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Hfsi:ory ·of the · Si:udias in Japanese Manor 

1st part- From the point of view oF the approach manner= 

by R. Take1:1chi 
. . . . . 

ocit' was not until the end of the 19th century that· the studies of Japanese 

fuanor ,were done scientifically .. Since that time, we can find two mi:liil 
'Guttents in the manner of these studies . .The one is called "The Transitiortal . 

School" /which traces the transition in the domination of ni.anor or the -
lord of manor. The other is i::alled "Inner SfructuralSchool''. The fatter 

,,~deavours to analise the inner structure of manor as Iand ,system .and 

~,'$QCX~1-economic system (na;nely, the bistribution of land among peasants~ 

/i~;1r .land-holding, the diffei;entiation into clas!;i and the pi;oblem that;tl:le 
'·.' -. . J . ,·· •.• ,· . 

· farm.er was yeoman or serf). Moreovere, both of the schools advanced 
··· th~_'.st6.dies under the influence of the 'in~er1 political and internatioriai 

\ citcurnstances in the given times. Recently, in answer~ to the demand,. ol 

· _•'])own with Feqdalism .r, students are doing their endeavours to make .. 
; clear. the. relation be~een the formation of Japanese. feudal society. and . 
•. tqe manor, 

Justus M9ser's Political lnteresl:s 

by R Kobayashi 

. Jn ~'History ()f Political Thought in Germany from 1789 to 1815" (193 

9); R.· Aris ·~sserted that Justus Moser was a typical' conservative arn::l 

:~~ticularist, and that the idci. of a -politi~ally united Germany appeared 
m him one of the "anaemi<;: geqeralisations" ":7hich he. hated, We find· 

shnHifr .opinions in .some histodans .today. But there are authors: who 
tltilik that. Moser was too national to ·negl~ct . the necessity of a gr~.at 

,;&fa,te:.of 11Deutsche Nation,", and so was not such a perfect parttCUiarist 
. -_. -. :,. : :· . ~- : . . . . . . '. . . ·. ,. . ' I . . - - - . . . ~ . ·. . ' 

·:1·g,.appE:la,ted to Aris and others. (For eximple: E. Holzle, H: M.leterssen, 
~'"f.:,P1eiste'r,, P. Wiegler, Fr. Meineo~.). Itis said that thereareprf!Serve{l 

~::• ·,,., -_.:·.. . ' . ·. . ' . . ,· ' . 
sev'~almanuscdpts written to the purpose of "Patri.otische. Phantasim1!i. 

'• ·, ' ,', ,' '" ' • ... '· '• " • ' C ' ' I ' • '.- j ' ~ ·• ,' :,,;· . •, ' ' ' . - . ~. ,. ,· ·' •• ' • 



Considering . his position Jn Osnabrijc1f and t,he severity of ceq!3e>l"Sl;iip_ ln ~ 
thos~ da.Ys, we can presume that Mose~ ~ould not eJi:ptess his true Qpini!,~: 

. 011 the political problems of Germany. A new light, therfote, :may b'~· 
- ._ . . . . - . - . # 

projected to Moser's attitude, if such, "Sammtliche W er~e" as Herder'~ · 

·edited by Supban (containing different manuscripts iri foot-notes) willbe 

published, It seems t<> me, bo~ever, even by examinirig the imp~:rfeet 
1i.Sammtliche Werke" edited by Abeken, that Moser, in spite of his faJP,l)U!3" 

• ' .• . I- _. ',' • 

• 'tlprovincialismll., recognized the abuses .of· particularism and ·sugg~~;;t ' 

implicity the necessisy of P?Iitical unity (not Staatenbund, but Buµd~ssta~:t:) ·; 

of Germany. So J cannot agree to Aris. 

The Citizens and Polil:y in mediev~I Citil[!s 

by R. Imaki' 

. I· hav~ intended in this artiele to trace the. course .of political. evo:lµ(ia~;, 

in Italian cities. In norther,t;t cities the minorities of strong rn~canttij , 
class had earlier established the o1ygarchic organ _which adm.inistere:c:f tbe 
·community.·. But in Italian cities "{irandi" i. d., the territo,rial rio;bilities . 

. , __ :· _. ·. I . . C • : • • • ' • • _· .--- • • _: 

obstructed the prevalence ·of the mercantile class, · and the struggles 
I - - -.- • • . --- ,. 

between· the proncipals were· c·omplicated by the ·movern:ent of fow~r 
citizens. The split in .Patriciate caused ultimately the rice of signots, i .. · 

. d., new executive officers Who concentrated powers in the hands. 

T. Roosevelt: an~d the Monopoly · 

by Y. Fukumoto 

It ·has been said that J'. Roosevelt's policy was progressivism. It b:a.$.. 

been said also that he was a revolutionaly politician against the mo_nopoly 

capital.. The chief ground o~ this theory is the f11c~ that T. Roosevelt 

· dissoluved the tr,usts, But I deny this ground, for his dissolution of tru~$ 

, did· not mean the. dissolution of the monopoly capital. On the conttai-y, 

it was the rileans of the bfg :money ttu-;ts, espec:~IIy Morgan Capital, to . 

c9,nquer_ American economic world, ,€,o I insist that T. Roosevelt was 
nbt a prowessive .J>plitician, but a. cha.mpio!l of big. money .trusts. 




