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Introduction

　　　　In　her　famous　essay　A　Room　of　One3　Own　in　1928，　the　novelist　Virginia　Woolf　was

already　asking，　ifmodestly，　for　a“supplement　to　historジ（Woolf　l　959：68）that　would　include

wemen　as　subjects　ef　historical　survey．　Yet，　as　N）Uoolfherselfput　it，　this　was　a　project　“beyond

［hα】dぬ9’as　lξw◎uld　require　the　hist◎伽薙◎t　simply　t・三簸。自明de　w。登・e琵i蟹◎axx・exist量難9

飴搬ew◎rk　bgt　t◎呈ft　f譲。ピ‘rewrite　hist◎fジkself（董bid．）。　Arouad　｛he　same　t韮恥e，（搬the◎ther

side　of　the　globe，　a　Japanese　woman　“dared”　to　undertake　this　ambitious　project　of　rewriting

history　from　“the　standpoint　ofwomen．”’　As　early　as　1931，Japanese　women’s　history　pioneer

Takamure　ltsue　（1894－1964）2　began　her　studies　of　the　shifting　social　structures　ofJapanese

family，　household，　and　marriage　patterns　and　their　gendered　implications．　Like　N＞Uoolf，　she

was　known　before　as　a　poet　and　writer，　but　Takammre　took　part　also　in　public　femlnisr　debate

championing　gynecentrlc　feminism　〈Germer　1996a），　and　was　editor　ofJapan’s　first　feminist

a簸鍵ch三st　jeuma1，βダ勿∫碑∫躍（“The　W◎man’s　Fr◎凱”），費◎m　l　93◎thr（搬gh　1931（Nishikawa

1975，　Germer　2gOe）．　Withdrawing　frem　political　activism　ilt　1931　she　efitered　into　a　life　of

s¢clusl・n　and　a　daily　t・n－h・ur　regim・n・fstudy　and　exa曲三ng　the　an・i・nt　rec・rds・fJapan。

Her　goal　was　nothing　less　than　to　set　up　a　new　theoretical　framework　for　the　social　relations

of　the　sexes　from　early　Japanese　history　on．　ln　her　work　she　challenged　the　widely　held

ahistorical　notion　of　the　patriarchal　ie－concept　（of　an　unchanging　and　genuinely　Japanese

魚mily）．The　lj．st　ofTakamure’s　publications3　illustrates　that　she　undertook　studies　in　women’s

and　family　hlstory　（Nishimura　1976：　328），　i．e．，　in　geAder　aRd　social　history，　thus　opening

縫PRew　fields　9f　iftquiry　a蕪d淵薮ew　pαspeαive　o難Japa難ese　hist◎rメAb◎ve　a盤she　ca至韮ed　fbr　a

P・・adigm・感韮簸h董・ξ◎・董・9・a凶γW量th　h…uggest沁捻◎f宅he　p・◎feURdly　th・◎・α韮・・1・in舳・簸ce

women’刀@hlstory　would　have　on　traditional　historiography．

　　　　Seemingly　contrary　to　her　innovative　and　feminist　work　and　thought，　she　took　an　in－

creasingly　culturalist　and　nationalist　stance　during　the　Asia－Pacific　War．　Basically，　she　per－

ceived　Japan’s　invasion　ofEasr　Asia　and　the　war　itself　as　a　Greater　East　Asian　War　ofliberation

from　Western　imperialism　not　only　for　Japan　but　for　the　whole　ofAsia．　On　the　grounds　of

asserting　an　equ・1・・韮・f・・w・me曲由is麟・n・璽task　she　pr◎P・g・ted　a　c・ncept・価e坤a－

gese・W・…脚gi費ed　w油£he　w舗・r　ggal量de§describe面鍛cie濫剛h　as　we11盆s　esse曲1－

ist　and　propagandist　ideas　oR　：he　“Japaftese　Mother．”　Essays　oR　these　therrtes　as　well　as　her

prewar　anarchist　writings　were　deliberately　ieft　out　of　the　ten－volume　Takamure　ltsue　zenshrk

（“Complete　VUorks　ofTakamure　Itsue，”1965－67，　hereafter　TIZS）published　a丘er　her　death

by　her　husband　and　research　assistant　Hashimoto　Kenz6　（1867－1976）．　Another　challenge

to　Takamure’s　work　has　come　from　a　scholar　previously　a　fervent　follower　of　hers：　Kurihara

Hiromu　（1994，　1997）　has　challenged　Takamure’s　thesis　of　uxorilocal　marriage　in　mid－Heian
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t韮搬es　a！｝d　has　go難e　s◎魚r　aS£◎accuse　her◎f　p緑rp◎sdア鵜三s圭nterpret圭ng　except圭◎難S　t◎be　the

rule．4

　　　　1n　the　p◎s磁rαa　T衰ka搬u・e　c・撮inued・her　studies・in・w◎m酪hisωrアand　was　a　sup－

porter　of　the　annuai　Mothers’　Conventions　heid　since　i　955　as　well　as　the　peace　and　anti一一

nuclear　movements．　Her　ideological　shifts　from　anarchist　to　culrural　nationalist　to　pacifist，

aRd　her　dem◎αa宅ic　b斑als◎Mafxlst　£hough£　have　oftex　puzzled　sch◎lars　aftd　oghers曲o

have　dealt　with　her　life　and　thought．　Without　going　into　deeper　consideration　ofthe　circum－

stances　ofTakamure’s　kind　ofpolitical　conversion，　one　can　state　with　Nishikawa　（1990：　204）

that・th・u捻Ch・謎9三捻g　th・meS　thr◎ugh・紬er　wr量ting　Were　the　prevalefice◎f‘‘W・撚バ・難d◎f

“Japan，”　and　1　would　add　the　prevalence　ofher　concept　of（romantic／motherly）　“Love．”

ノ肇HdSto笙γげWoman：Main　Themes

　　　　The　main　obj　ecr　here　is　her　monumental　srudy　A　Histerr　ofSVoman　Uosei　ne　rekishi）　pub－

lished　in　four　volumes　from　1954　through　1958．5　Analysis　will　focus　mainly　oR　some　aspects

ofthe　underlying　historiographical　theory．　Ofall　Takamure’s　voluminous　work／b∫ei　no　reflishi

至shef◎難童アge鍵e盤1　h三st◎r＞r　bo◎k。　In　more　thaR〈）鍛e　th◎縫s＆登d　pages（1059　pages，　vds・4a簸d

5　ofTIZS），　it　covers　historical　material　from　ancient　Japan　through　to　the　posrwar　period，

addressing　not　only　particular　problems　such　as　marriage　and　kinship　relations　but　general

pmcesses◎f　chang・蓋無w◎me織’s・st・繊s　whi1・p罫・v三d呈盤9縫b縫轟da撚脚1茎ci£　aRcl　explicit・efer－

ences　that　highlight　rhe　social　and　political　contextualiry　of　the　text．　lt　can　thus　be　also　read

as　a　d・cument・f　c・簸temp◎rarアand　l臓tellectu紬ist・ry・f　m三d一伽e飢ieth－cen田ry坤an．

　　　　Within　the　book　we　can　identify　several　prevaient　themes　that　are　scrutinized　histori－

cally，　such　as　marriage，　the　maternal，　nature　and　culture，　work，　feminist　consciousness　and

sex慕壌韮ty．　Accordifig　t◎her　iRquiry　iR｛（γch離9呈簸9搬arr三age　and魚搬韮1γP磁ems　a難d　wo搬e爵

social　position　within　them，　Takamure　proposed　a　new　periodization　of　Japanese　history，

establishing　the　thesis　of　women’s　high　social　and　political　status　from　prehistory　ttp　to　He－

iaft　tlmes　（794－l192＞．　Discussing－Eftgels’　Der　Urspmng　der　Familie　（1884）　she　coftcluded

that　in　contrast　to　continental　societies，　in　Japan　patriarchy　and　consequently　antiquity　were

net　completely　developed　until　the　Mufomachi　period　（1333－1＄73）．　The　following　analysis

長）cuses　on　questions　such　as　whaゼ血kamure’s　theoretical　premlses　are　a臓d　what　the　pit魚11s

in　her　theory　might　be，　especially　in　light　of　her　nationalist　inclinations．　These　conceptual

ggestioRs　are　highlighted　21eAg　two　of　the　themes　tkeeretically　coRs｛i｛utiRg　hef　histgrical

narrative，　defined　here　as　the　“Deconsrruction　of　Images”　and　the　“Category　ofthe　Siave．”

Deco盤stmα韮。登of　h監ages

　　　　Takamure　critically　deconstructs　what　has　been　said　and　written　on　women　from　a　male

perspective，　a・ftecessarア丑rs£step　i諭紬圭St　studies　aRd　iR　the　sc雌iRア◎f　male　d・搬呈膿ed

historiography．　6　Critique　of　male　centered　thought　occurs　in　Takamure’s　book　at　several

peints　and　on　two　different　levels：　On　a　historiographical　level　she　explicitly　（e．g．　221）　or

impl孟dtiア（251f，265，366）criticizes・craditi・n曲ist・r董・graphゾs　male　b董a漁a磁h・rship　and

writing　and　the　resulting　blind　spots　with　relation　to　gender　and　family　history．　On　a　histori－

cal韮evel　she　sharp1アP◎iA£s　o縫芝醗a韮e－ce鍛tered　bias量n　h圭s£or圭《：窪【，　cultura玉，盆難d　ph鍍os◎phica王

images　ofwomen　and　peasants．
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　　　　誌eea壷esξs臓ces飯ξhe　la竃te罫arαhe　Ch呈薮ese搬・ral　teachiRgs　fer　wemeft，　which

無amu罫e　c幟eαs　t◎S◎C呈al　deve1◎pme飢s，£he　c◎難CU・rent・establ韮sh搬e瓶◎毎b鍛S・dαア

and　public　prostitutlon　during　the　Han　Dynasty　in　the　second　ceRtury　B．c．E．　（263）．　She　sees

the　social　“enslavement”　of　women　and　the　implementation　of　“slave　morals”　as　completed

around　that　time．　Proofare　the　early　Han　texr　Lie　nti　zhuan　（“Collection　ofWomen’s　Biogra－

phies”）of　Liu　Xiang（77－ca．8B．c．E）and　the醐ブie（“Womcn’s　Commandments”）the　most

魚rhous　and　oldest　known　moral　teaching蝕women　written　a丘er　106　by　Chinゴs　earliest

female　scholar，　Ban　Zhao　（48－117）　（Swann　1968）．　Hundreds　of　years　later，　the　latrer　rext

became　the　foundation　of　Confucian　girls’　education　in　China　（Fricker：　1988：　279）　and　its

translations　became　the　o伍cial　models　fbr　moral　teachings（タ。々擁）fbr　women　published　in

Japan　by　the　Tokugawa　bakufu　（van　Gulik　1974；　98）．　Such　texts　had　been　imported　ro　Japan

sifice　（he　Muromachi　period　and　were　published　with　aRnotatioRs　or　as　rough　translations．

By　the　Edo　period　there　were　mafty　translatieRs　clrcglatiRg　that　served　also　as　medels　for

鍍ew　Japa籍ese搬◎ral・teach至鍛gs，£he搬・s漁m◎us　belR9　Onna　deigakx　takarabak6（“Treasgfe

B・x・fW◎meゴs｝｛董ghe・Le我m三織9，”G6ss搬撫玉99◎），　cited・ex£ensivelアbyrTakam縫re（437＞．

”］rhese・texts，　she　p◎ints◎ut，　ca・ry　the　same　image・f・fe副es　as　ex三sted　in　Ch韮nese翻Greek

anriquity，　namely　that　of　woman　as　an　inrellectually　and　morally　inferior　being，　weak，　often

mean　and　incapable　offollowing　the　right　way　（247）．　Furthermore，　in　the　Edo　period　（which

she　defines　as　halfantique　and　halffeudal）　rhese　ascriptions　included　also　peasants　who，　Taka－

mure　concludes　were　to　be　enslaved　in　the　same　way　（247）．　“State　and　family　were　established

on　the　backs　of　peasants　and　women，”　she　states　（427），　and　their　exploitation　followed　the

very　same　mechanisms．　She　cites　proverbs　and　moral　teachings　for　peasants　（hyakusho－feun）

that　demand　subordination　and　describe　exploitation，　and　also　perpetrate　the　signifiers　of

class　distinction　by　controlling　clothes，　food　and　living．7

　　　　As　another　source　of　misogynist　tradition　she　detects　and　discusses　is　the　introduction

◎fBuddh量s餓◎Japa難，　whlch　ma・ked£he　beg韮難漁9◎f我P・・ce・S圭n　whi・h，籍◎留韮出s餓繭捻9

ζhe量磁ah鑓P◎㈱ce◎fB慧ddhis糠蒸s’撒P韮es，　w幡e塁we・e　g・ぬa11アexcluded　ftom　per一

薮）r謡R9　rel韮gl◎us　r圭tes．　Accordin9　t◎丁癒綬搬蟹e，　s韮無ce　ar（）聡d重he　seve瓶h　ce簸t砿アB縫ddh韮st

a簸dC◎盒魚cia難sch◎玉a・s　d玉scussed・female　si漁1簸ess　a簸d　in琵r韮◎riずeve紬◎ugh　in　the厚纏御

state　women　were　only　gradually　understood　as　a　group　distinct　from　men．　For　this　time　she

describes　the　gradual　differentiation　inro　classes　to　be　prevalent．　The　social　division　along　the

lines　ofgender　came　about　as　a　result　ofthe　later　completed　patriarchal　stage，　namely　the　Mu－

romachi　period，　ideologically　supported　by　Buddhist　and　Confucian　moral　teachings．8　A　cen－

tral　point　she　makes　is　that　oppressive　thought　and　practice　come　from　outside　Japan，　from

rhe　patriarchally　advanced　Continent．　Kano　Masanao　（1983：　222）　called　Takamure　a　“scholar

of　the　New　National　School”　（shin　kohagafeusha）．　lndeed，　her　research　into　women’s　hisrory

began　with　the　most　famous　scholar　of　the　National　School　（kokugaha），　Motoori　Norinaga，

＆臓d蹟s44v◎1ume　c・mmentaワ・飢he・ldest　ex宅韻diterarア。・1kcti・n働鰍仕・m　712），　che

聯轍・re・as・the・central・◎urce，9職ereby　N◎伽ga　a韮med　at　rec・簸S甑曲9£he　esse薮ce・f鵠

認ωch出◎登。疑s　Japa無ese　cd瞭e，　i隷which　c◎撚謝y『｛o　£he　male　domigated　ChiRese　cul繊re

鍛d麟gi◎鍛琵副e鑓d　m袋ξema1　P戯三ples　wαe　supP◎sed　t・be　ce醗a1．三◎New　research

emphasizes　the　fact　that　mative　Shintoism，　which　initially　held　lmportafit　ritual　functions　for

women，　also　developed　the　idea　offemale　impurity，　which　served　to　exclude　women　from　the
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rituals　（Okano　1990：　50　ff．）．　Nevertheless，　Takamure’s　account　of　Buddhist　texts　such　as　the

LOtUS　SUtra（HOkkedγのCOntaining　the　teaChingS　Of　thピ‘FiVe　hindranCeS”（ρ∫傍）一aS　well　aS

the　accompanying　promise　ofsalvation　via　incarnation　as　a　man　i’一are　sharply　characrerized

to　be　Buddhist　misogynist　views　on　women　conducive　to　the　implementation　of　patriarchy

siRce　the　Muromachi　period　（431）．i2

T臨eCa重¢90fy　ofd監e　S墨ave：Wb】磁¢無a盤d　Peas罎総

　　　　Takamure　repeatedly　points　to　the　various　deeply　entrenched　dichotomizing　and　hierar－

chizifig　ascriptions　and　their　connection　ro　gendered，　cultural，　and　secial　relations　of　power

and　exploitation．　The　metaphor　ofthe　slave　is　central　in　her　historical　theory．　Kano　Masanao

wrote：

Ik　JapaRese　histery，　the　peried　frem　£he　15£h　ceR£ury　to　the　first　half　ef　the　16th

century　called　the　Muromachi　Period　is　generally　considered　the　time　at　which

the　aRcieRt　system　of　slavery　collapsed．　．．．　However，　ITakamttre］　ltsue　expressed

a　historical　viewpoint：　that　this　was　precisely　the　period　of　slavery　that　involved

women．　After　the　Muromachi　Period　there　were　only　two　types　of　womeft：　“virtu－

ous　women”　who　could　be　bought　by　marriage，　and　the　resold　“prostitutes，”　With

this短nd・f　crit孟cism・f　clvilizati・n，／・∫ei　n・rela∫hi　surpasses　a　s孟mple　hist・ゆ・◎k

and　becomes　a　book　of　thought．　（Kano　1980：　68－69）

The　French　feminist　philosopher　Genevileve　Fraisse，　writing　about　the　meaning　of　the　slave，

sta£es　｛hat　this　metaphor　ailows　us　to　thiAk　cfdiffereRce　iR　terms　ofsoci21　categeries．　It　sigRi－

fies　a　social　group　capable　of　changing　social　conditions　and　bring　about　its　emancipation，

1［he　slave　metaphor　depicts　the　classical　figure　of　the　excluded　“Other”　aRd　is　empleyed　to

underscore　one’s　own　protest（Fraisse　l　995：171）．John　stuart　Mill　in　his　classic　7］be　S吻ec－

tion　efWromen，　published　in　1869，　repeatedly　criticized　the　IRstitution　of　rriarriage　as　slav－

ery，　elaborating　on　abundant　similarities　between　married　women　and　slaves．　As　Mayhall

（2001）　has　shown　in　her　discussiofi　of　Miii’s　text　and　of　another　highly　inffuefitial　work

fbr　militant　British　suf壬｝agists　around　the　turn　of　the　twentieth　cenmry；Itali鋤nationalist

Guiseppe　Mazzini’s　7he　Duties　efMan　（1862），　both　empioy　the　analogy　ofslavery　and　insist

that　woman’s　oppression　is　not　embedded　iR　the　private　realm　but　is　a　marter　of　public　inter－

est．　Directiy　or　by　anaiogy，　both　called　for　resistance　to　iliegitimate　authority　and　connected

family，　state，　and　citizenship　wlthi飢he　real魚・f　the　p・1iticaL13

　　　　For　Takamure，　too，　the　slave　serves　ro　provide　an　understanding　of　the　gender－defined

group　of　womeR　as　a　seclal　greup，　but　especlally　fer　the　Edo　period　she　includes　the　class－

defined　peasanrry　in　the　same　caregory．　i4　She　thus　links　the　social　position　of　women　in

ge鍛erぬ鍛d・f　peasants　t・crldcal　c◎Rcep｛s・f帥薮。　p◎we罫a登d　d芝量zeRshlp．　She　ldeR｛ifies

the　image　of　ignorant　and　inrellecrually　incapable　women，　peasants　and　slaves，　be　it　in　Japan

or　iR　Greek　aRtlguiry，　as　｛he　central　ldeological　meaRs　te　keep　these　grottps　iR　£heif　suberdi－

nate　social　position　and　jusrify　their　exploitation　（617）．　Takamure　emphasizes　the　historical

c◎喚ur我tl◎益・f　class　ancl　geRder　aRcl　the茎Rterrelate（lfiess◎f　bαh　categ・ries　by　c◎mpa・iag

overlapping　aspects　in　the　characteristics　ascribed　to　their　members．　lt　is　noteworthy　that

she　acknowledges　slavery，　mentioned　already　in　the　VI7el　gkl，　i5　to　exist　at　a　time　of　womeR’s
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FemiRist　1［hought　a益d　W（）艶e薮’s｝｛韮sωぞy　i蕪JapaR

highes書degfee（）f　freedom　a鍛d　statgs　a益d　that　she　gses重he　slave　as　a艶◎de蓋for　desα呈b三難g　a薮d

l搬・・pretiRg　w◎搬e簸’s　a・・d　peasaRcs’・PP・ess董・轟◎nl蜘・1・t・・p・・i◎d・・　［h・h韮・亡・罫圭・濃・◎喚犠鍛一

tioR　of　slavery　and　womea’s　oppressien　comes　as　late　as　the　Muromachi　period．　in　con£rast，

Gerd註しemer，　in　her　impressive　study　the　Creation　efPatria吻（1986），　defines　slavery　as　the

first　institutionalized　form　of　hierarchical　dominance　in　history．　The　crucial　experience　men

had　before　the　introduction　of　slavery　were　sexual　asymmetry　and　subordination　ofwomen

within　their　own　community．　i6　Lerner　argues　that　women’s　oppression　not　only　predated　the

institution　of　slavery，　bur　was　crucial　for　its　invention．

　　　　A　clue　to　the　shorrcomings－i．e．，　the　lack　of　differentiation　and　its　consequences－in

Takamure’s　menrion　of　the　U7ei　zhi　and　in　her　use　of　the　slave　metaphor　is　provided　by　the

classicist　Denise　McCoskey　in　her　brilliant　essay　on　the　female　slave　and　her　mistress　（in

SVomen　zand　Slaves　in　Greco－Roman　Culture，　1998）．　Referring　to　a　literary　text，　Aeschylus’　play

Agamemnon，　and　irs　depiction　ofviolenr　conflict　between　a　free　woman　（Clytemnestra）　and

a　slave　（Cassandra），　McCoskey　discusses　multiple　structural　tensions　created　by　the　system

of　ancient　slavery．　i　7　Takamure　repeatedly　points　to　the　patriarchal　division　of　women　into

honorable　housewives　and　prostitutes　within　a　system　that　enslaves　them　both，　beginning

with　the　Muromachi　period．　Yet　she　does　not　go　inte　detail　by　asking　how　the　system　is　main一一

ζalned　bアw◎me紬e搬selves盆鐵d　h◎w・er臨免認e　g・◎ups　bene翫，　relatively　speaking，　fr・搬

tke　divisio＃．　Also　referriRg　te　Aeschylus’　trllegy　Orestein，　efwhlch　Agameuenen　forms　£he　fi　rst

part，　she　problema£izes　Orestes’　slagghtef　ef　his　mother　ClytemRes：ra，　which　fer　Bachefeft

（1933：　144）　aRd　for　lrakamufe　sigRifies　the．　overthrow　of　｛he　matriarchal　system　（245）．　Yet

she　overlooks　the　fac£　that　Clytemnestra　killed　her　female　slave　Cassandra　aRd　mentiolts　but

fails　to　theorize　Athenae’s　justificatioR　of　Orestes’　deed，　ift　terms　of　a　woman　profiting　frora

and　siding　with　patriarchy　against　other　womeR．　Within　her　broad　understanding　of　an　op－

pression　theory　thar　works　on　the　principle　of　equation　and　analogy，　the　patriarchal　division

ofgender　by　class　as　well　as　by　ethnicity　remained　unclear．

　　　　Rather　than　in　a　theory　of　institutionalized　slavery，　Takamure　was　interested　in　a

definition　ofwomen’s　social　posirion　as　slave－like，　i．e．　a　combination　ofproductive　as　well　as

reproductive　and　sexual　exploitation．　The　problem　pointed　to　in　the　discussion　ofslavery，　i．e，，

the　neglect　of　class　or　ethnicity，　has　been　addressed　by　Sonia　Ryang　（1998：　23），　who　writes

that　in　Takamure’s　feminism　there　is　“no　space　for　class　conflict，　ethnic　domination，　or　even

sexual　discriminatioバIwould　argue　that　these　categories　do　exist　in　Thkamure’s　historical

and　theoretical　framework，　but　are　restricted　by　her　simple　model　ofoppressor　and　oppressed

which　does　not　allow　for　the　simultaneity　of　both　roles　within　one　person　or　within　the

category　of　gender．　Moreover，　Ryang　holds　this　to　be　a　specific　problem　of　general　Japanese

feminist　discourse　working　tacitly　on　the　principle　of　a　homogeneous　cultural　unity　called

“Japanese　women”　（ibid．　25），　and　again，　1　would　argue　that　this　view　overlooks　the　fact　that　in

geReral，　whlte　feminists　occupying　pfivileged　positieRs　iR　race　aRd　class　hierarchies　have　been

αk董cized　bアB豆a（：k艶瓢韮撮s搬（Rotab嚢アCd1短s　199◎，　H：圭霊e茎992，　Joseph　1993）fbr£he韮r　failure

ω膿d・rSfaRd・the・c・搬Plex韮ty・f圭demity　aRd　its　c・搬bi麟◎難繍h搬e£h謡s憩s◎fp◎wer・aRd

d・繭a難ce．　F縫r£he紬e・麟cal　a護a1アs韮s　has　sh・WR・that・the・ethRic－c・盤sc韮◎慧s　c・Rcep£・蝕¢

Black　w◎maR・itself・is・t・藤z壼ng　as　it　blurs　the　ex三曲g　d醗re難ces◎f・stafus，　s雑鍛。・1◎r　and

regio“betweeガ‘black　women”（Higglnb◎tham　1992：256）．丑ヒe　less◎n　Takamure£eaches
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is　not　at　all　resrricted　to　Japanese　feminism　but　is　a　rather　broad　one　concerning　feminism

aα◎ssζi搬e　a難d嬢lo捻ai　b◎罫de罫s．　it　ls鵬£ar霞◎縫継⑩McCoskeア枇。簸cl慧slo郎haゼ‘we，　as

feminists，　can　realize　fully　that　the　decision　to　exercise　power　（either　by　consciously　seizing

new・f・rms・r　subc・nsci・usly　making　use・f‘advantages’c・n琵rred　bアclass，　race，・r　ethnidワ）

alwaアs　has　gfave　c◎RsequeRces　for　any　fe撒ati◎鍛◎f漉tアamong　wome無”（McCoskeア1998：

52－53）．

History　and　Political　lhought

　　　　From　the　perspective　of　a　history　of　science，　Takamure’s　studies，　which　she　began　in　the

early　1930s　in　order　to　actually　show　that　kifiship　and　marriage　institutions　and　thus　womeR

do　have　a　history，　were　a　pioneeriRg　eflor£．　As　the　first　woman　historlan　she　theorized　and

introduced　women’s　history　as　an　original　and　independenr　approach．　This　srays　valid，　even

whe獄we宅ake撤・acc・瞭tha曲e・e　we・e　predecess・罫s　l益Ma・廠w・搬e轟’s・hist◎ry蓋8wh◎st拠

did　not　recognize　the　full　range　of　the　field　nor　its　theoretical　implications　for　the　discipline

ofhistory　irself　（lenaga　1985）．　Takamure’s　work　opened　up　the　field　in　an　overaii　sense：　The

ra茎｝9¢of　hαapPr◎ach　s疑rpおsed　the　s◇da1韮eve1◎f魚取i韮アhist◎ry　a．s　well　as　th¢ec◎R◎搬三。韮eve呈

of　Marzist　women－as－workers　history　and　examined　historical　gender　relations　on　ideologi－

cal，　cultural，　sexual　aftd　sta（e　levels．

　　　　T［he　most　central　aspect　of　Takamure’s　historical　writing　lles　in　her　basic　approach　of

writing　history　from　“the　standpoint　ofwomen”　ijosei　no　tachiba　kzara），　clearly　diverging　from

the　understandiRg◎f　add圭薮g　w・搬e鍛韮薮t・我麗d圭t董◎鍛曲韮st・rical・framewerk．轟s‘‘d蜘9”

approach　led　to　her　wide－ranging　and　detailed　but　nevertheless　rough　outline　of　a　woman－

centered　periodization　of　Japanese　history，　clearly　distinguished　from　the　European　case．

FemiRist　histgriaR　Yamashi｛a　Etsuko　commeRts：

In　the　case　ofJapan　phenemena　such　as　che　existence　ofqueens，　divided　ownership，

divided　graves　of　spouses，　women’s　rights　to　inheritance，　polyandry　and　polygamy

我Sw・鍍a・出e　th翻飛9・f　w・窪・e無’S　1韮｛eratUre　［all　dealt　W韮ξh　bアTakamUre］　emerg・

clearly　the　further　you　look　back　into　ancient　times，　and　one　has　to　acknowledge　the

（fundamental）　difference　to　European　women’s　history　with　its　srrong　patriarchal

ki＄｛ory　under　the　iRfluence　of　Chris｛ian　culture．　（Yamashita　1995：　225）

　　　　Takamure’s　assertien　of　the　totakty　of　women’s　repression　since　the　Muromachi　period

has　in　the　meantime　been　questioned　by　more　detailed　analyses　considering　women’s　agency

in　diffefent　classes　of　society　（Wakita　H．　1994，　Waklta　O．　1990，　Miyashita　199e）．　Yet　the

general　dereriorarion　of　women’s　status　compared　to　earlier　times　is　indisputable　（Sekiguchi

et　ai，　2000）．

　　　　OR　a　culturd　and　politlcal　level　Takamure　managed　to　place　the　ques£ions　of　wemen’s

history　in　a　wider　social　and　national　context．　This　is　a　Janus・一faced　abiliry　ofTakamure，　which

had　several　impl呈catl・登s飯the　rese議rch　a薮d宅he　the・ries・she・a搬e叩w油．”lll・te・w三de罫a難ge

of　Takamure’s　approach　（also　including　arguments　concerning　town　planning，　architecture，

modes　of　production　with　regard　to　gender　reiations）　speaks　to　the　insight　that　ail　sociai，

heRce　his£grical　pheftemeaa　have　a　geRdered　dimeAsioR．　She　theorizes　the　uRderlyiRg　ccn－

nection　between　socioeconomic　developments　and　gender　relations，　between　the　existence　of
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a　prostitution　system　and　the　institution　of　marriage，　ofprostitution　and　irs　functions　in　the

interests　of　a　state，　and　the　role　certain　images　ofwomen　play　in　religious　and　other　ideolo一一

gies　of　hegemony．　Her　modified　application　of　the　historiographical　thesis　of　the　Marxist

K6zaha－that　Japanese　capitalism　bears　feudal　traitsi9一一一is　important；　it　leads　to　an　under－

standing　that　the　combination　of　a　half＝鋤dal　capitalism　and　a　half－feudal　familX．・system

aCCOttfits　for　the　low　stat縫s◎fdaughters（一1難一law）i蟹he　patriarcha撫m建アーsystem　ofthe　Me韮ll

period，　and　also　for　the　low－wage　srandard　offemale　factory　workers　ofthat　time　（799　£）．　The

feminlst　view　on　history　and　conremporary　times　is　crucial　to　her　work．

　　　Deniz　Kandiyoti　wr嚢tes：‘‘［F¢翻n圭s鍍｝】三s難◎t　auto捻◎搬◎us，　b斑b◎膿dωas童9織董fyifig

nervvork　of　the　national　context　which　produces　it”　（Kandiyori　1991：　433）．　The　national

context　within　which　Takamure’s　theoretical　thinking　evolves　is　rhe　Japan　of　the　immedi一一

ate　posrwar　and［　OccupatioR　period，　iR　a　wider　sease　it　is　JapaR　as　a　Roft－WesterR　coufttry

within　Western　hegemonial　discourse，　and　further　back　in　time　it　is　Japan　under　the　decisive

cultural　influence　of　China．　During　che　Asia－Pacific　War，　the　national　context　within　which

Takamgre’s　the◎面cal£h蚤登ki難g　ev・霊ved　was　determ韮鍛ed　bアJapa薮’s　aggfess三ve　exp鐙si・nism

into　Asia．　At　that　time　Takamure　also　submitted　historiographical　and　theoretical　contribu－

tions　from　the　perspective　of　gender　（Takamure　1937，　1940，　1943，　1944），　a　subjecr　still　in

登eed◎f　closer　the◎ret韮cal　a澱1アs孟s（TIRS，　K滋z◎ff　2◎◎◎〉．　R．egardiR9／bsei　ne　rekiski　writteR

in　rhe　posrwar　period　and　the　theories　of　a　motherly　or　female　culture　expounded　within，　it

is　noteworthy　that　Takamure　does　not　mention　her　support　for　and　collaboration　wirh　the

搬・ther霊de・i・gy・f・the・’ultra一篇・簸al董s甘egl鵜e。　A．fid・in　her　c◎難。¢P繊al・use◎f・｛he・s1食ve　she

did　not　consider　questions　ofethnicity　and　power　among　women．　This　phenomenon　calls　for

an　explanation，　which　goes　beyond　moral　verdict，　but　conceptualizes　women’s　contingent　but

量繭spe難sable　s・cial，　ec・R・mic　aRd　ide・1◎gica1　C◎fttribuci◎登藏h幽幽a長a眠W◎rk◎f　cl宅韮ze四一

ship．20　Takamure’s　and　other　feminists’　“decision　to　exercise　power”　（McCoskey　1998），　i．e．，　to

contribute　their　female　share　and　live　up　to　the　expectations　of　their　nation’s　ca11　so　as　to　pave

the　foad長）r丘ill　cit呈zeRship　had　grave　cogsequeRces　fer　a　coRcept《》fAsi雛wo盈e盤’s　RRity」t

meant　to　collaborate　with　a　national　project　that　exerted　power　over　and　inflicted　immense

suffering　on　other　Asian　women．
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◎f　her　first　lengthy“S田dy◎fthe　Matrilinea1　Sアstem”（βo々鷹魏θ勧妙），　pub鍍shed　i織1938，　that　she

defined　women’s　history　as　“historical　science　from　the　standpoint　of　women”　（」’osei　no　tachiba　niyoru

rekishi　kenkya　ne　gnkemen）　（TIZS　1：　4）．

2　Z［here　are　many　non－academic　texts　on　Takamure’s　and　her　husband　Hashimoto　Kenz6’s　iife，　For　an

academic　treatment　ofTakamure’s　life　and　thought　see　Nishikawa　1990，　K6no　1990，　Kano　and　Horiba

1985，Tsurumi　l　985．　For　a　closer　examination　ofTakamure’s　autobiography（TIZS　l　O）see　Loftus　l　996

and　Monnet　1989．

3The　main　result三鍛9　Puもlicat量ons圭ftclude　the℃reat　Japan　D三αめnary◎fWo搬e嶽’s　N鼠mes”（Dainihon
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ブ。卿ノ勿縦ゴガ∫乃。，1936），the　afbrementioned‘‘Study　of　the　M段trilineal　System”（Bokei∫ei　no　ke吻rk，

1938），　“Studies　in　Uxorilocal　Marriage”　（Sho－seikon　no　kenkyrk，　1953），　and　the　four　volumes　of　the

universal　history　ofJapanese　women　called　A　Historor　ofSVoman　Uosei　no　rekishi，　1954－58），　which　will

be　given　close　scrutiny　here，　One　year　before　she　died　she　published　the　“Concise　History　ofJapanese

Marriage”　（Nihon　kon’in　shi，　1963）．　See　TIZS　（1965－67）．

4　lt　is　Kurihara’s　overa11　condemnations　that　are　met　with　doubr　among　historians　ofJapanese　women’s

history．　Hisrorical　conrroversy　evolved　around　ethnographer　Yanagita　Kunie’s　earliest　essay　on　marriage

ceremonies　in　Japan，　“Muko’irikb”　（first　published　1929）．　Yanagita　proved　with　many　examples　that

before　the　contemporary　pa｛tefn　of　marriage　ceremoRy　where　the　wife　enters　the　husbaRd’s　heuseheld

（fgme’iri　gisbiki）　aRother　ceremonial　patterR　had　been　prevalent　where　；he　husbaRd　eRters　the　wife’s

h（）usehold　for　a　cerra三織穏搬e（mStko’iri　giskiki）．　Us量難9長）玉k重。罫韮st　mater圭al　YaRagita童ev韮sed　a　w董de1アhe至d

h圭st・罫圭C恋hes三S・bUC・he・d圭d　R◎t　g◎S◎far　as沁speak◎fUX・r圭1・cal漁τ穐¢伽鋤ゴ勧）．　Ra宅hα，　he　he董d

tke　virilecal　patcerft　of　marriage　（reme’iriken）　fcr　generally　valld　and　sugges£ed　historical　chaftge　ofily

for　ceremonial　practices　（Yanagita　1989：　207－277，　MurakamH　977：　12－13）．　His　thesis　was　later　alse

defended　by　Aruga　Kizaemon，　Nakagawa　Zennosuke　and　Nakayama　Tar6，　and　nowadays　by　Kurihara

Hiromu　（1994，　1997）．　Takamure，　in　contrast，　argued　on　the　grounds　of　her　explorations　into　diaries

and　literary　sources　of　the　Nara　and　Heian　period　（e．g，　Mantvo－sha，　K2xgero一　nibei，　diaries　of　the　Fujiwara

family）　that　from　visiring　（duolocal）　marriage，　uxorilocal　marriage　evolved　as　the　dominant　pattern，

changing　into　the　neolocal　form　where　the　couple　moved　temporarily　or　permanently　into　a　new

household　and　finally，　by　the　end　ofthe　Kamakura　period，　rurning　into　the　virilocal　marriage　pattern

of　the　wife　living　in　the　husband’s　original　household，　a　process　completed　with　the　beginning　of

the　Muromachi　period．　McCullough’s　examination　based　on　literary　sources　of　the　Heian　period　also

reaches　the　conclusion　that　residence　pattems　of　Heian　nobility　were　uxorilocal，　duolocal　or　neolocal，

but　never　virilocal　（McCullough　1967：　104）．　Takamure　as　well　as　McCullough　（1967），　Mass　（1983），

”SJaalctta　（1984）　and　Sekiguchi　et　al．　（2000）　stress　consanguiniry　rather　than　the　marital　bend　as　the

primary　factor　up　io　HeiaR　times．　For　a　public　discussion　of　Kurihara’s　falsification　thesls　（Takamecre

々γo鳶が∫4欝銘）see　Tabata　l　997．

5・T｝i¢first　westem　laftg＃age　treatmept・f　this　text圭s麟麟cle臆◎d縫cl織9ξhε謡縫h圭st・rical・theslsもア

Leaz　1978．　See　also　Germer　2ee　l

6　rllkeories　on　gender　such　as　by　Aristotle，　Plutarch，　Georg　Simmel，　Otto　Weininger　uRd　FraRcis　Bacofi

熱ave　bee難scru撫憾zed　bアfem量nist　scho韮ars（Lerner　l　993：ch段P宅er　7；Schr6（圭er董986；K蓋nger　1988；

Stopcyk　1980）．　On　a　Japanese　historiographical　tQpic，　the　gender　biased　treatment　ofJapanese　rulifig

empresses　see　Tsurumi　1980．　Takamure’s　earliest　feminist　critique　ofvarious　western　philosophers　is　her

book　Ren’ai　so“sei　（“The　Genesis　of　Love”）　（1926）．　See　Germer　1996a．

アThe　proverb“Peasants　are　hke　sesame　oil，　the　more　you　press　the　more　you　get”（427）was　also

applied　to　daughrers　in　law　（442）．　See　also　Neuss－Kaneko　1989．　Tokugawa　leyasu’s　expression　to　“let

the　peasants　neither　live　nor　die”　is　also　famous　（462）．

8Based　onTakamure’s／b∫ei　no　reki∫hi　Ingrid　Getreuer－Kargl（1997）argues　fUrther　that　until　the　end　ofthe

Edo　period　social　position　was　determined　primarily　by　class　and　secondarily　by　the　equally　hierarchical

division　of　gender．　”lhe　category　of　gender　only　gained　primary　irnportance　with　the　elimination　of

feudalism　and　with　modernization　in　the　Meiji　period，　as　it　replaced　the　earlier　categorization　by　class．

9TIZS　10：244．　Norinaga　undertook　an　extensive　philo韮ogic＆1　and　historical　ana1アsis　of　the、梅罐夢，　the

oldest　extant　collection　of　Japanese　myth，　legend　and　historical　narrative　compiled　in　712．　He　worked

34アears麟is　s£ゆ山海凄邦w短ch圭s　c◎nsidered・t◎be・his・life　w◎rk．

1。M厳s瞭Oxo　197◎；陶癖1985．　See　Ue登◎（1997）fbτaα1宅lg縫e　of面s　p癩dple．

ll　A　1三stillg　of慮eβve　th韮箆9§fbfecl◎sed沁awo搬a難一for　example　b¢co耐量織g　a　Bgddha．　Tal｛amure

re毎s宅。　Amlda　Budd薮a’s　35th　Or董gl薮al　Vヒ）w　h◎ldlftg　that◎nly盆s盆搬a鍛ca簸◎難e　leave　the　wheel◎f

・鍛dlessズeb紬（AmidU・dOi吻瑠鮮卿痂⑳〉，　as　w・嚢as曲le＄¢nd◎f・the・e三ghc　y・…嗣・・ghte・
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of　the　dragon　king　SAgara　and　her　transformation　into　a　man　（henjo一　nanshi），　described　in　chapter　XII

（Devadatta）　of　the　Lotus　sutra．　See　also　chapter　XIII，　Buddha　promising　nuns　would　be　transmuted

into　men　and　beco｛ne　great　masters　of　the　law　as　well　as　complete　the　way　of　the　Buddha　in　coming

eras．　F◎r　an　E難gl董sh　trans韮at三〇織see　Sugur◎1998，｛br　a　d三sc縫ss董ort◎f　misogyn三st宅ra（圭三£三◎ns　and　sexual韮£ア

in　Buddhism　see　Minamoto　1993．

i2　Yet　she　contends　that　Buddhism　claims　to　be　also　a　means　for　the　salvation　of　woman　while

Confuciaxism　has織◎宅h量登9亡◎o統監w◎搬e薮b獣◎PPressめ織．　Even　ln　the　c◎mplementarアジr沁。圭碧le／in

and　yang　the　male　is　ass・ciated　with　heaven　and　female　with　earth　purp・rt量ng　the簸at副hler段τchア◎f

heaven　above　earth　（10，　434）．

i3　Mayhall　（2001：　491）　writes：　“Both　texts　then　mapped　slavery　onto　great　liberal　narratives　of　the

諺1礁eeRth　ceRtury，　ch◎se◎臨ε£韮se◎f｛hε　middle　claSS　akd　tke　emergence◎fξhe獄緬バ

！4　Neuss－Kaneko　（1989：　417）　also　points　to　the　fact　that　the　rigid　rules　for　peasants　during　the　Edo

period　did　not　distinguish　by　gender．　Takamure　had　already　in　the　1920s　and　early　30s　likened　the

cultural　srruggle　ofwomen　to　chat　of　peasanrs　（Takamure　1926，　1930）．

15T｝｝¢｛…rs£detailed　deSCf董P£壼0織of　Japa霊獣籍d　kS魚hab圭犠簸宅S霊S長）ttftd蓋数宅he瞬ぎXノ舅σP．（？ishi），宅he

odicial　history　of　the　Chinese　kingdom　of“JVrei　（220－65），　The　History　of　the　iJefei　Dynasty　（220－265）

was　compiled　before　the　turn　ofthe　third　century．　lt　includes　a　passage　on　the　Japanese　people　（woren，

JP．躍卿）and　m¢織d・ns　slavery．　lt圭s　kn・w鰍s◎薮e◎f　the　m・st紳◎r臓継s・urccs飯the　p・薮£呈。我l　and

social　structure　of2nd　aRd　3rd　century　japaR．　For　trafislations　see　r［rsunoda　and　Goodrich　1951；　Tsunoda

et　al．　1958：　6－9．

i6　Lerner　（1986）　holds　that　intellectual　constructs　are　derived　from　existing　models　and　a　recombination

・f・th¢蚤・c◎搬e継・離d　e・pe・呈・簸ces．　She・p・akS◎f　p・tr量侵fch犠1紬・s　whαe　w幡e鍛we・e　ex・h鋤＄¢d飯

marriage，　men　had　m・re　r韮ghtS　C・nCernlng　SeXUa蓋守and　pr・Creatl・照nd　W◎me簸Were　perCel・¢d　aS　a

gro叩with　less　autonomメ

i7　McCoskey　also　takes　up　historical　narratives　written　by　slave　women　in　the　American　south，　thus

br・盆de蜘9　thゼ画speα董ve◎紬e　p。s壼ξ醜s・fbαh　w幡¢縫一s至ave㌶d倉ee一睡益d・撚he　c螂鵬α圭◎難

ofthose　posltions　by　the　lnterlocking　systems　of　gender　and　slaverジ（McCoskeア1998：36）．

i8　Sakai　Toshihiko’s　Danjo　kanfeei　no　shinka　（“The　Evolution　of　the　Male－Female　Relationship”），　first

published　in　1908　and　reissued　as　the　monograph　Danjo　so－te－shi　（“History　of　the　Struggle　berween　Men

a難dW◎搬e琵”）三脚　192（），量S　regarded　as縫圭e　ear斗星est峯）ubl圭（：飢三◎嚢◎f蓬鍛¢r糠a登。韮pated，捻◎純一b韮◎grap難三ca韮

interpretation　ofwomen’s　history．　［his　volume　was　pioneering　in　its　awareness　ofthe　historical　problem，

but　its　significance　as　an　original　contribution　to　Japanese　women’s　history　research　should，　in　lenaga’s

op董熱三◎織，　be　regarde（至我s翻登or　because　Saka韮d量d　n◎t　g◎beア◎nd　a　rewo歯ng◎f　E熱暮ds’theo】ワ（lenaga

1985：　44）．　lenaga　（1985：　44）　and　NX7akita　et　al．　（1999：　299）　regard　the　speclal　editiofi　of　the　journal

R8舳ん塊γδ∫舷（“Historical　Didactics”）published　in　19370n　the　subject　of“Joseishi　kenk）心”（“Research

into　Women’s　History”）　as　the　first　publication　that　can　be　called　scientific　research　into　wemen’s　history．

Hcwever，　acccrdiRg　tg　lenaga　（1985：　44），　tke　articles　themselves　reveal　an　uRderdeveloped　awareRess　ef

the　signlficance　and　scope　ofwomen’s　hlstory　necessitating　a　practical　interest　in　women’s　llberation．

i9　ln　Japanese　intellectuals’　debates　over　capitalism　during　rhe　1930s，　the　K6zaha　argued　that　the　current

emperor－system　was　absolutistic　and　they　therefore　championed　an　agrarian　revolurion．　ln　contrast，　the

R6無6ha　af9縫ed長）ご乞he　b◎縫rgeo霊s　char3cter　of　the　e搬peぎor－system（｝｛os£o益！994：22王ff．）．

2e　Enlightening　examples　are　Mackie　1995，　Nishikawa　1997，　Katzoff　2000．
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