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I 

comparison between the process of modernization in Japan after the 

Meiji Restoration and that of the Western countries is not only 
interesting as a subject of social scientific study, but would also appear 

to have a fairly important significance in connection with development 

policies in the so-called ' developing countries.' But although such a 

comparison appears at first sight to be comparatively easy, I think I 

may say that anyone who has had tlle experience of actually grappling 

with this task will be all too aware that as soon as one digs down a 

little deeply a succession of difflcult and interrelated problems at once 

reveals itself and one is frequently at a loss as to how to proceed. Let 

us consider a few of these problems. 

First, there is the problem of the period in the history of the Western 

countries with which the process of modernization in Japan after the 

Meiji Restoration should be compared. Taking the case of English 
history, it is incontestable that one's historical image of the process of 

modemization in Japan will differ considerably according to whether one 

chooses to make one's comparison with the period between the establish-

ment of the Tudor monarchy and the Civil War o~ with tlle sq-called 

Parliamentary Colbertism period after the Glorious Revolution. Which 

is the more appropriate comparison ? Or are both significant ? These 

are examples of the problems which arise. 

But even if we are to leave such problems out of the question for 

tlle moment, we will still be faced by a succession of ~roblems such as 

the following. In the case of the Westem countries the historical starting-

points of modernization were formed within so-called ' feudal society '-

in the broad sense, including what the German historians call the Stdnde-

staat-and modern society was begotten out of the process of the 
disintegration of this society. That is to say, the immediate predecessor 

of the process of modernization was ' feudal society.' However, is it 
1 
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permissible　for　us　to　talζe　the　same　view　in　the　case　of　the　modemization

of　Japan？　Even　if　we　take　it　as　certain　that　the　social　system　which

preceded　the　Meiji　Restoration，that　is，the　society　of　the　Tokugawa

Period，may　legitimately　be　brought　under　the　comprehensive　concept

of‘traditional　society，’■can　we　call　this　society‘feudalism，in　the

sellse　in　which　that　termis　used　of　the　Middle　Ages　in　westem　Europe？

Look重ng　at　the　matter　from　the　opposite　direction，may　we　not　say　that

although　this　society　s五〇ws　some　degree　of　extemal　resemblance　to　the

feudalism　of．the　Middle　Ages血1we5tem　Europe，the　tnlth　is　that　it

was　a』society　of　a　very　dif〔erent　kind　and　should　rather　be　described　as

being　essentially　a　lnodi丘ed　formρf　Asian　Society？2Which　will　be

more　ef［ective　as　a血ethod　of　comparison－to　take　one7s　stand　on　either

of　these　points　o∫view，or　aga呈n，altematively，to　place　the　main　emphasis

on　either　of　these　two　po圭nts　of　view？　That　is　the　kind　of　question

which　we　must　answeL　To　express　it　in　a　little　more　detai1，αccording

to　whether　we　tαke　our　stand　on　either・of　these　points　of　view（or　place

the　main　emphasis　on　either　of　these　points　of　view），not　only　will　the

aspect　of　our　comparison　of　the　modemization　process　in　Japan　and

westem　E皿ope　be，changed　but　its　signi五callce　from　the　point　of　view

of　political　policy　must　also　inevitably　be　changed　in　large　measure．

　　　　I　think　that　these　two　may　be　taken　to　be　the　basic　problems　which

we　encounter　as　soon　as　we　attempt　to　make　a　h魏oプ加Z‘oア砂α鳩oπof

ユ　　The　concept　of　traditional　society　is　certainly　indispensable　for　the　purposes　of

　　indicating　comprehensively　the　special　characteristics　of　the　societies　which　preceded

　　modernization，but　because　it　is　all　too　compτehensive　it　alone　is　not　su鐙c呈ent　to　allow

　　us　to　deal　with　the　problem　in　hand．All　manner　of　stages　of　development　and　types

　　are　to　be　found　in　the　societies　which　may　be　called‘traditional　societies，，and　it　would

　　appear　to　be　very　important　for　historical　studies，as　well　as　in　relation　to　the　question

　　of　the　underdeveloped　countries，to　lay　down血advance　in　terms　of　theQry　these

　　various　stages　and　types－provisionally　of　course．　Among　the　works　which　may　be

　　considered　to　be　useful　aids　to　this　purpose　we　will　melltion　only　Max　Weber，％プか

　　50五ψz‘π4G858ZZ5‘ゐ瞬，IV　AuH．，2Tei1，Kapitel　IX，§§4－5．

2　　Thomas　C，Smith，％θ1生8惚π短π0垣gヵz5げハ拓04θ”3汲z釦π，Stanford，Calif。，Stanford

　　University　Press，1959，especially　Pt．1，4（Small　Holdings）and　Pt．II，7（AgriculturaI

　　Technology），is　useful　in　connexion　with　t1亘s　point　in　providing　an　impression　from

　　the　facts。To　Japanese　eyes，some　parts　of　this　excellent　book　appear　to　be　a　little

　　one・s三ded，and　in　other　respects3tooンit　may　be　open　to　question　at　some　points，but

　　as　a　work　in　which　the　facts　are　accurately　grasped　by　the　eye　ofαwestem　European

　　theユarrative　will　be　found　to　be　exh2emely　interesting　in　connection　wi出the　problems

　　which　we　are　concemed　here一鼠1though　the　author　does　not　consciously　develop　any

　　treatment　of　these　problems，From　among　the　Iiterature　in　Japanese　on　this　aspect，

　　I　would　mention　Kawashima　Takeyoshi川島武宣，ハ砺oπSゐ罐漉πo　K㈱漉μ孟8灘κσ5θ∫

　　日本肚會の家族的構成（The　Famil三αI　Structure　of　Japanese　Society），Tokyo，Nihonhy6ron－

　　sha，1948，
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the　modernization　process　in　Japan　and　westem　Europe。■　However，

whell　we　level　down　our　theoretical　exam量na亡ion　of　the　matter　to　what

may　be　called　the50‘∫oZog加Z　task　of　establishing　co－ordinates　with

which　to　make　our　comparison，we　may　we11五nd　ourselves　confronted

by　an　assortment　of　interrelated　problems　of　another　order．2　0ne

such　problem，which　stands　out　before　usFas　if　to　block　the　way，is　the

question　of　オh6　ブ61召蕗oπ　み8オω88フz　刀zo467π云彩4翻oπ　4π4　カz4z硲孟7ゼσあzαあon、

Since　this　question　is　one　which　may　be　considered　to　have　fairly

important　signi五cance　at　the　present　time　in　relation　to　the　subject　of

this　paper，I　propose　to　outline　below　the　basic　problems　conceming一ψh6

r8Zα擁o，zみ6哲切6（ヲπ〃zo4θ”3魏αあ07z4η4∫7z4％5彦万αあzα廊oπ，keeping　compara丘ve

studies　of　the　modemization　process　in　Japan　and　western　Eufope　ih

mind．8

Il

　　　If　we　are　to　keep　the　relation　between　modemization　and血dus・

trialization　accurately　in　view　it脚ould　seem　to　be　necessary　for　us

before　aU　else　to　make　as　clear　as　we　can，in　advance，thσsemantic

contentっf　the　two　terms‘modemization’and‘industrialization．，Since，

however，some　veτy　dif五cult　problems　lie　concealed　here，4the　situation

is，as　is　well　known，that七he　use　of　these　words　in　academic　circles

can　scarcely　be　described　as　unifoτm．5　This　be工ng　the　case，1、wish　to

begin　by　making　the　followingp”ηゑ5∫oフ2αZ　definitions　of　these　two　terms．

■　　Co叩ected　with　these　is　t1｝e　further　question　of　the　marked　diffe；ences　in　geographical

　　condi七ions　and　cultural　tradiむions　be伽een　Japan　and　westem　Euエope・We　camot－for

　　one　moment　accept　that　this　sort　of　questioll　is　not　i血portant，and　indeed　we　believe　that

　　there　is　all　the　more　need　to　stress　their　importance．In　this　pa血er，however，we　have

　　con丘ned　the　poi摯ts　discussed　principally　to・problems　in　the　field　of　socio・economic　histoτy

　　with　the玉ntent三〇n　of　making　our　argument　clearer．Theエeader　is　asked　to　note　this．

2　　耳have　touched　on　this　question　before。　For　exam喪1e，see　H、Otsuka，K∫n44∫（5ψπ

　　K8∫辮∫・5配」；05ε翻近代欧州纒濟史序説（An　Introductioユto　the　Economic　Histoエy　of

　　Modem　Europe），2nd　ed．，VQI．1，Tokyo，K6bmd6，1947，pp・142－159・（1st　ed・，Jicho・

　　sha，1944。）

8　　1n　Japan　this　ques亡iQn，in　the　slightly　different　form　of‘the　relation　between　modeオni．

　　zation　and　commercialization，had・already　become　an　important　subject　of　study　in　the

　　丘eld　of　economic　history　by　about　1930，from　the　point　of　view　of　elucまdating　the

　　m・demizationpr。cessinJapanaftertheMeijiRest・rati・n、F・raverysimpleacc・unt，

　　see　H．Otsuka，“Tlle　Market　Structure　of　Rural　Industry　in　the　Early　Stages　of

　　the　Development　Qf　Modem　Capitalism，”in　T五εS8σoπ4王漉8rηα∫∫oπαZ　Co7ψr8πo召げ

　　E‘oπoア廊ご』％5♂o宅y4診4法躍、碑一乃ηッ8フ3‘昌VoL　II，Paエis3Moutol1，1965，p．458ff．

4　Aconciseindicationoftheseproblemsisthepurposeofthispaper、
5　　1n　comexion　with　this　po三nt　see　Note　l　on　p。39L

」
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　　　　　First，for　the　purposes　of　this　paper　I　propose　to　understand‘modem．

ization’as　meaning，roughly，that　process　in　course　of　which　traditional

society　is　disintegrated　and　modem　society（or　industrial　society）formed

out　of　it．Cons今quently，we　do　not，of　course，use　the　term　in　the　sense

of　a　simple　break．away（or　partial　break，away）of　individuals　from　the

institutions　which　have　given　form　to　traditional　society，but　in　the　sense

of　the　d圭sintegration　and　re－fo㎜ation　of　the　whole　social　system，including

its　institutions．However，in　this　matter　we五nd　ourselves　obliged　to

add　the　fo110wing　two　points：1）Not　only　are　many　forms（stages　and

types）of　pre－modem　social　system　included　in　the　very　comprehensive

term‘traditional　society’（as　we　have　noted　above），but　it　is　also　imposs－

iわle　for　there　to　be　miformity　among　the　forms　of　social　system　found

in　the　modem（or　in（王ustria1）societies　which　have　been　formed　one　after

another　on　t五e丘nal　disintegration　of　the　traditional　societies，and　so，

while　our　term‘modemization’of　course　includes‘云hθ診7αη5魏oπ渉o勉

ノ勧磁1勧3彦o　o砂伽1乞5，ガas　fomd　in　the　modemiza亡ion　process　as　it

occurred　in　the　Westem　countries，it　is　a　concept　with　a　much　wider

semantic　content　than　this．2）Since　all　tradit量onal　societies　are　sociaI

systems　wh圭ch　have　been　built　up　on　the　foundat呈on　of　some　fom　of

pre－modem　small　communities，it　follows　that　our　term‘modemization’

includes　as　one　of　its　basic　aspects　the、process　of　the丘nal　disintegration

ofthese　small　commmities，as　opposed　to　a　transit圭on　from　some　form

of　pre・modem　commun三ty　to　anotheLI　I　should　Iike　the　reader　to　bear

this　point　particu1＆rly　in　min（i．

　　　　Nextゴwe　would　understand　the　term‘industria1呈zation’as　meaning

the　process　in　course　of　which　the　various　sectors　of　industry　come　to

b6carried　on　as　pro五t－making　enterprises（or‘businesses’）．　Foプo％プ

、ρ7858π渉少％ア，0565　‘industrialization’量s　a　phenomenon　independent　of　any

particular　social　system，and　not　only　does　it　mean　the　tendency　for

individual　productive　activities　to　assume　the　character　of　profit・making

enterprises　and　tQ　exp＆nd　the　scale　of　their　business，butα1sQ　the　process

by　which　such　phenomena　spread　throughout　the　various　sectors．of
エ　　There　is　wide　variation　i豆the　basic　form　of　the　pre－modem　commmity　which　forms

　　the　foundations　for‘traditional　society，，depending　on　the　form　of　the　social　system　i皿

　　the　‘traditiQnal　society、，　In　sQme　cases　these　co㎜unities　are　tribes　or　clans，in　other

　　cases　cities，and　in　other　cases　villages　etc．，and　the　matter　is　extremely　complicated，

　　but　we　are　probably　justif三ed　in　saying　that　it　is　usual　in　all　cases　for　some　type　of

　　land　tenure　of　a短re・modem　character　to　form　the　economic　framework。For　a　detailed

　　treatme就of　this　question　see　H。Otsuka，駒σ4σ≠厩πo　K法50R∫7℃π共同盤の基礎理論

　　（The　Basic　Theory　of　the　Pre－modem　Community），Tokyo，Iwanami・shoten，1955・The

　　subject　is　also　touched　o且in　Bert　F。Hoselitz　and　Wilbert　EMoore，乃痂5診ブ’αZ加あoπ

　　σπ450‘魏ッ，UNESCOMouton，1963，Chap．1（by　Hoselitz）。
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industry．1　Conceming　this　term，too，wel　must　add　the　following　two

points：1）F　As　is，well　known，a　tendency　for　manufacturing　industry

gradually　to　assume　a　position　of　superiority血relation　to　agriculture　is

apparent　in　the　process　of　industrializat三〇n，but　while　we　give　the　fullest

importance　to　the　existence　of　this　tendellcy　for　our　presellt　purposes

the　term‘industrialization’re｛ers　to　the　phenomenon　of　the　various

sectors　of　industζy（includ血g　agriculture），headed　by　the　various　sec重ors

of　manufactu血g　industry，gradually　coming　to　be　carried　on　as　pro丘t－

making　enterp士ises（or‘businesses’）．　This　means　that　in　the　case　of

agriculture，too，if　agriculture　comes　to　be　carried　on　as　a　pro丘t－making

enterprise　we　regard　this　as　being　‘indus重rialization，’2）Since，as，we

have　just　noted，industrialization　means　that　various　productive、activities

come　to　assume　the　aspect　of　profit－making　enterprises（or，（businesses’）う

this　not　onlypresupposes　the　existence　of　money　economy（or　commerce）

but　must　surely　also　mean、that、these　developmen㌻s　themselves　ca血not

appear　except　as　manifestations　of　the　enlargement　and　filling、out　of

the　money　economy（or　commerce）．Hereupon，in　those　cases　in　which

industrialization　relates　to　the　natural　economy　o｛traditional　societyノナoフπ

o螂漉，we　may　consider　that，at　that　stage，，‘industrialization’exercises

the　same　social　effects　as‘commercialization．’2　This　is　another　point

which　I　should　Iike　the　reader　to　bear　in　mind．

　　　　Presupposing　the　above　terminology，I　now　propose　to　enter　a　little

further　into　the　problems　raised・previou31y．In　what　kind　of　relation

are　we　to　suppose‘modemization7and‘industrialization｝to　stand？一〇f

course，，it呈s　possible　to　regard　，t五ese　two　as　being　two　aspects　of　the

substance　of　one　and　the　same　phenomenon，As，we　may　see　from．t五e

fact　that　in　Western　countries　modern，society　isα1so　called　industrial

society，tllis　appears　a亡且rst　sigh“o　be　correct，bearing，in　mind　the　fact

■　　There　is　also　the　view　that‘industrializatioガ　means　a　break－away　fro血tアaai乏ional

　　society，However，if　in　this　i豆stance　we　i皿terpret呂‘break・away，from　traditional

　　society　as　meaning亡he　dissolutio夏of　that　social　system，‘三ndustrializatioガcomes・to

　　haveexactlythesamemeaningas‘modemizatio夏’aswehavede丘ueditabove，細d
　　so　my　presentation　of　these　problems　in　this　papeτbecomes　meaningless．But　if　we

　　圭nterpret亡he‘bτeak－away’fr・皿廿aditi・nals・cietyasmeanings・mething1玉kethesitua・

　　撞on　in　which　the　social　system　is　main惚ined　but　a　partid　break・＆w訊y　is　ca士ried　out

　　bymeansofthetransformation・fcertainpartsoftheindustrialsectorihtopro丘t－
　　makingenterprises・r‘businesses’（thesQ－called‘dualec・n・my’！），itwillbe昼nentirely

　・different　story．Further，it　wou1（i　seem　that‘industrialization，is　fairly　frequen亡1y　used

　　in　such　a　sense　as　this。Again，it　is　undoubtedly　true　tha亡the　concept　of　the　iゑdustria1

　　・u如utpercapi亡aisa・veryusefult・・lincalculating血edegree・findustrializati・n，but

　　thepご・blemswh呈chlpr・P・set・raiseinthispa刃erd。n・tpr・ceedfr・mthisc・Pcept・

2　　The　meaning　of　this　will　become　clearer　below。

＿一一一
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that　theWestem　comtries　which　werethe丘rst　inworlとhistory　toatta1n

modemizatiQnwerealsQthecountrieswhichattainedindustrializationin

its　most　thoroughgoing　forms．But、can　we，in　fact，say　such　a　thing？

We　may　express　the　point　atissueinmoredetail　asfollows．Considerillg

that　in　the　Westem　countries（particularly　in　Ellgland，Fra血ce，Holland，

and　the　United　States　of　America）the　Industrial　Revolutiol1－which　we

may　altematively　ca11the‘take、of壬’一was　preceded　by　a　structural　change

in　the　social　system　which　may　be　said、to　have　pointed　clearly　in　the

direction　of　modernization，al1（i　that　this　structural　change　prepared　the

pre・conditions　for　the　Industrial　Revolution，there　would　apPear　to　beα診

Z8α5孟a　prima　facie　case　for　saying　that　modemization　of　necessity　calls

industria1まzation　into　being　and　advances　with　its　support，However，

may　the　reverse　also　be　true？This　is　the　question　which　I　wish　to　raise心

　　　　：Let　us　now　pose　the　following　quest量on．Can　we・say　that　indus．

triaユization　of　necessity　calls　moderni2a，tion血to　being　and　advances　with

its　support？If　we　consider　the　circumstances　existing　after　the　occurrence

gfthestructuralchanges圭nthes・cialsystems・ftheWestemc・mtries
which，as　we　have　noted，pointed　in　the　direction　of　modemization，this

would　certainly　apPear　to　be　assertable，at　least　in　these　cases．　But　can

we　generalize　this　proposition　to　cover　other　countries　and　other　periods

of　history　P　To　express　it　in　detailンcan　we・say　that　industrialization

has　of　necessity　given　rise　to　modemization段nd　advanced　with　it　hand

in　hand　in　these　same　western　European　countries　during　the　period

which　may　be　designated　as　that　of　the‘traditional　society’which

preceded　the　period　which　we　have　just　mentioned，and　in　the　traditional

societies　of　other　countries？　h　response　to　this　question　I　feel　that　at

present　I　personally　must　reply　in　the　negative．■　I　now　propose　to

examine　these　problems　a　little　more　closely，bearing　in　mind　the　theory

of　compaぎative　stud量es　of　the　modemization　process　in　Japan　and　westem

Europe．2

III

　　　　First　we　must　glance　at　certa至n　marked　characteristics　of　the

modemization　process血Japan．I　have　elsewhere　referred　to　the　fact

ユ　　　Compare　Note3　0n　p．389，

2　　As　regards　the　process　of　industrialization　in　Japan　after　the　Meiji　Restoration，we

　　will　not　undertake　a　complete　survey　but　will　conGne　ourselves　to　a　brief　glance　at

　　the　special　characteristics　which　appear　to　be　of　importance　for　our　present　purposes．

　　For　this　reason　we　will　omit　any　reference　to　the　vast　Iiterature　on　this　subject　or　the

　　various　views　held　inτegard　to　it．
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that　in　the　Bakumatsu　period， that　is　to　say，in　the　final　stage　of　Toku・

gawa　feudal　r6gime，■the　beginnings　of　industrialization．had　alread夕

ap亘eared　in　a　socio』economic　form　which　bore　marked　resemblaIIces・to

that　of　Europe　at　the　time　when　feudal　society　was　about　to　enter　the

p6riod　of　mo舩rchical　a1）solutism．2　As　in　westem　Europe，these　begin－

nings　of　industrializatiQn・had　driven　wedges　into　every　part　of　traditional

society　and　had　already　opened　up　gaps　into　which　modemization　could

αdvance．Under　these　circumstallces　the　Meiji　Restoration　broke　out　in

1868，which　was　the　starthlg－point　of　modemization　in　Japan。However，

while　it　is　certainly　true　that　at　some　points　the　Meiji　Restoration　was

a　lgτeat　transformation，of　tradition，or　of　the　social　system，，when　we

compare　it　with　the　so・called‘bourgeois　revolutions’of　the　Western

count士ies　we　find　that　it　is　of　a　considerably　diEerent　historica1・na．ture．

By　this　I　mean　that　whereαs，as　we　have　noted　above，in　the　case　of

the　bourgeois　revolutions　of　westem　Europe　modemization　and　industri・

alization　thereafter　went　hand　in　hand，promoting　each　other’s　pr6gress，

量n　Japan　after　the　M今iji　Restoration，as　is　well　known，a　certain　charac－

teristic　alienatiQn　between　the　processes　of－modernization　and　industriali顧

zation＆PPeared，3　1n　Japan　after　the　Restoration　industrialization，and

in　particular　certain　types　of　machine．industry，showed　marked　develop－

ment，but　althoug轟Japan　even　passed　through　a　‘spurt’period－which

may　apPropriately　be　called　an　Industriα1Revolution　（or　‘ねke・off’）and

produced　a　number　of　modem　large　enterprises（in　this　case，of　courseシ

capitalist　Iarge　enterprises），the　agricultura玉　sector　and　the　rema血de士of

manufact皿三ngilldustry　remailled　almost　entirely、unaffected　by　these

ユ　　As　to　the　question　of　whetheゴor　no重the　Japanese　traditional　society　pr6ceding　the

　　Meiji　RestoratiQn血ay　b6called　a‘｛eudal　society，in　the　mediaeval　wεstemEuropean

　　sense－I　personally　aゑswεr　this　question　in　the　afErmαtiverwe　wilLno亡discuss　it　here

　　because　it　has　no　direct　conロection　with　the　prφ1ems　with　which　we　are　de参1ing．But

　　see　Note　l　on　p。388。

2　　H．Otsuka，“The　Marke㌻Structure　of　Rural　Illdustry　in　the：Early　Stages　of　tlie

　　Development　of　Modem　Capitalismノ，pp．461－66。

8　We　mayユote　in　passing　that，while　the　Meiji　Restoration　is　cleaτly　the　starαng．

　　poiゑt。findus頃田izati・n㎞Jap＆n，thisfactis・ne・fthereasQnsw五yth3r帥asbeβn
　　co且troversy　as　to　whether　the　Restoration　is　to　be　regarded　as　histρric訊11y　cQmparable

　　to　the　establishmen重of　monarchical　absolutism　in　westem　Europe，o黒亡o　the　so－called

　　‘bourgeois　revolutions．，I　favour　the　former　of　these　two　views，and　one　of　the　reasons

　　fQr　doing　so　is　the　fact　thαt，while　it　is　impossible　for　there　to　l）e　an　exact　correspondence

　　between　the　circums士ances　of　the　pr㏄ess　of二11dustrialization　in　J＆pan　after　the　Meiji

　　Restoration＆nd　the　circumstances　of　the　process　of　industrialization　i且westem　Europe

　　in　the　period　of　monarchical　absolutism－not　in　the　periQd　foilowing魚e　so－called

　　bourgeois、revolutio真一the　relations　between　modem三zat三〇n　and　industri＆1ization　would

　　seem　to　display　the　same　characteristics．　工shall　say　more　on　this　poipt　below。

＿＿・一1
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developments. Thus, when we consider the social system we find that 

by means of industrialization a number 0L gaps had been forced open 

which permitted the advance of modernization, particularly in a wide 

range of aspects of city life, but in spite of the fact that a partial 

break-away from traditional institutions was effected by this means the 

framework of the traditional social system, with its main bases in the 

agricultural villages, was preserved intact up to the time of the Land 

Reform and dissolution of monopolies (zaibatsu) after the Second World 

War. 
In eliciting these structural characteristics of ' modern society ' as it 

exists in Japan, the first successful borings, as is well known, were made 

in Yamada Moritar~'s VJ BEl~~~~~~ work, Nihon Shihonshugi Bunseki ~ ;~~ 

~~~~:~~~~~r~fi: (An Analysis of Japanese Capitalism).1 It is impossible to 

present an overall account of his closely-reasoned arguments here, but 

we may express in our own terminology the parts of them which may be 
considered of greatest importanc~ from the point of view of our present 

purposes as follows. The industrialization of the post-Restoration period, 

and in particular the highly developed industrialization of the manufactur-

ing and mining sectors with their' main bases in the urban area, appeared 

in the form of the capitalist enterprise, but this capitalism contrasted 

with the strong persistence of minute-scale agriculture and tradit.ional 

social relations (in particular those of semi-feudal land-lordism and the 

family system) in the agricultural villages, where practically no tendency 

to industrialization was manifested. What is m:ore, in this situation it 

was not simply a case of these two coexisting over time, but the two 

were bound together, and supported one another, in a form in which 
the one considered the other a prior condition for its own persistence 

-witness the supply of cheap labour from the villages, and the attempts 

to preserve the traditional social institution which would secure this 

source of supply-and so it was rather on the foundations provided by 
the strong persistence of traditional institutions in the agricultural villages 

that the towering edifice of modern industrial enterprise was raised, and 

in this way the unique structure of the national economy was produced.2 

* Published in 1934, by lwanami-shoten, Tokyo. 

. As we mention below, these views of Yamada's were subjected to fairly severe attacks 

froni ceitain quarters. In these attacks, the points which would seem to be of the 

greatest importance are connected precisely with a difference of view between the two 

sides on the relation between modernization and industrialization. This difference may 

be expressed in our terminology as follows. While the critics held what may be called 

the optimistic view that industrialization must always call modernization into being 

sooner or later, Yarnada would appear to have believed that, although industrialization 
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In　line　with　thisンtraditional　social　institutions　such　as　the　o漉050r　here・

ditary　form　of　family　enterprise　and　the　hierarchical　organiza丘on　of

Iabour　on　the　basis　of　seniority　cast、their　shadows　even　in　the　modem

industriα1enterprises，and■in　particular　in　mining，and　in　the　textile

industry，harsh　forms　of　labour　organization　which　were　worthy　of　the

name　of　semi－servile　persisted　stubbomly．Yamada　gave　the臼name　of

‘semi－feudal　capitahsm’　to　th圭s　struc触ral　order　which　supPorted　indus－

trialization　in　Japanαfter　the　Restoration，

　　　　As　is　wellE　known，Yamada’s　views　provoked　a　wide　range　of

arguments　in　reply，and　some　controversy　also　took　place，but　nevertheless

it　would　appear　that　his　views，either　in　a　form　very　close　to　the　original

or　with　some　degree　of　modi丘cation，have　been　accepted　by　the　academic

world　in　the　form　of　the　so－called‘dual　structure　theories’of　Jap段nese

socio・econom圭c　organizatiQn。2　1feel　that　now，at　least，it　is　necessary　to

explain　a　little　more　fully　the　unique　structural　characteristics　of　the

industrialization　process　in　Japan　since　the　Restoration，but　for　reasons

of　space　we　will　press　on　with　the　task　of　reducing　to　some　semblance

of　order　the　question　of　the　relation　between　modemization　and　indus－

trialization，keeping　the　above－mentioned　facts　in　mind，

　　　　As　we　haveα1ready　pointed　out，it　appears　that　we　may　say　that

　　certaillly　does　call　modernization　i玖to　being，it　is　possible　for　industrialization　to　combine

　　with　tmditional　forces　and　stand　i皿the　way　of　the　thoτough　dissolut三〇n　of　traditiopal

　　soc圭ety　aゑd　for　industτialization　in加m　to　come　to　a　halt　within　the1三mits　thus　prescribω，

　　depending　on　the　structure　of　the　social　system　of　the　country　in　question　and　its

　　position　in　worId　history，Wemay　perhaps　say　that　at　some　pointsYamada’sco夏cep亡ion

　　of　the　amb至valence　of　indus虹ialization　was　defective，but　eve且so，the　correc血gss　qf　his

　　view　was　shown　a｛ter　the　Second　World　War　by　theエesults　of　the　Land　Re｛oぎm，the

　　dissolution　of　monopolies，　the　negation　of　亡he　tra（ii廿onal　f㎝圭1y　sys亡em，etc。　Only

　　after　this　change　in　the　social　system，a　change　which　clearly　pointed　in　the　direction

　　of　modernization，had　been　carried　out、was　a　begiming　m裁de　to　industrialization　on　a

　　nation．wide　scale，including　the　agricultura1▽illages　and’the　medium　and　smaller㎝ter－

　　prises　in　the　cities、This　is　shown　by　the　economic　conditio玖s　in　Japan　during　the

　　period　of　the　so－called‘higher　economic　growth，，

エ　　1距coImection　w五t五亡hls，see　also　the　in亡erestlng　paper　on　the　social　or玉gins　of　Japanese

　　industrialists　by　T、C．Smith，“Landlord，s　Sons　in　the　Business　Elite，”in　E‘oπo雁o

　　P¢惚Zoψ泓επψ伽4C麗Z珈瓢Z　C肋ηgθ，Vo1．IX，No．1，Pt．2（October，1960）．In　Japanese

　　see　the　paper“Kinda量Shihonshugi　Hattatsu－shi　ni　okelu　Sh6gy6no　Chii近代資本主

　　義嚢達史における商業の地位”in　H・Otsuka，K伽4α∫3ん訪oη5肋9∫πo　K8加近代姿本主

　　義の系譜（The　Genea1Qgy　of　Modem　Capitahsm），TokyQ，K6bundo，1947・
2　　1n士hese　so－called‘dual　stmcture　t玉eories，it　sometimes　happens　dlat　the　problems

　　treated　diverge　somewhat　from　the　problems　w呈th　which　we段re　concerned　here，and

　　among　those　who　take　a‘dua互structure　theory，view　o｛Japanese　socio・economic　organi・

　　zatio皿there　a■e　some　who　hold　the‘optimistic，view　mentioned　in　note20皿p。394，

　　H・wever，theviewsexpressedinthetextaren・tc・n血edt・．myself，n・rd・esthere
　　seem　much　reaso夏to　doubt　their　correc伽ess．

＿」
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modenlization　of　necessity　calls　in（1ustrialization　hlto　being　and　advances

with　its　support－and，consequently，thαt　in　so　f＆r　as　this　is　the　case

industrialization　pushβs　modemization　forwards－but　when　we　consider

the　possibility　of　generalizing　the　reverse　proposition－that　industrialization

of　necessity　calls　modern圭zation　illto　being　alld　advallces　with　its　support

－we　must　acknowledge　that　it　is　clear　that　this　is　extremely　doubtful，

We　say　this　because　we　have　reason　to　believe　that　the　process　of

industrializatioll　in　J＆pan　up　to　the　Second　World　War，of　which　we

have　given　a　brief　account　above，　shows　that　industrialization　stood　in

what　we　may　call　a五ambivalent　relation　to　modemization，that　in　some

circumstances　it　supported　and　advanced　modemization　but　in　other

circumstances　entered　into　association　with　the　institutions　of　traditional

society　to　prevent　thoroughgoing　modemization，and　that　in　so　far　as

this　was　so　industrialization，too，was　obliged　to　come　to　a　halt．WeU，

thenl　wεls　phenomenon　of　industrialization　exercising　such　a，n　ambivalent

e丘ect　entirely　absent　in　the　processes　of　industrialization　which　took

place　in　the　countries　of　westem　Europe　P　I　do　not　think　so．Le4ving

aside　the　period　afteτthe　bourgeois　revolutions　in　which　the50‘観

5：y5云吻had　been　clearly　modemized，I　believe　that　in　the　period　before

thisシthat　is　to　say，in　the　period　in　which　traditional　social　institutions

remained五mly　rooted　and　in　which　the　social　system　as　a　whole　was

constructed　in　a　manner　which　would　permit　us　to　call　it‘traditional

society，’it　wQuld　indeed　seem　to　be　the　case　that　there　is　evidence　of

industrialization　having　exercise（i　an　ambivalent　effect　on　modernization，

just　as・in　Japan　after　the　Restoration．　Let　us　glance　very　briefly　at

these　matte■s．

IV

　　　　In　the　case　of　the　Westem　countries，the　emergence　of　monαrchical

absolutism（or　of　the　so・called‘modem　state’）was　preceded　in　every

country　by　the　beginnlngs　of　industrialization　in　the　form　of　industries

of　a　half・agricu1加ralαn（i　half－i五dustrial　c皐aracter　carried　on　in　the　rural

areas．■　The　development　of　this　rural　industry　drove　wedges　of　mod一

ユ　　I　hαve　already　melltioned　the　fact　that　similar　developmeロts　took　place　in　Japan，

　　albeit　with　diHlerences　of　degree，towards　the　en（i　of　the　Tokugawa　period・For　a

　　general　survey　of　the　history．of　rural　industries　in　the　countries　of　westem　Europe，

　　see，with　reference　to　the　prQblems　dealt　with　in　tぬis　paper，Herm訊皿Kellenbenz，

　　“Landlic五es　Gewerbe　und　baueエliches　Untemellmertum　in　WestEuropa　vom　Spatmit－

　　telalter　bis　ins　XVIII　Jahrhmdert，”in7乳8Sβ‘oフz4Z窺β”z碗歪oπ4Z（】oπ虚7822‘8‘ゾEooア～o，π∫‘

　　磁紘oηy雄君’伽6π一Pπ，η8フ～‘8，VoL工1，Paris，Mouton，1965，especially　pp。382－418。



ハ404θ擁2癖0πR660π露6，・84 397

ernizatiQll　into　the　foundations　of　the　tτaditional　sσcieties，as，foτexalnp16，

by　the　break・up　of　the　manor　and　the　enclosures・in　Eng1αnd。After

the　beginning　of　the　period　of　monarchical　abso三utis血，in　spite　of　repeated

prohibitions　of　rural　industries　marked　growth　took　Place　in　resistance

to　these　policies，in　the　background　of　which　lay　the　material　interests

of　traditional　society，and　ill　such　countries　as　EIlgland　and　France　they・

were　eventually　liberated　from　the　bonds　of　traditional　society　by亡he

so・called　bourgeois　revolutions．　Later，for　example　in　18th－century

England，which　may・　be　considered　to　have　undergone　the　smoothest

course　of　development，rural　industries　burst　into　full　flower　and　not

only　promoted　the　process　of　industrialization　but　produced，at　the　points

at　which　they　coalesced，the　beg血nings・of　the　new　urban　centres　o∫

manufactur三ng　illdustry（for　example，Manchester　and　Birmingham）・and

so，I　believe，maゾbe　said　to　have　provided　the　spring・board　for　Uユe

Industrial　Revolution．■　If　we　con丘ne　our　attention　to　the　process鵯o正

industrialization　of　this　kind，there　would　seem　to　be　no　impediment　to

our　considering　industrialization　to　have　certain1ゾ　golle　hand　in　hand

with　modemization　alld　to　haマe　promoted　modemization　as　it　advanced。

But　even　in　the　cases　of　the　Westem　countries　whicHeventually　carried

out　Industrial　Revolutions（or‘take・offs7）in甲一their　own　way「when　l　we

look　at　the　periods　preceding　the　so・c＆11ed　bourgeois　revolutions，we6nd

that　we　can　scarcely　consider　industrialization　always　to　have　pointed　in

the　direction　of　modemization，and　to　have　promoted　mbdemization，in

the　same　way　as　it　did　in　England　after　the　Glorious　Revolution．At

this　point　we　must　considef　another　sort　of　instanlce．

　　　　Evell　under　monarchical　absolutism　theゴe　wa＄a　period　in　England

and　France　in　which　a　marked　developme血t　of　industrialization　took

place　in　the　textile　and　mining　industries　（its　core　being　especially

Iocated　in　the　latter），these　industries　forming　chains　which　seem　to

have　be6n　separate　from　the　development　of　industrialization　in　the　form

of　rurα1industries　which　we　have　mentioned　above．As　is　well　known，

it　was　J．U．Nef　who　provided　a　historical　elhcidation　df　this　phenoin－

enon，naming　it　the‘early　industrial　revolution、，2His　views　aτe　particularly

エ　　　On　th…s　point　some　hold　亡he　v三ew　that　the　process　of　industrialization　in　Hollan（l　is

　　an　exception，but　at　least　in　the　light　o｛such　stud玉es　as　Z－W。Sneller，“La面ssance
　　de　ril1（1ustτie　rurale　dalls　les　Pays，Bas　aux　XVIle　et　XVIIlo　si壱cles，，㌧4朋4Z654’み魏o物8

　　6‘oπo”z勾鉱召8ψ50‘彪Z85，VQL　I，No．2，（1929），this　would　llot＆ppear　tQ　be　the　case　at　a1L

2　　JQhn　U．Nef，乃z4z‘5診，：y‘zη4Go四8プ朋z8離∫π　乃襯κβαア34Eηgκσ，嘱1540一ヱ640｝Great

　　Seal　Books，Ithaca，Comell　Ulliversity　Press，1957・As　an　excellent　study　of　ear1圭er　date

　　I　would　add　Re皿ann　Levy，瓢oπoφoZβ，Kα7惚ZZθ瑚4丁剛5∫3動4ε7・G85‘扉oh詑％π4

　　G6gβπτσ¢7¢4α・6π81Z∫5‘hθπ乃2吻5師¢II　Au且，，Jena，Gustav　Fischer，1927，Erster

　　Abschnitt。
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instructive　to　us1n　connection　with　our　present　p皿pose，since，according

to　them，we　are　obliged　to　say　that露㎜α5ρo∬fゐZ8　for　there　to　have

been　an　industrialization　spurt　which　might　fittingly　be　called　an　industrial

revolution　（or　‘take－off’）　within　the　traditional　society　of　the　perio（i

preceding　the　bourgeois　revolution　and，what　is　more，in　association

with　the　institutions　which　supported　the　traditional　society，Whereas

the　industrializαtion　process　of　the　kind　which　we　have　described　above，

which　developed　in　the　form　of　rural　industries　which　drove　wedges　of

modemizat三〇n　right　into　traditional　society，was　far　from　receiving　the

patemal　blessing　of　traditional　privilege　but　on　the　contrary　exhibited

throughout　a　posture　of　head，on　opposition　to　it，　the　industrialization

process　of　this　kind　was　of　a　markedly　di鉦erent　nature呈n　regard　to　this

point・The　industrial　enterpr三ses　of　the　kind　which　undertook　the‘early

industrial　revolution’　were　in　general　covered　by　the　institutions　of

traditi・nals・ciety・rbyprivileges－theprivilegesapPe戯ningt・village

communities　and　urban　guilds，the　privileges　appertaining　to　feudal　lords

andr・yalh・usesinrespectt・f・restlands，mines，etc．一andinparticular

by　patents　of　monopoly，and　it　was　on　this　basis　that　these　lndustries

became　established，■　It　is　of　course　tτue　that　there　were　possibilities　of

many　intermediate　forms　between　these　two　kinds　of　industrialization，as

well　as　relations　of　mutual　transition，and　that‘early　industr至al　revolution’

though　it　was，traditional　privileges　in　themselves　did　not　provoke　the

industr至alization　spurt，nor　was　tllere　a　complete　absence　of　friction

between　the　industrial　enterprises　which　undertook　this　revolution　and

the　absolute　monαrchies。　However，considering　the6フ・oα4　」伽ε5げ

4θη6Z砂形6鶴I　feel　we　may　say　that　in　the　case　of　the‘early　industrial

revolution’　the　in（lustrialization　spurt　developed　in　the　midst　of　the

traditional　order　of　society，and，what　is　more，in　association　with　the

institutions　of　that　order，an（I　consequently　that　these　two　had　est胤blished

a　relation　of　syエnbiosis．It　is　this　very　fact　which　is　the　important　point

for　us　in　connection　with　our　present　purpose。By　this　I　mean　that，in

these　two　kinds　of　industrialization　we　have　two　entities　wh至ch，although

both　equally　‘industrialization，’　are　directly　oPPosed　to　one　another　in

respect　to　their　relation　to　modemization，as　in　the　antithesis　which

エ　　In　confo皿ity　with　this，as　is　well　known，the　men　who　undertook　these　industriaI

　　enterprises　belonged　to血at　stratum　of　society　which　had　access　to　the　enjoyment　of

　　出e　privileges　of　traditional　society．　For　example，see　J．U，Ne｛，PP．141－148。　In　con匂

　　nextion　with　this　poin亡see　also　T・g　Smith，“Landlord’s　Sons　in　the　Business　Elite，”

　　in　which　it　is　argued　that　the　centraHigures　in　the　industrialization　of　Japan　after　the

　　Meiji　Restoration　originated　among　the　landlords，the　traditional　privileged　stratum　of

　　society，

』
、
＼J
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Max　Weber　called‘the　antithesis　between　two　types　of　capitalistic

behaviour’（46r　G896π5α詑48プ6ε∫48π五π6π　為αφぢオ‘z露5証5‘んε7G86‘zプz6πg）．■

That　is　to　say，the　one　stoQd　on　the　side　of　the　maintenance　of　the

order　of　traditional　society，while　the　other　stood　on　the　side　of　its

dissolution，that　is　to　say，on　the　side　of　modernization．　It　was　for　this

very・reason　that　later，in　the　course　of　structural　change　in　the　soc玉al

system　which　followed　upon　the　bourgeois　revolutions，these　privileged

industrial　enterprises　were　either　destroyed　or　fell　into　dissolution　on

being　deprived　of　their　privileges，and　we　may　say　that　where　they

survived圭n　one　form　or　another　they　were　preserved　as　inheritances

left　by　the　old　order　within　a　stream　of　industrial至zation　which　was　of

a　di£［erent　kind，2

V
　　　　In　the　above　we　have　attempted　an　all　too　brief　sketch　of　the　relation

between　modemization　and　industrialization，keeping　in　mind　the　problems

of　comparative　studies　of　the　modemization　process　in　Japan　and　westem

Europe．　It　is　of　course　at　once　clear　that　on　all　points圭t　is　altogether

inadequate　to　the狙agni血de　of　the　subject。3　Nevertheless，I　t1血k　that

the　proLlems　which　I　propose　to　discuss　will　already　be　clear　to　some

extent。The　main　point　may　be　expressed　thus．When　industrialization

advances　within　traditional　society　the　relation　between伽4μ5云プ観乞駈擁on

and勉046ブπZzαあoπmay　be　described，for　our　present　pu其）oses，as　being

ambivαlent．It　is　of　course　certainly　true　that　industrialization　possesses

the　aspect　of　supPorting　and　promoting　modernization　and　that，in　this

way，the　two　advance　hand　圭n　hand，but　I　feel　that　we　are　forced　to

recognize　at　the　same　time　that　industrialization　may　possess　a　reverse

■　　M．Weber，“Die　protestantische　Ethik皿主d　der‘Geis亡，des　Kapi亡alismus，，，三n（ヌ65卿z一

　　”zθZ診β∠L噴鋤zθ筋7Rθ躍g∫oπ550短oZog∫8，Bd・1，丁廿b㎞gen，J・C・B・Mohr（Paul　Siebek），

　　1923，p。202．Besldes　the　aLove　see　also　his5惚孟550z♂oZog∫8，hrsg．voロJ。Winckelmann，

　　BerI血，Duncker　und　Humblot，1956，pp・24－26・

2　　　Besides　H．　］しevy，s　above－cited　work，　see　the　interesting　elucidation　in　his　』D87

　　㎎茗7ψ50んψ5あゐ8mZ∫3魏z‘5∫πEπgZ磁4，Jena，Gustav　Fischer，1928，and　Paul　Mantoux，

　　丁覧ε1ηぬ5師●αZ　Rθ妙oZ痂∫oπ伽統θE屠扉88π読σ8π顔γ：y，tどans．by　Vemon，London，Jonα・

　　than　Cape，1928，Intτoduction　to　the　lst　edition．

8　　1wish　to　repeat　my　assertion　that　theαbove　is　altogether　too　brief　and　inadequate

　　an　accomt　when　considered　with　reference　to　historical　facts，the　history　of　the　study

　　of　this　subJec亡，or　my　explanation　of　my　to士al　v撤on　of　these　problems、However，an

　　adequate　account　of　these　matters　would　requ三re　a　great　deal　of　space，in　addition　to

　　which，as　I　explained　at　the　beg三nn…ng　of　the　paper，such　a　thi塾g　is　completely　absent

　　from　the　aims，or　at　leas毛the　immediate　aims，of　thls　paper．
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aspect｝an　aspect　in　which　it　forms　relat呈011s　of　symbios呈s　w1th　the

institutions　of　traditional　society　and　if　anything　operates　ill　the　directioll

of　seeking　to　maintain　the　traditional　social　sy・stem．It　is　of　course　tme

that，even　in　this　latter　case，industrialization　will　undoubtedly　drive　wedges・

into　the　traditional　order　of　society　to　sonle　de菖fee，that　it　will　cause

individuals　tO　break　away　from・traditional　institutions，and　that　in　so

far　as　it　does　so　it　will　produce　gaps　in　the　social　order　into　which

modemization　can　advance。　Nor　is　this　all，for，as　we　h＆ve　shown

above，in　certain　circumstances　it　is　even　possible　for　it　to　produce　an

industrialspurtw・rthy・fthename・fan擁％5云吻1脚・1吻刀（・r
‘take－of［’）within　the　framework　of　the　traditional　order　of　society．This

fact　is　of　extreme　importance．In　spite　of　this，however，industrialization

of　this　kind，carried　out　within　the　framework　of　the　traditional　order

of　society，will　not　only　stand，ill　the　last　analysis，on　the　side　of　the

maintenance　of　the　estab1量shed　order，but　will　even　operate　in　the　direction

of　preserving，rather　than　dissolving，the　traditional　institutions　which

provide　foundations　which　are至ndispensable　to　it，and　as　a　result　will

halt　modemization－and　collsequently　also　industrialization　itself－w量thin

these　definite　Iimits．This　is　the　circumstance　to　which　I　wish　to　draw

attention．

　　　　However，if　it　be　grallt6d　that　my汐プo痂ズoπαl　generalization　has

more　or　less　hit　the　mark，we　must　expect　to　be　at　once　confronted　by

the　following　problems．When耀臨プ泌編∫on　gets　mder　way　within
the　framework　of　the　traditional　order　of　society，mder　what　conditions

does　it　advance　hand　in　hand　with　，，zo46”z舵αあ07z　and　under　what

conditions　does　it　do　the　reverse，and　form　relations　of　symbiosis　with

the　institutions　of　tra（1itional　society　which　result血barring　the　a（lvance

of刀zo4θ”z∫辮あoπ？　To　put　it　in　other　words，what　kind　of　circumstance

determines　the　direction　which　industrial三zation　will　take呈n　relation　to

modemization？　These　are　th6problems　wbich　now　confront　us．My
intention　in　this　paper　was　to　do　llo　more　than　to　show　clearly　wherein　the

points　of　the　problems　consist　from　the　point　of　view　of　an　Asian　sociaI

scientist．Hence，if　the　above　brief　sketch　llas　made　clear　to　some

extent　wherein圭t　consists－and　this　is　what　I　aesire－then　my　intentions

may　be　taken　to　have　been　realized．　However，I　feel　that　I　might

devote　a　little　space＆t　the　end　of　this　paper　to　a　very　br量ef　statement

of　my　views　of　the　fu加re　prospects　for　studies　in　this　field，in　the　hope

that　they　may　be　of　some　use　in　arriving　at　answers　to　these　problems．

1＆1so　hope　that　in　some　small　meas皿e　they　will　serve　to　set　forth　the

content　of　these　problems　a　little　more　concretely．，
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　　　What　are　the　circumstanceswhich　determinethe　direction　in　which

industrializat三〇n　shall　operate　when　it　gets　under　way　within　the　frame－

work　of段tradit圭onal　society～This　questioll　is　of　course　one　which　has

very　wi（lespreαd　connexions　and　ill　exanlining　it　it　is　also　necessary　to

keep　within　one’s丘eld　of　vision　the　various　cultural　fields　with　which

it　is　connected，■　but，as　I　Ina（丑e　clear　at　the　beginning　of　this　paper，it

is　my　intention　to　limit　my　五eld　of　vision　for　the　present　purpose　to

the　prov玉nce　of　socio・econo血c　history．　Looking　back，　then，　on　the

history　of　studies　of　this　subject　with　these　problems　in　mind，we　can

recall　two　or　three　statements　of　views　which　are　very　rich　in　suggestions．

In　considering　these，however，we　shall　have　tQ　make　a　slight　change

in　the　problem　with　which　we　are　de＆1i119，namely，‘the　relation　between

modemizδtion　and　industrialization，’and　shall　have　to　regard　itαs　the

problem　of‘the　relαtion　between　modemization　and　commercialization

（or，the　development　of　money　economy）！　That　there　will　be　nothing

fmd＆mentally　objectionable　in　doing　so，at　least　in　the　p聯ent圭nstance，

will　be　clear　from　what　we　have　said　above．2

　　　We　recal1丘rst　the　general　propositions　put　forward　by　E。A。Kos・

minsky　as　the　results　of　his　researches　in　the　rural　economy　of　England

in　the　thirteenth　century．3　Kosminsky　says　that　in　the　lord’s　economy

the　development　of　exchange　led　in　the　direction　of　a　reversion　to　predial

services，and，consequently，to　a　reorganization　of　the　manoriα1system，

while　in　contrast　to　this　in　the　peasant　economy　the　development　of

exchange　（including　rural　industries）led　ill　the　direction　of　a　transit圭on

to　moneyτents，and，consequently，to　the　dissolution　of　the　manorial

system，and　we　may　reformulate　this　for　consideration　in　comection　with

our　present　problems　in　the　following　terms，Under　circumstances　in

which　the　privileged　ruling　stratum　in　traditional　society（in　part三cular

the　Iandlord　stratum）themselves　enter　the　money　economy，the　money

economy　will　operate，if　anything，in　the　direction　of　maintaining　estab－

1ished　traditional　institutions，while　in　contrast　to　this，un4er　circumstances

in　which　the　peasants　and　other　non－privileged　labou血g　commoners

themselves　directly　enter　the　money　economy　the　reverse　e鉦ect　will　be

エ　　　I　believe　that　besides　the　socio・econo血c　circumstances　it　is　necessary　also　to　bring

　か吻within・；・e’s丘eld・fvisi・nα虚Z襯thep・litica1，・cultura1（especia三lyreligi・us）・and

　raciα1　circumstaロces．

2　　　See　p．391．

8　　E．A．Kosmま11sky，“Services　alld　Money　Rents1n　the　Thirteenth　Celltury，”T1躍

　Eooπoフ漉o　H魏o，ッR8妙戯σ，VoL　V，NQ．2（1935）．Also　in　connexlon　with　tllls　point

　see　M．M．Postan，“The　Fifteenth　Century，”　丁五8E‘oアzo”z乞o』田5孟07ッR㈹液σ，VoL

　IX，No，2（1939）．
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produced，and　the　trad量tiollal　institutions　will　be　dissolved　and　exchange

will　operate　ill　the　direction　of　promoting　modernization．These　views

of　Kosminskゾs　are　of　the　greatest　interest，and　have　taught　us　much．エ

However，we　camot　but　feel　that　they　do　not　provide　a　full　answer　to

the　problem　which　we　are　considering．We　say　this　because　of　the

undeniable　fact　that　there　still　remain　the　questions　of　under　what

circumstances　the　privileged　ruling　stratum　ellter　the　money　economy，

and　under　what　circumstances　the　llo11、privileged　labouring　coInmQners

enter　the　money　economy，as　well　as　the　question　of　the　role　performed

by　urban　ha．ndicrafts　on　these　occasions．

　　　　We　are　next　reminded　of　the　views　of　Max　Weber　which　form

one　of　the　principal　subjects　of　his　last　lecture，E60πo卿∫01丑5オoアty，2　and

which　run　through　the　whole　nαrrative　of　that　work．It　is　of　course

true　that　in　the　case　of　the　relation　between　modemization　and　money

economy，as呈110ther　matters，his　explanation　is　pluralistic，and　cQnse・』

quently　is　llot　susceptible　of　being　summarized　simply，but　if　we　Iimit

our五eld　of　vision　for　the　moment　to　the　province　of　socio・economic

history　we　may　perhaps　express　his　views　as　follows．　The　ultimate

question　consists　in　the　relation　between　the　pre．modem　small　com－

munities　which　form　the　foundations　of　traditional　society（their　basic

form　being　sometimes　that　of　the　tribe，sometimes　that　o王the　c至ty，and

sometimes　that　of　the　v玉llage）and　the　develQplnent　of　the　money　econolny。

Weber　holds　that，in　contrast　to　the　case　ln　which　money　economy

develops　on　the　foundations　of　a　div量sion　of　labour　established　among

commmities（which，while　trαnsforming　certain　aspects　of　the　community

rather　serves　to　strengthen　it　and　conse（luently　operates　in　the　di芋ection

of　maintaining　the　traditional　ofder　of　society）in　tlle　c訊se　in　which

money　economy　develops　on　the　foundations　of　a　division　o∫1abour

which　begins　with　a　divisiQn　of　labour　within　the　cQmmunity　and　grows

丘rst　to　a　division　of　labour　within　localities　and　later　to　a　division　of

labour　among　localities，the　money　economy　operates　in　the　direction　of

the　dissolution　of　the　cQmmmal　institutions　and　the　whole　order　of

traditional　society　which　is　built　on　the　foundat至on　which　they　provide，1

・　F・rexample，thesigni丘c鋤ce・fpr・p。salsfor1㎝dref・rm・rthenurtu血g。fan
　　industr玉al　middle　class，which　are　frequently　made　in穿011nectiou　with　the　economic

　　development　of　comtries　which　are　Qn　the　road　tQ　developmenちwi皿be　m＆de　clear　by

　　them．

2　See　M．Weber，催o傭hψ5945而‘厩　ゑみプ歪55伽襯伽r5α伽50吻Z㈱4曜7『か
　　50hψ59ε5‘肋1鵬aus　den　nachgelassenen　Vorlesungen，hrsg・vQn　S・Hellmann　und　M・

　　Palyi，M廿nchen　u。Leipzig，Dunckel　un4Humblot，1923，especially　pp．90鉦．，1工5－127，

　　174ff．
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I　think　that　if　we　replace　the　words‘money　economy’in　this　proposition

with　the　word‘industrialization一シand，as　we　h＆ve　suggested　above，

Weber　himself　doesthis　to　some　extent－we　wi1田nd　it　very　instructive

in　providing　us　with　a　basic　answer　to　the　question　of　th母relatiQn

between　modernization　and　industrialization．2　At　the　Ieast，I　feel　most

sincerely　that　considerable　value　may　attach　to　a　careful　re－examination

of　Weber’s　views＆t　the　present　moment，considering　them　in　relatiQn

to　the　theory　of　modernization　and　the　theory　of三ndustrialization，

■　　For　example，he　conceives　the　growth　of　the　Indian　caste　system，which　embodies

　　the　attributes　of　conservatism　to　an　incomparabIe　degree，as　consisting　in　an　inter・tribaI

　　d玉vision　of　labour（4∫召　言η孟ω・β孟hπ∫5σん8　Aフ・み8髭5孟8記躍zg），　血　which　the　element　of　（三〇n－

　　servatism　was　doubled　by　means　of　racial　discrimination　an（王the　Hindu　religion．　This

　　view　is　worthy　o｛note．See　M．Weber，“Hindulsmus　und　Buddhismusノ，in（ヌ85㈱、

　　，π8㌃ε，Azψあ詑6駈7・R8髭gズoπ550彫oZog記，丁廿biロgen，J．C。B．Mohr（Paul　Siebeck），1923，

　　pp，122－133．

2　　1f　tNs　view　is　correct　we　should　be　able　to　say　the　fo110wing．W五en加dustrializat三〇p

　　is　undertaken圭n　countr圭es　whic五possess　a　traditional　society，if　this　industrialization　is

　　carried　forward　in亡he　form　o∫a　money　economy　of　the　kind　which　develops　on　the

　　fGundation　of　an伽惚プ。τegional　d三vision　of　Iabour，the　many　problems　which　wi11arise

　　in亡raditional　society　will　remain　basically　unsolved，and　by　a　reverse　process　will　be

　　aggravated，1eading　inevitably　to　the　fxustration　of　the　industrial三zation　process三tself。
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