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‘Analysis of the Reproduction Structure
of Japanese Capitalism

——An Approach from “Inter-industrial Table of 1960”——

by Kiyoko Imura
Isamu Kitohara

.In the previous study, (Mita Gakkai Zasshi, Volume 57, No. 12) important
implication of the analysis of reproduction structure and its method .were
made clear. Also we have studied the usefulness of Inter-industry table and
its limitation. In the ﬁrst chapter, we have analysed the position of various

" production sector in reproductlon structure and what sorts of functions they -

- perform from many angles.
The first part of the present study corresponds to the fifth section of

" this first, chapter In the fifth section, we have tried to analyse the question
»» of on what sort of final demand the various production sectors depend ulti- -

o ‘.mately, by calculatmg “Ultimate market composition of various production
- sectors.” It is one of the approach to the problem taken up in chapter 1.
The problem to be analysed in chapter 2 1is to study the various ana-

lysis made in chapter 1 inclusively and to group various productmn sectors -

accordmg to their functions in reproduction structure. The process of group-
- ing had to be limited substantlally from the statistical condition of “Inter-
. .1ndustr1a1 table” so we dicided to group them as follows for the time being.

(1) Sector producing” consumption means.
(2) Sectm producing raw materials and subsidiary articles for consump-
- tion means.

(3) 1 Sector producing labor means. :

2. Sector producing durable equipments (fixed capital) in various
service sectors,

(4) Sector producing raw materials and subsidiary article for durable
equipment in various service sectors and sectors producmg labor means.
Additional ;
(5) Sector producing circulating materials in various service sectors.

- (6) Sector producing raw materials and subsidiary articles for circulating
materials in various service sectors,

(7) Seetor produclng mumtlons and its related sectors.v

In ‘the present study we illustrated the method of groupmg accordlng.
to the above classmcatlon ‘and actually dlstmgu1shed (1) sector producmg ’
consumptlon means "The problem of groupmg (&) and others w111 be taken ;
up in the forth commg study (expected to be pubhshed in M1ta Gakkar_
Zasshi volume 58, number 9) '

A Process of Formlng the Concepts
of Max1m1z1ng Group Welfare (2)

- —Some Characters in Theoretlcal :
: Structure of Paretlan Concept—w

The purpose of this study is mamly to pomt out some characters in these
structures of Plgowan and Paretian concept, whlch are der1ved by anahtlcalf;,
comparison between Cambrldg‘e and Lausanne school on max1m1zat10n con;;*‘\
cept of group welfare. S ~ T

Generally welfare ~economics ‘is clasmﬁed Jinto two groups by the cr1ter10n"

_ whether 1nd1v1dua1 utlhty can be measured -or not: old, welfare economlcs i
‘and new welfare economlcs, so that in the theoretlcal retrospect we recog—

nize that new welfare economics has appeared as critics of old Welfare eco~‘ '
nomlcs in 1930, . s o |
But from the hlstorlcal po1nt of v1eW, the origins of two Welfare .

economics were born eontemporaneously. In 1909 Pareto {ried to form the -7
optimal condition of group utility max1m1zat10n in the mathematmal ap--

pendix of “Manuel de- lEconomle Pohthue and Plgou pubhshed the same:‘
problem in “Wealth and Welfare” in 1912.
Therefore, we could suggest in this context that, from the historical =

- point of view, Paretlan and P1gov1an concept stemed from the dlfferent his- .-

torical background of economie thought. Consequently it could be sure that
these two systems are quite different in their' nature  and anahtrcal
apparatus




