought that I might 

like to study astronomy_ But it also seemed fairly neat and orderly and 

also that there was a lot to learn. So that my first year back at Yale--I 

went back to finish my freshman year and then my second year I was still 

mostly really trying to decide what kind of science I wanted to major in. And 

I thought of all kinds of things. I think one couldn't major in astronomy. I 

toyed with physics. I finally settled on mathematics, and so then when it be

came time to s.tart my third year and choose a major, I chose a mathematics 

major. One took five courses in a term and I accordingly took three third-

year courses in mathematics, but I filled out my schedule with two courses 

on Japan. I just wanted to maintain this interest. I may have told you 

before this story about talking with my mathematics advisor and he said, 

nAh, what do you want to take them courses on Japan for?" 

And I said, "Well, sir, I was there before and I often thought I might 

like to go back to Japan." 

And he said, "Haw, haw, haw. Itll bet some girl'll get hold of you and 

you'll never get west of the Hudson River." Well, he was wrong, as you know, 

but that's getting even further ahead of the story. 

Anyway, I started the math major, but with my other two electives in-~I 

think I WaS taking Japanese Language, third year Japanese Language, at Yale. 

And as a matter of fact, it was John Linbeck's course in the History of East Asia. 
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I don t want to get into the mathematics side of this too much, but after 

a few weeks, I realized that I was hDpelessly lost in mathematics" My 

brain wasn't fast enough, and for whatever reasons, it obviously wasn't 

for me. Well, it almost seemed too late to turn back. I took I think one 

of the more admirably decisive steps in my life and decided the heck with this. 

I had briefly, before starting my junior year, toyed with the idea of the 

Japanese Language and Area major. I remember discussing it with David Nelson 

Rowe:, who was the advisor for that program at that time and deciding instead 

just to take a couple of electives. But then when I realized I was lost in 

mathematics I decided, well, by God, I am going to change my major. I've 

already got two courses for it. So I did. 

Q: Was Rowe supportive, by the way, when you went to him to discuss the language 

major? Was there any sense on your part that efforts were being made to recruit 

area specialists in this countrv. to train them? 

EG: Neither. I don't feel that I was either particularly discouraged or partic-

ularly proselytized. I remember also talking, I think it was Harold J. Weens, 

the geographer, who may have been--I remember I think I talked to Rowe,but I 

also talked to We'ens. And I think he presented it sort of neutrally, "Here 

it is. If you'd like to take it, fine." But I certainly wasn't--I didn't 

have my arm twisted either. 

Q: Well, it strikes me that it was fortuitous that you were at Yale. If you had 

been at one of many other universities, there wouldn't have been Japanese to 

round out your program. 

EG: No. Then we could probably have fine deciding where I might be or who I 

might be today. 
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Q: Or how strongly motivated you were 

EG: But the fact was--it's simply very hard to say. I just suspect, and this 
out 

is pure hypothesis, I think I would have sough~/whatever I could do to 

pursue my Japanese interest, and that's hard to say. But I think I would 

have. I think that when you consider that while I thought of myself as a 

mathematician up to my junior year, I still wanted to take some courses in 

Japan. I suspect I probably would have found some way to pursue that 

interest wherever I was, but that's hypothetical. 

Q: Did you see Japanese language training and area training at all related to 

job prospects? Or was it still this lure of something different and 

exciting? 

EG: I think more the latter, that it was different and exciting. In fact, I 

remember very specifically when I contemplated changing my major, my thought 

was that my job prospects won't be as good. There are more jobs for mathe-

maticians than for Japanese language and area specialists. But on the other 

hand, I decided, well, this is what I like. I'll take my chances with it. 

However preferable mathematics might be in the abstract, for me it probably 

wouldn't be. I'd probably have a better chance somehow, although I wasn't 

quite clear how. I might as well do what I want to do and trust that I can 

make something out of it and get a job out of it. I was concerned about jobs, 

yes. 

Q: As students are today. 

EG: Yes. 

Q: Now what was the outcome then of all of this? 

EG: Well, I did switch to the language and area major and continued to finis.h it up 



37 

in my time at Yale. I think I'd pretty much decided and I think you can 

appreciate the logic of this, that if this was my interest, the best thing 

to do would be to go to graduate school and prepare myself for a career in 

teaching. I had always thought of myself as wanting to be a teacher, one way 

or another, incidentally. I think the fact that I'd gone to teachers' college 

sort of prefigured that, and I think my thought of--I'd forgotten that when I 

was talking about the job prospect that I wanted to study physics or 

mathematics to be a teacher of physics or mathematics. So that I'd always 

thought in terms of teaching. Then it was a question of, well, I think 

certainly by the time I was finished at Yale I had thought in terms of 

graduate work and becoming a teacher. 

Q: How did you feel about your area courses at Yale? Were those more stimulating 

than the ones that you had taken in the Army language school at Chicago? 

EG: Oh, yes, definitely. I accepted the people there, that is, the teachers and 

the courses, as being experts, the teachers as being experts and being good. 

And it was much clearer to me what I was trying to get at there. It was sort 
at 

of a pot pourr~/ Chicago very often. I know that there was one man, George 

B. Dayhousar, whose name I've come across. He was not even supposed to be a 

Japan expert. He was a very entertaining fellow and he said, "My assignment 

is to give you th,e history of the world in 10 lectures. Ii And obviously you 

can't be much but flamboyant with that sort of thing. And there were a lot 

of other people whom we frapkly thought of as "hacks." Now this was not true 

of the area studies. It seemed like a very serious pursuit, a very worthwhile 

pursuitu My general impression of Yale was that the faculty was good and 

this extended to the Language and Area faculty, as a generalization. 
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Q: Could you tell me a little bit more now about your graduate studies and the 

occasion of your return to Japan? 

EG: Okay. I decided--I was thinking about different places where I might want 

to do graduate study and as I may have told you once before, I had quite a 

dilemma trying to decide whether I wanted to pursue my studies at Harvard 

or Columbia. There seemed to be a lot to be said for both of th.em. I think 

it did strike me that Columbia had more and better courses on Japan and China. 

And as I recall, the main attraction of Harvard was that there seemed to be 

better prospects of getting teaching assistant jobs and financial help and 

that sort of thing. And so it was definitely a dilemma. 

So I also decided, and in fact I think with a little help from my 

advisers, although I think this was something that struck me, too,was that as 

a Language and Area major, I did not have any disciplinary or departmental 

affiliation and I had darned well better get one. The two obvious choices 

were political science and history. I'm afraid I associated political science 

with things like local government and city government and that sort of thing 

and I felt that if I had to take courses outside the Asian field, ltd rather 

study the Renaissance and Reformation than local government. So I chose 

history, and so as a result I was enrolled as a history major at Columbia 

where I was encouraged because of my advanced age, by one adviser--I was then 

24-..-not to fool around taking any courses that didn't directly contribute to 

my requirements. So I took courses solely in modern western European history 

and East Asian history_ 

Q: When you arrived, had Columbia set up its East Asian Institute? 

EG: Yes. I think perhaps th.e year before, but in any case it was a going 

concern then and Sir George Sansom was the director 
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Q: Did you get any financial ? Were there at 

that point? 

EG: No. 

Q: Oh, you had the GI bill? 

EG: I had one year of GI bill, so that got me through my first year at Columbia, 

but I was not aware of any other financial help. And in fact I got myself 

a job at the library, that is the main library, Butler Library Circulation 

Department, a full-time job there, and pursued my courses part time. As a 

university employee, I got one course free per term, and I had enough for 
a 

the--the tuition at that time, I think, wa~/mind-boggling $60 a course or 

something anyway 4 

Q: Well, maybe I shouldn't ask you this next question, but was it a happy 

intellectual experience, stimulating experience at Columbia University in 

those days? 

EG: Yes, I think on the whole it was. I think there was a feeling of gee, you 

can go so intensely and so far into the study of Japan and East Asia, and 

there are so many other people, students and faculty and that sort of 

thing, that it was--I think it began to seem like the only place in the world 

I possibly could be. Oh., yes., yes. 

Q: Did you continue language studies or had you already acquired sufficient skill? 

EG: No, I didn't, and I felt that I had really acquired sufficient skill. I had 

gotten through, I think, three terms of third-year Japanese---it was probably 

called "fourth-year Japanese" at Yale, and I felt that I'd really had enough 

formal study. My first year at Columbia I took, actually for my master' I 

took a doctoral seminar with Hugh Borton. I think it was just the seminar 
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in East Asian History. It was not the Institute seminar, and one of the 

things about it was that it required a reading knowledge of Japanese. So 

I felt that I was supposed to devote my--I used it to write my M.A. and tried 

to use it exclusively with Japanese sources. So that this was, of course, a 

kind of a language learning experience. In fact, if it accomplished nothing 

else, it certainly greatly improved--you know, I made a quantum leap in my 

ability to read Japanese. But it was learning on the job. 

Q: Was Sir George Sansom lecturing at all while you were there? And Professor 

Tsnoda, was he also around at that time? 
f' 

EG: Yes. Yes, they were lecturing then. Sir George, I think, was on leave that 

year and then returned the next year. But I did attend his lecture course on 

Early Japanese History. I didn't take any of Professor Tsnoda's courses, but 
l'; 

he certainly was around there and very much a favorite and a figure of admir-

ation and attention among--he had many devoted followers~ 

Q: What were your impressions of the great Sir George? 

EG: Well, I think I was already so favorably impressed by him. My first intro .... 

duction to Sir George was his book, his .Japan, a Short Cultural History, which 

I think we were reading for Professor iLinbee::.k 1 s course. And I know that I and 

some of my other fellow readers of that were just terribly fascinated with that 

book. We just thought it was excellent. It was the way to get back to Japan 

and get back more into Japan the way we wanted to. And so we just thought he 

was great and his book was great from my time at Yale. So when I came there, 

that was just obviously one of the--I don't think he could have done anything 

wrong. His course was certainly good. It was interesting, but it was pretty 
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much a cours.e, but a very affable and likable 

fellow.. And it just seemed like a great privilege to be there and studying 

under him. 

Q: Was there much. student interest at that time in courses on China and Japan? 

Were your classes terribly small or of moderate size? 

EG: I had the feeling that there was a fair amount of interest at that time. 

I think I had the feeling that, you know, Columbia was one of the few places 

where you could find, as I suggested earlier, one of the few places where you 

would find a fairly large concentration of students who were interested,but 

at Columbia, you were aware that there were an awful lot of them, perhaps 

not nationwide. But I had the feeling thougq that this was certainly--it was 
i ~; 

even a little bit before it, but it was certainly, it was part of the heyday 

of area studies, that it was important to study foreign countries, that we 

made a mistake having so few people who knew Japanese during the war, and 

it was important" I don t't think you'd be honest to say we were simply getting 

ready for the next war, but we were getting ready for a more active role in 

the world and that it was important to know things about these countries, 

perhaps in a way China more than Japan, and I guess that's been the story most 

of the' tjme since then. 

Q: Wh.en you talk about area studies;t that would be back in the late forties? 

EG: Yes., early fifties, yes." 

Q: Late ;fQrties, early :I; if ties? Language, of course, was an essential part of it. 

And then th.ere was the discipline that you identified with history. ~'Ilere 

those of you who were in history or politics also encouraged to do geography, 

economics,ol;' say literature, art? Or did you have a pretty heavy social 
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EG: I think at Columbia-.... now there are two different aspects here. At Yale it 

was a language and area program, and we were encouraged--you were permitted 

in the major to take courses from a wide variety of departments. And in 

fact, since there weren't too many courses in anyone department--well, let 

me see what I did take. I certainly took language quite heavily as part of 

my major, Linbeck's history course, the course on and Politics of 

East Asia, which was Rowe's course but it was taught by Chito Shianaga at 

that time. I took at least one term of Art History by a professor, an expert 

in Chinese, Leroy Davidson, as a matter of fact, who had taught the third 

session of my, you know, the third hour of my vlestern Art History course. 

And I thought he was good, so I certainly wanted to take his course. There 

was also a youngish economist Helvin Eagers was his name. I haven lt heard 

much_ of him subsequently. But he was experimenting with giving a course on 

the economy of Japan. This was at Yale; I took it my senior year, one term 

of it. There were only three or four students, but of course it was my only 

introduction to economics. So I think that was it, one full year of history, 

one full year of political science, a half year of art history, a half year 

of economics, and probably a good three or even maybe six or seven terms of 

upper -level Japanese. As I said, when I got to Columbia, it was made quite 

clear to me that I had better concentrate on the requirements of the history 

major" I think tha.t probably basically shaped my approach, that I "\llaS going 

to concentrate on taking courses in the two history fields that I would be 

examined on I dontt think there was too much otherwise. I donlt think 

there was really much in the way of literature at that time. There was 
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Professor Tsnoda's philosophy course, and I think one reason I didn't take 

that was that I had been encouraged to bear down and concentrate almost ex

clusively on my oral exam fields. 

Q: At what point did you in fact get back to Japan? 

EG: Well, when I finished my courses and contemplated doing my dissertation, I 

felt and what everybody else was doing was getting fellowships to go to 

Japan to do the research. So apart from the fact that I wanted to get back, 

I think that simply seemed like the obvious course. So I applied for some 

fellowships, and I applied for a Fulbright grant and to make the story short, 

I got one. 

Q: And that was to do research on what? 

EG: Well, I had decided at this point to do my dissertation on the adoption of 

universal manhood suffrage in Japan and so stated in my application for the 

Fulbright * That was my main purpose and in fact my main specific concern in 

my time in Japan. 

Q: What year was this? 

EG: 1954, the fall of 1954 I went to Japan again. 

Q: And of course I'm very interested in finding out now what your impressions 

were when you arrived back in Japan, just the street scenes, how the people 

looked ~ 

EG: YeSft 

Q: \-Jhat was. it like to be back in Japan again? 

EG: Okay, I think two things that struck me. Now here I have been studying Japan 

and Japanese history for, however you put it, four to eight years", And of 

course here's the country Itve been studying about, and here also is the 
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country I've been in and that I wanted to see again. And I think the other 

thing that struck me pretty quickly was the great change in the material 

well-being of Japan and the Japanese. I'm inclined to think, although this 

may be a slightly theatrical exaggeration, that the change for me in Japan 

between 1946 and 1954, I don't think I would think--I think I would find, 

you know, that Japan in 1954 was closer to the Japan of even today than it 

was to the Japan of 1946. That might be a slight exaggeration, but I think 

the real, that the change was just striking. And certainly it was striking 

how well off they were then. Obviously they were still in straightened cir

cumstances. Japanese incomes weren't terribly high. People were cold, I 

knew that. They didn't have money for an awful lot of food, but they were 

well-fed and decently dressed and there were just all kinds of amenities to 

living. You know, there I was actually living, as we would have put it in 

1946, on the economy, of course in a relatively privileged way_ I had a 

pretty good income, a pretty good stipend, but it was certainly an utterly 

comfortable and interesting place to live. I used to have nightmares 

occasionally,dreaming that ltd gone back to the United States and I'd wake 

up crying because I thought it was over. 

Q: You mentioned you were relatively privileged as an American in 1946. What 

was it like now in 1954? 

EG: Well, I was still relatively privileged. I certainly had a far higher income 

in terms of my Fulbright grant than any of my Japanese colleagues or any 

Japanese that I met. So that it was quite--well, I was privileged in 1946 

in the sens,e that of course I simply had access to supplies that were there 
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to 
in terms of the PX and the mess hall and 

didn't have access. I guess I would say as a Fulbright there was this kind 

of reverse snobbery where we, for the most part, avoided the American Estab-

lishment, the PX's and the restaurants, the clubs, and that sort of thing. 

But with a little bit of money you could live quite well with no special 

privileges in that respect. And of course, certainly in American terms, by 

comparison with New York, life in Japan was cheap then. Restaurants were 

cheaper, hotels were cheaper, transportation was cheaper. So that your 

dollar--I think the stipend then was the equivalent of about $3,000 a year. 

And one could live far better in Japan on $3,000--obviolisly that was about 

I million yen a year. And one could live better on a million yen in Japan 

than one could on $3,000 in New York. 

Q: Well, you have, subsequent to this time, 1954, become a professional historian 

and also you have been employed in the Department of State, so you have this 

bent of looking at things as a historian. I wondered if you would care here 

at the end to just think out loud a bit about the significance of that period 

in your life when you were serving in the ;,pccupation forces and then as a 
l 

historian how you look back at the entire (d~cupation period in J let us say 
I~ I 

modern or 20th, century Japanese history. 

EG: Well, I'm not sure I can really sayan awful lot that's very instructive or 

inspiring in that respect. Just associating freely, it certainly struck me 

at the time that this was a great watershed in Japanese history. It was 

supposed to he. That was of course the purpose of 
! 

oicupation, 80 that 
__ ""',7 

might have been partly my indoctrination. And I think I still, in spite of 

what I know about the principle of historical continuity, and that there's 
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no such thing as complete breaks, I think it still sort of strikes me that 

the end of the war, the 'occupation was a verY dramatic break, you know, that 

there was, that prewar Japan was one thing and post-war Japan was, in many 

respects, a rather different thing. I know that you can refute that, that 

you can argue with it, but that certainly is one of my impressions" I tro 

not sure I quite answered your question, but that's one association that 

certainly comes up rather strongly there. 

Q: And as for the significance of the occupation period in your own life, it 

seems to have determined your choice of career~ 

EG: Oh, certainly. Yes, I think it certainly made all the difference in the 

world in my career, that it was a chance to see that international politics, 

international affairs, national politics, foreign area studies, all that sort 

of thing was terribly important terribly exciting, terribly intriguing to me 

and specifically my exposure to Japan and liking it so much that I wanted to 

devote my life to studying it, and I still feel that way. 

Q: Were there many like you in your Army language classes at Chicago? Were you 

aware of many who became subsequently specialists or experts like yourself? 

EG: I th_ink the thing that strikes me about that class is that not many of th,em 

did. Host of th_e experts from that period came either from the naval program 

at Boulder", More of them came from, I think, a somewhat more intense and 

high-powered language course that the Army gave at places like Michigan and 

Snelling. Mine was the so-called college program, the Army Specialized 

Training Program. And very few of them that Itm aware of today went into 

the field as professional scholars or experts on Japan. I'm only aware of 

Miles McElrath, who's at Ohio State, was a classmate of mine at Chicago. And 
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I think he is or has :erom time to time been chairman of the Japanese Depart

ment at, or the department that covers Japanese language and literature at 

Ohio State~ Some of them have gone into service with the Government. For 

the most part--I really don't know what happened to very many of them--but for 

the most part, for some reason, that group didn't. 

END TAPE I, BEGIN TAPE II 

... for some ;reason that group didntt~ the group at Chicago or even the 

Yale group. 

Q: I suppose what I was trying to do was to find out what there was abF?ut your 

background and your training and then your suhsequent behayior ~n Japan in 

1946 tha,t might have set you apart fr.om some of the other GI' s. Do you re

member being more interested in roaming around in Okayama or Kokura City than 

some of the other GI's? 

EG: Yes, but of cour.s.e when you say "other GI's"now, you're not just talking of 

other language students, 

Q: That's true. 

EG: I think the other language students, while they might not subsequently have 

become professional .Japan specialists., probably had in many respects the 

same outlook as I did, that they were all particularly sympathetic and in

terested and that sort of thing. I think as far as the average GI, I had 

the feeling that it wasn't really all that different, that a lot of them 

were fairly interested and sympathetic. I think, a suspicion I have but 

th.en perhaps as a, say, as a friend of Japan, I might have been misinter

preting this. But I think a theory we had at the time '\;vas that the men in 

the occupation who had actually fought in the war in the Pacific were, on 
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the whole, perhaps inclined to be fairly sympathetic to the Japanese and 

that if you had the ones who were behaving obnoxiously or hostilely, it 

often turned out to be the ones who hadn1t had a chance to fight the war 

and perhaps were looking for a chance to, sh.all we say, fight the Japs then 

in 1946, perhaps in terms only of, you know, perhaps cursing them or hating 

them or something like that. I'm not really sure about th.is correlation, 

but I think that even the--the average GI seemed to find it quite interesting 
I 

living in Japan an~/was not aware that, not particularly aware of them wall-

ing themselves off. They got out and experimented the best they could with 

the societY$ Most of them didn't know the language. Some of them learned 

some 

Q: Just one last questi.on or two, bringing us back to 1954, because I'm very 

interested in the statement you made that there seemed to be more change be-

tween 1946 and 1954 than in subsequent yearso 

EG: Than ever since, yes. 

Q: For me it was going back, well, the firs.t time in 1958 and 1959 and then 

going back in 1967, 1968.. In between there had been the Olympics and all 

of the physical changes anyway in Tokyo to accompany the Olympics. 

EG: Yes. 

Q: In 1954, did you find i.t relatively easy to make friends with. the Japanese 

or did you find them tending to be more critical than they had been before, 

speaking out more openly about American policies or problems in Japanese-

American relations.? 

EG: Well, I would say yes to both questions. It certainly was quite easy to make 

friends, but there certainly was plenty of criticism of American policies .. 
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Not so , the criticism I found divided into two classes. 

I could certainly find some old timers who told me what a terrible mistake 

we made with the occupation and that sort of thing. And then you could find 

the younger intellectuals who tended to be critical of our foreign policy and 

that sort of thing and perhaps critical of the American military presence and 

Japan's military and security and general alliance ties with the United States. 

You could find a lot of that, and you could find a certain amount of sort of, 

well, resentment at Americans and their so-called much more flamboyant habits 

than the Japanese were accustomed to, criticism of Aloha shirts and that sort 

of thing, you know, the whole gamut of criticism one certainly came across. 

And from time to time you would run into people in bars who wanted to complain 

about having suffered from air raids during the war and that sort of thing or 

tell you how they'd suffered and certainly to criticize what had happened. 

Q: What were the physical signs of devastation in 1954? Had that pretty much 

disappeared? 

EG: Well, the thing that struck me was that there were virtually none of them. 

I think that they were really, they were really gone by then. The nearest--

I may have mentioned this before--the nearest example I can think of was 

riding along on the trains and occasionally seeing some foundations of where 

there apparently had been houses before and that this had now become the garden 

and the house was some place else. But I think really the important thing was 

that there were--I can recall really no physical signs of the devastation of 

the war by 1954. 

Q: Now something I should have clarified. Your Fulbright grant took you to Tokyo? 

EG: Right. It did take me to Tokyo, yes. By this time I sort of wanted to go to 
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Tokyo and I went, and I was glad. So yes, I went to University and 

found housing with a Japanese family out in the suburbs but still relatively 
As 

convenient by train._/they spoke no English, I had a great opportunity to 

perfect or at least to polish my spoken Japanese the way I had honed my 

written Japanese with my master's thesis at Columbia. 

Q: I want to thank you very, very much--

EG: It's been a pleasure. 

Q: --for the fascinating world of the GI in Japan. 

EG: Absolutely. Well, it's been nice to get back in touch with it. 

END OF INTERVIEW 


