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Prozeft der offentlichen Pinanzen in Deutschland wahrend 
der Weltwirtschaftskrise 1929—1933: Einleitung

von Michiyoshi Oshima
勝, . t f  v!!ren 1929—1933 erschutterte eine in solchen Ausma細 eh mcht erlebte Krise die ganze kapitalistische Welt. Unter alien 

an ein war es Deutschland, das unter den politischen und wirtschaftlichen 
us^rkungen der Krise am schwersten zu leiden hatte. Aus dem Verlauf

offpntr^ 6 Zp - j0ner Zeit iSt W°hl anzunehmen> —  die Gestaltung der
I t f  — he E^wi ckl ung  m % ebend  bestim- te und dadurch alle Lebensgebiete entscheidend beeinfluftte.

Mitten in der groBen Finanznot Deutschlands, die einige Jahre unter
b n T f V  *  VerdGCkt g6WeSen War _  恤 durch den Aus- er Krlse ens Licht kam, mufite die Reichsfinanzpolitik sich der

en. U gabe unterziehen，auf der einen Seite die wirtsehaftliche KriseZXT f Und anderSeitS Sich 繼 d-  Reparationslast zu befreien.
= = ニ严_ 聯 : — 卿— 111- 施 Uf -  P l a t e n  /  emZUgreifen  ̂ Und die Ans_ c h e  an die offentliche Wirt- 

I "  all6n r  —  ^ n d e n  Sektoren h _ _ ben.‘
は：？，  ，̂  diG 職- And~  -  Politischen„ el， n verstarkt, liber die Entscheidung der finanz- und w irt- 
sch aftsp o l^ ch en  Mafinahmen mit ungewohnlicher H eftigkeit gestritten
: 纖 r  nicht 膽  i細 她  der Regierung und der / _ : = = ；

lich^ M ^  細ienmg Und —  Interessengruppen, wobei die offent-
 ̂ 6mU；f  als gesonderte Einflufigrofie dazuzuzahlen ist. Auf derartige= := r = = :，urrder iet- —-=fun^sDolitik パ gGfm% die Arbeitsbeschaf-ngspol tik  mit der Unterstutzung vom Zentralbankkredite, namlich die

Pokey m  betreiben. Hierin kann 麵— 聽 

ei finanzpolitisehen Funktionen erblieken.
o f W r T  t 11̂ ^  S6hen Wh* darin, die dynamische Entwicklung derf t  *  加，— skrise zu verfolge/  u:
；am it 61ne Lticke in deutschen Finanzgeschichte zu schliefien ZX
h，naUS *  —  - e h  dazu bet a , das Gefiig ; =

chienenen Fiscal Policy in Deutschland iibersichtlich zu machen. Dabei 
handelt es sich um die Methode. Die Strukturanalyse, die hauptsachlich 
das Gesamtgefiige der offentlichen Finanzen sichtbar werden laBt, reicht 
fiir diesen Zweck nicht aus, weil sie den wechselvollsten Verlauf, wie man ihn 
in der Krisenzeit erlebte, nicht so sehr vollstandig ?aufzuklaren vermag. 
Unserer Forschung liegt vielmehr daran, den Prozefi der Willensbildung. 
und Durchfiihrung der Finanzpolitik und die Wechselbeziehungen der 
Finanzfaktoren auf diesem ProzeB herauszuarbeiten. Unter dem Begriff 
Finanzfaktoren sind zu verstehen, einerseits das System der offentlichen 
Einnahmen und Ausgaben, durch welches das finanzpolitische Bewegungs- 
feld maBgeblich begrenzt wird, und anderseits alle diejenigen, die an den 
Entscheidungen und der Durchfiihrung der Finanzpolitik beteiligen, unter 
anderen die Regierung, die Zentralbank, das Parlament, die Parteien und 
die Interessengruppen.

Dazu noch ist zu bemerlcen, wie die Eigenart einzelner Finanzfaktoren 
und lhre Wechselbeziehungen historisch und soziologisch bestimmt worden 
waren, -Der Entstehungsgeschichte der modernen Massen- und Integrationspar- 
teien und der Interessengruppen lagen die weitere Entwicklung* des Mono- 
polkapitalismus seit der Jahrhundertwende und die okonomisch-soziale Wand- 
lung in der Nachkriegszeit zugrunde, und aus der neu eingetretenen Ver- 
bindung der Parteien und der Interessengruppen ergab sich der Strukturwandel 
dsr parlarnentarischeii Willensbildung'. Fernei* erlangte die Exekutive schon 
ein betrachtliches Ubergewicht gegeniiber der Legislative, dennoch innerhalb 
der Exekutive war die Haushaltsfiihrung nicht einheitlich, sondern ihre 
Willenstrager waren als polykratisch gekennzeichnet. Bei der ProzeBanalyse 
rniissen diese Tatsachen in Betracht kommen.

Robert Owen and william Godwin (III)
by Atsushi Shirai

Rooert Owen became a socialist in 1 8 1 7 from a mere enterpriser and 
wrote Report to the Country of Lamark in 1821 in which he made a 
fundamental criticism of capitalism. He showed a new communistic society



in which he said that the causes of distress were excessive production and 
monetary system. He suggested here, adoption of natural standard of value 
(labour), cultivation by spade and village of co-operation. In this report 
we find，first of aI1, characteristics of bourgeois as extension of A  New 
V—  of Society-上 other words, in this book, Owen asked for promotion 
of superior labour power for capital； rationalization for capital； enlargement 
of market; enlargement of employment for capital; and removing discontent 
among the labourers. Furthermore, in the method of analysis and criticism 
of capitalism, he did not criticize the nature of capital itself. He thought 
that the basis of contradiction was money and said that profit of labourers 
and that of capitalists will not oppose each other. The frame of his proposal 
is formed by ideal industrial capitalism of which high wages, enlargement 
of market and high profit are gfuaranteed.

However, we cannot just say without doubt that Owen’s idea is that 
of bourgeois. He further progressed and reached definite communism. 
Here, if we compare the idea of Owen to that of Godwin, following* ideas 
are in common: denial of self interest in utopia, cutting down labour hours 
and labour of all people, denial of division of labour, reform of humanity and 
indefinite view of progress.

The difference between the two are that Owen insists existence of 
exchange according to labour, and stresses uniformity and co-operation, etc. 
As for co-operation, externally, it  is quite the opposite to anarchism but 
what Godwin stresses is the benefit of the whole and the spirits of the 
two have things in common. Also, Village of Co-operation which Owen 
suggests is identical with the small society in the transition period which 

. Sf ggeStS* 11 is a — pie sodety which the political power and 
^  aCtUaHy redUCed. Theref0^  the e^ential differences

1 ) Appeal to the private monetary profit of capitalists in actualizing 
utopia and expectation of management by capitalists.

2) Projection capitalism in utopia, namely, exchange of goods and 
strong survival of wage and profit system.

3)t .ô  gt^ itiCiSm againSt State Expectation of interven-
Consequently, all these attribute to Owen’s bourgeois-like characteristics
，7 r  麵 ^  m6ditati0n °f  desk theory and Owen was a practical

CaP a St Wh° 丽 u p L m i n u t e  in the industrial revolution. Nothing

could be done about this difference in environment. However, aside from this 
point, CKven’s utopia was most near to that of Godwin，although there were 
other influences of Ricardo, Rousseau, Pestalozzi, etc.

Perhaps, for Owen* Godwin’s society of liberty, equality, communism 
and society of indefinite progress was the ultimate vision. However, as he 
was a practical man, he worked over his plan from capitalists and mana- 
gers sense. This is his Village of Co-operation. In this sense, it is the 
result of bourgeois calculation and a t the same time, it has the other phase 
of complete communism, This utopia was a projected pure capitalistic image 
to Godwin^ ideal and was formed overlappingly. Thus we can understand 
that although Owen was a big capitalist, pictured simple village of co
operation centering agriculture； that his tie with labour movement was only 
for a short period; that he was attacked from both bourgeois economics and 
charchism and that many of .his supporters were found among small 
bourgeoisie.

Theoretical Structure of Rousseau’s “ Du Contrat 
Social” and Capitalism ( I )

: レ.. . . . . .

by Hiroyuki Noji
This article consist of four chapters. The w riter intends to emphasis 

following points in each chapter.
..1’ In: France, the eighteenth century was the century of. bourgeois 

revolution, and the philosophes of french enlightenment were thinkers of 
the bourgeoisie.

They represented development of capitalistic productive forces as develop- 
ment of civilization, and thought that the development of civilization was 
equal to advancement .of mankind and humanity. In contrast with them, 
Rousseau alone persisted that development of the civilization, namely capita- 
listic productive forces, had nothing to do with the advancement of the 
humanity. Among eighteenth century philosophes, Rousseau’s view of 
humanity and human history is characterized by this assertion.

2. Rousseau s concept of l’6tat de nature ” has dual meanings. On 
the one hand, it means a state in which man must be. I t  is Rousseau，s 
norm or ideal. In the other it implies obviously original state of mankind,



a state to which mankind can never return again.
For this reason, Rousseau can be regarded as not only the thinker of 

the natural law, but also the thinker of the history. Rousseau's concept 
o f “ nature” suggests us an age of transition, transition from eighteenth 
century to nineteenth century, from century of natural law to century of 
history.

3. The most important part in “ Du Contrat Social” is its first book. 
We. can find there Rousseau’s foundamental idea about formation of human 
society. Rousseau declares that men was born as liberal beings. In order to 
preserve themselves, these liberal men composed a community by mutual con
tract. A t this moment, mankind moved from natural state to civil state, 
and then acquired three civil rights, “la liberte civile”，“la .propriety”，and

1 egalit6 legitime Then the writer considers that Rousseau^ reasonings 
and their theoretical structures about social contract are correspond to the 
categories of the commodity exchange formulized by Karl Marx.

4. Rousseau thought, the relation between commodities were the origi- 
nal or essential relations upon which laws of mankind had to be based. 
People who exchange commodities ought to be, from the start, liberal, equal, 
and guaranteed their proprietorship, because exchange of commodities can- 
not be forced by any feudal power or authority. Rousseau asserted that 
the principles of commodity exchange had to take the place of the rules 
of feudal authorities.

Remarks on the Method and Object of Socio-economic 
Ideo-historical Study on Japan

by Akira Tanaka
The main purpose of this thesis is to re-evaluate Prof. Masao Maruya- 

ma s method of political ideo-history and to re-examine its effect and limit 
in applying it to the ideo-historical study on Japan.

In Chapter I , to present an outlook of the function and structure of 
thought in contemporary history, we shall take up the theory of state mono- 
poly capitalism brought forth by Lenin on the eve of the October Revolution.

In Chapter II we shall examine, basing upon the view of a Weberian,

the significance and limitation of Prof. Maruyama^s theory on Japanese 
spmtnal structure which is one of the attempts to grasp the total structure 
of thought referred to in Chapter I .

The author’s task in Chapter ffl is, by studying Karl Mai,x，s theory of 
understructure [and superstructure, to set forth the concept of thought 
Whlch wil1 ^  the criterion in making a methodological comparison between 
Max Weber’s religio-sociology and Prof. Maruyama^ political ideo-history.

In Chapter IV we shall re-evaluate the conception of “ state and its 
thought in Prof. Maruyama’s ideo-history by comparing： it with “ the 
ethos of religion » which is to be the methodological conception in Webers 
religio-sociological study. Thus we conclude that, if Prof. Maruyama^ 
methodological conception of politicar ideo-history should grasp comprehen- 
sively，the social structure as in the case of Webers religio-sociology, 
Marx’s concept of state must be brought into the methodology of ideo- 
history, without this there is no better way of understanding the spiritual 
structure of modern state in Japan which had been expressed by Fukuzawa 
in the transitional period from feudalism to capitalism.


