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stl:ory of the Studies in Japanese Manor S -

]st part— From the pomt of view oF the approach manner-—-

by R. Takegchl :

It was not until the end of the 19th centufy thatlthe studies of ]apanése
“anor were done sc1ent1f1cally$ Since that time, we can find two mam
eurrents in the manner of these studies. The one is called “The Transitional .

‘School”, 'which: traces the transition in the domination of manor ,orﬂ.ﬁh.e: N
“iord of manor. The other is called “Inner Sfructural School”. The latter

".;deavours to anahse the inner structure of manor as land - system and

al-economic system (namely, the bistribution of land among peasants,

farmer was yeoman or serf). Moreovere, both of “the schools advanced
f‘rcumstances in the given times. Recently, in- answere to the demand. of
. DoWn W1th FeudahSm #7, students are doing their endeavours to make
f'{clear the: relation between the formatmn of Japanese feudal soc1ety and
’ f;he manor-

Justus Moser’s Political Interests

by E. Kobayashi

- In “Hlstory of Political Thought in Gerrpany from 1789 to 1818”7 (198 .
9)5 R. Aris asserted that Justus Méser was a typlcal conservatlve and
fpartlculanst, ‘and that the idez of a polmcaﬂy united Germany appeared
2(;0 hlm one of the "anaemi¢ generalisations” Wthh he. hated. We find"

‘similar opinions in some historians today. But there are: authors: who.

thmk ‘that. Méser was too national to hegléct the necessity of a gréét
£ ‘te of ”Deutsche Nat1on", and so was not such a perfect partlclﬂanst
appeared to Aris and others. (For exzmple E. Holzle, H-M. Pe’terssen,
= lelster,. P. W1egler, I_‘r. .Memecigp.) It is said that ther.e,.are preserved
,ei{alz-;;ﬁanusgripts ‘written to the purpose of ”Patx_‘riqtischéf,_li?hantasifssggf,,_

;e Jland holding, the dxfferenuatlon mto class and the problem that the

; the 'stidies under the influence of - the inner’ pOhthaI and- 1nternat10na1 .



—

Cons1dermg h1> position ;n Osnabruck and the severity of censOrsmp in
those days, we can presume that Moser could not express h1s true opmmns
.en’ “the polmcal probleme of Germany A new Lght, therfore, may pé -
projected to Maéser’s ~attitude, if such "Stmmtliche Werke” as Herder's -
‘edited by Suphan (containing different manuscr:pts in foot:notes) willbe
published. It seems to me, however, even by examining . the imperfect
"Sammtliche Werke” edited by Abeken, that Méser, in spite of his famous ..
f prowncxahsm , ‘récognized the abuses of - particularism and suggeg :
‘..nnphclty the necessxsy of pohncal umty (not Staatenbund, but Bundessta:
Cof Germany So.I cannot agree to Aris. '
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The Ciiizens _va_na Polity in medieve! Cities
" by R Imaki

" T have intended in this article to trace the course of political evoluti

in Italian'cities. In northern cities the minorities of strong mercantile -
‘class had earher established the olygarchlc organ Wthh adrninistered the

commumty But m Italian cities "Grandi” 1. 4, the territorial nqulmes,

obstructed the prevalence of the mercantile class, and the struggles“
,between the proncipals were comphcated by the movement of Iower

¢itizens.. The split in Patriciate caused ultimately the rice of signots, i. -
" d.y new executive ofzﬁcers who concentr_ated powers'in the hands.

T. Roosevell: and l:he Monopoly
by Y Fukumoto

_ It has been said that T Roosevelts pohcy was progresswmn It ha&-
been said also that he was a revolutionaly politician against the monopoly
capital. The chief ground of this theory is the fact that T. Reosevelt

" dissoluved the trusts: But I deny this ground, for his dissolution of trus‘ts
-did not mean the dissolution of the monopoly capital. On the contrary;.
it was the means of the big money trusts, espec’ally: Morgan Capltal, to .

- conquer ‘American economic world.So I insist that T. Roosevelt Was

"not a progressive .pollf:lman, ‘but a. champion of big money trists,





