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平 井 新 名 誉教授略歴よぴ箬作 B M  : -
■ • •

ニ田学会雜誌，経済学年報収— 論文

. 「科 }-的.礼会主義は如何にして可'能なりや_ ! ..三田学▲ 雑誌 1 8卷 7 〜8 号， 大正 1 3年 ？〜 .8 月.

'マルクス社会学説の起源並に之に対するへ一ゲル， フオイエルバツハ，シュダイン及びプル一ドンの影響」

...丨ぽ 119卷 3 号，.’大正_14年 a 月 .…:..
「り_ 党宜言』剽竊問題」 同 19 卷 6 号， 大正 14年 6 月 、

「マルクス階級關争説起漉」 同 19卷 u 号， 大正 14年 u 月

「*■共産党宜言j 前史の一齣，亡命者同盟の史的考察」 同 2 0卷 6 号， 火正 15年 6 月

「階級跔肀説に於けるマルクスと丼先駆者」 同 2o 卷 8 号， 大正 1 5年 8 月 ，

「義時代のィルヘルム • ワイ卜リング,•■ワイトリング研也め - 節j 同 2 1卷 3 号， 昭和2 年さ月 

「プルノ才•ヒルデブランドの一 _ 简』 同 2 1卷 6 号， 昭和念年6 月 .
「唯物史観批評j 同 2 1卷 8 号, 昭和2 年 8 :月

「マルクゾスム前宋，正義者同盟の逢設よりマルクス . エ ンゲルス6 加盛まで」 同 尨 * 1.号; 昭和3 年 1 H

厂コ、ハンつ- ラソr社会主義原理，第1 9世紀民主主•義宣言』の前編」 同 2 2巻 4 号, 昭和 3 年 4 月

「■ハボエフ説分析』並にバボエフ及バボエフ主義i文献小録」 尚 ね 卷 由 和 3 年丨6 月 :、

ri(■人類の現実と理想，に現はれたるワイトリシグのュウトピャ丨同处卷卞号 , 哝 年 7:月

「ハブクフのConspiration pour1’細 al敗 同 2 4卷 2 号， 昭和5 年 3 月 .

.「ハプウソ主義i 叙 密 結 社 同 含 4 卷 6.号，.，..昭和 5 年 .6_月ぐ.. . . .

「ブランキの階級闘争説とプロレタリャ独裁説」 同 2 5巻 2 号， 丨lg和 6 年 2 月

「力べ工の共産主義体系」 同 2 6巻 1 2号， 昭和？年 1 2月 . . . .リ: . …

「マブリイの社会思想j m  2 9卷 3 号， 昭和 lfl年 3 月 ’
「ルイ • ブランの社会主義体系』 同 .2 9巻：U 号， 昭和 1{)年 n 月

「トマンシエ一氏編註ずバブーフ選集j に就いて」 同 3 0拳 2 夸， 昭和 1 1年 2 月 ；

「ジャン• メリエとその『遺書』』 同 3 0卷 4 号， 昭和n 年 4 月 ’ ，

7ルシイ茗ブ共碰主義の建設者コンスタンダン.ベクール』を読む」 向 3 6卷 7 号， ：昭和 11年 プ 月 パ  

「モレリイ『抱然法典』と其思想的背景」 同 3 1卷 1 2号， .昭和12年12月 
.「マルクスの、人性論」. 同 .39.卷 4 号， 昭和21年10月， .

「マルクス的思想の系譜」 同 .3 9卷 6 号，昭和.2 1年..’1 2月 ：、'.. •
「唯物史観に於ける**生産方法』 . r生産力』の問題丄 同 4 0卷 4 号， 昭和2 2年 4 月 

1フランス革命と社会主義」 同 4 0卷 7〜9 号， 昭和 2 2年 9 月 ：

rマルクスの階級論について— “ つめ覚書— 同 乜 卷 1 号， 昭和 2 4牟 1 月 

rアリストテレスの社会思想ハ同 4 5盔 4 号， 昭和幻钽 4 月

リシア思想の起源と発展广同 4 5巻 i 2 号， 昭相2 7年12月 ■
「社会恐想としてのへフ*ライズム」 同 4 6卷 1 0号， 昭和 2 8年 1 0月 

「型トーマスの财產論について」 向 4 7卷 1 2号， 昭和2 9年 1 2月
「ハフ一フの共產主義理論」 向 50 卷 10〜1 1号， 昭和 3 2年 1.1.月.… . . .

_ 期の社会棘と道徳哲学，特にモレリィとマブリィを中心として』 同 5 2巻 7 号， 昭和3 4年 7 月 ■ 
rプランキに関する断片广同 5 4卷 3 号， 昭和 3 6年 3 月 .ハ

「名•きマルクスとサン• シモコスム, マルクシズムとフランス社会主義との闼係に関する研究の一節」 、 

h J5 5卷 3 号 厂 昭 和 3 7年 3 月

«*形成期マルクスとそめ周辺その一 ， 『プロレダリわ観 丄 同 5 9巻ぶ号， 昭和 4 1■ 月  

「社会思想学^;-としての小娘信彐先坐」 同 5 9卷 11.号， 昭和 4 1 尔 1 1月 .
f•若きバブーツについてj 経済学年報n ， 昭和 4 3年 3 月

1 • (白丼摩作成）

104 (觸

■ 科 ル

Social Policies and Labour Force Policies in the Period 

of State Monopoly Capitalism, Centering Around 

the Legal Measures on W orkers， Damage Aid  

and. .Retireni、eiit Allowance Reserve Saving's

by Kanae Iid a
, . . . .  .; . . . . . . . . . . .

The state monopoly capitalism is not essentially different from monopoly capitalism. Briefly 

stated, it sprang up in the early years of the twentieth century; its significance as control 

power was heightened through World W ar I  and came to assume the most advanced form of 

monopoly capitalism m the panic o f ;1929. Thus the panic o f 1929 c^n be said to have been the 

decisive moment in the sway o f monopoly capitalism.

A ny discussion in the past oil the relationship between state and monopoly in state monopoly 

^apitaliBih dealt only such phases as the accumulation o f capital, the formation of monopoly 

financial capital and their relationship to state authorities. The approach of this sort, howev叱 

often resulted in a formalistic comprehe of the subject, and failed to see the manysided 

relationship between the formation o f monopoly financial capital and the state authorities, 

naturally giving opportunity for labour—the counter factor against capital— to strengthen  ̂

lteelf quantitatively and qualitatively/ and to b^jng about an inevitably and close tiq between 

labpup and socialjsm,,

• W lih  this relationship as a medium, labour spared no effort to substantiate and enlarge 

it? fore? by caUing out to the p f the labour .c lass .,

As a，concrete example for this movement, we recall the case of. Russia. In the midst, o f 

the successful revolution and in the tentative peace enjoyed in the latter half of 1920^, the 

1沖our pi邶s and some intelje咖咖  heighteiied their interest in and inclination toward socialism, 

as the vanguard not only in economic field but. in the cause of sopiali^t politics.

The ideological radicalism of the working* class followingf the extreme impoverishment and 

’ he seriousness of a chronic unemployment compelled the controlling class to sot up a large-^cale 

system of policies to cope with labour. On the other hand, there came into being* the nationalistic 

or Fascist moyenient to. check 誠 .a political attempt, awakening the rightists to come forward 

in labour movement. More concretely expressed, there developed the econoniie policies that wero 

definitely different from those adopted prior to the panic of 1929.

In other words, the economic policies then were the counter-measures against the panics 

caused by tho inflation policy due to the controlled currenoy system and the increase in the 

expenses for various social policies and military purpose. They worov the instruments, that is, 

they wero the measures trying* to tak6 care of the cycle between prosperity and panic, the

ぐ" 一，てへぐノ パへれ ■殖麵想;！？?-挪 啊 把 笊，，，把
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phenomenon peculiar in the monopoly stage o f capitalism. They consist o f the labor force policy 

which is a direbt grasp of labour forqe, ahd a wage policy, As a topical example of this 

measure, we can cite the policy of Nazist Germany arid the New  Deal of the United States 

of America. , ' ' .

..._ : In the state monopoly capitalism like this； how Japan maneuvered herself is the next 

question which naturally incite our interest. In this work, the writer tries to clarify the 

characteristics of the Japanese social policies by studying the legal measures on workers* damage 

aid and the retirement allowance reserve saving's.

The Position of M ary Wollstonecraft 丨

in the History of Female Emancipation

；. by Atsushi S h ir a i

. Female emancipation imay be defined tentatively as seokirig the following rights:

1 . Legal rights ； the acquisition of c iv il rights such as the equality of sexeS in' 

especially the! acciuisitiort o f franchise;

2. Economic rights: the right to work, the removal of sex discrimination in occupation^ 

equal pay for equal Work regardless of sex, the advancement5 into ijrbfessional technical； work, 

the economic ihdep6nden.ee o f woinaii；

3. The educational and the cultural rights: the reform in female education, the advance­

ment to higher educatiohal institution, th6 development of tal^iit by silch means as co-educdtibtth 

the participation in Cultural en joy^ttt and creatiw  work;

4,. Freedom of marriage and divorce: free love, the secularization of marriage, thte- 

liberation from the yoke of religious and paternal fam ily system.

Looking ovei4 the feminists who Appeared before Wollstonecraft, we may flrst of all meiition 

F6nelon who dvocatedthb education 6f women, emphasizing1 the importance of developing their 

talent and working ability. But he made nd reference to their emancipationi ,

' Next, turn to Jean-Jaques Rousseau, whome Wollstonecraft criticised hard. Everybody 

knows that Rousseau stood for th6 freedom' ^nd equality 6f m m  Coming* to \^man, however, 

he requested that she should be subordirtatfed to mdn, 6v6r submissive ahd * serving, and! be 

dedicated to household affairs and child cate. Harbbring' the small-pr<xiu6er 01* peasant psychology.

ス ル : ^ ぼ 电 ぺ ぶ 為 常 跋 孩 媒 奴 錄 设 兔 パ 姑 ;^ぬ $み

he firmly adhered to ijatriarchism, never giving thought to such a thirtg as the freedom Of 

woman, the enlargement of her rights and her emancipation from household drudgeries. I t  wAs 

indeed tip to Wollstohiecraft that these mistakes be fought against and shaken off.

Then \ve come to Edmund Burke. Viewing the matter from the standpoint of a ruling 

class, he held that woman should be ever delicate, elegant and pleasing to man.

From under this sort of man dominant philosophy of life, there emerged such feminists as 

Claude Haiv^tius and D'Holbach* Following them, Condorcet appeared requesting the female 

suffrage in the midst o f the turmoil o f the French Revolution artd the equal opportunity for 

education. W hat Condorcet stood for, however, was the equality o f sexes based on the natural 

right, having a savor of the principle, wa good w ife  and. wise mother for men.”

iU  the same time, the practical role played by woman in society came to be recognized 

and was enlarged.  ̂An important chance in this turn of event was the significance of “《alon” . 

in which females were ver y  active, opening the way for the emancipation of women, having1 

them criticize feudalism and the fam ily system, and thus exercising a large ideological influence . 

in the enlightenment of intellectuals.

W ith  the backing of the low ly stationed women who had been oppressed in the ancieht 

regime and had struggled in the French Revolution, Olympe dc Gouges announced the "Declaration 

des droites de la femme* ■, and made the firs request in the cause of female suffrage. Some 

political groups and newspapers by women, as well as some organized movements for female 

emancipation co-ine into boing* whcii the French Revolution was on.

Encouraged by the ideological development in female emancipation, stimulated by the 

industrMl advance of female as a iresult of the Industrial Revolution of England and the rise 

of radical thought in general, Wollstonecraft first o f all launched out on the education o f . 

woman. On the basis of the experience she had in this field, she wrote the Thoughts on the 

Education o f D a^ghtm  m 178T/. Follmying this she published A  Vindication o f the Rights of 

men m  1790. This was a counter essay against the Burk’s Reflections on the Revolutimi in  

Ffance, 1790. し' : . . . .： ペリ. ,

In 1792 she published A  Vindication, o f the Rights o f Woman. This .was the very thing1 

.yhich presented the systematic thought on female emancipation for the first time in the history 

of； human race. According* to the definition of female emancipation givon at the beginning of 

this book, Wollstonecraft is considered to be the first woman suffragist in England demanding 

the legal rights, the first female thinker requesting the economic independence, the first 

proponent for co-education in higher education and for 丨 the ； democratic educational system. 

Concerning the married life, she stood for the emancipation of woman from homo tics and she 

was very critical of the legal formality in marriage as a pioneer advocate for free love.

Wollstonecmffs direct inriuenco was not very great, but tho general tendency for female 

Emancipation was gradually graining upward in and after the 19th century.

Influenced by Wollstonecraft-s outcry for the economic independence of woman, W illiam  I



Thompson held the v w  in his practical program that female emancipation would be attained 
by a cooperatively unionize  ̂ sopi t̂y, •.

Flora Trigtan was the fir^t female sociologist theorizer and leader jn the female emancipation 

movement of 胃 k巧  She looked upon the economic independence of woman as an issue of 

the working c l .  In other； words, ĥe was on$ step advanced than Wollstonecraft.- 

、 John S. Mill exercised a gre«t influence in advocating the sox equality in law, especially 
in suffrage, but he was after all loitered within the bourgeois thinking. >

Looking ba咏 on the lgng history of female emancipation thought, Wollstonecraft 細  the 

protagonist practically for all the rights described at the beginning of this paper, and the 

systematic of fema^ emancipation thoughts in the easiest period of their coining into limelight. 

Sh6is Very ^Portant aB she proposed a variety of the problems covering a wide range of the 

subject. Especially her thoughts are significant as. they were derived from all sorts of her 
severe experience that subjectively participated.

The Critique of Money by “Early M arx”

by H iro y n k i N o j i

The philosophy of Marx in his early days and that in his later days can be takeiV as the 

• .tW° dlsfcinct of thought The concept ' of money which makes the basic iiiea of his

Grmidnsse der Kritik der pMtisdien Okommh is exactly the contact point of these two types 
of his t h o u g h t . :

According to this work, he considers money as representing materialised and substantialized 

human or social l-elations, functioning： as an independent existence and exerting an external 

coercive force, and thus dictating human relations and the ways of In other wwds, Marx 

takes money as a philosophical entity so long as it concerns with the relations 6f man in one 

While °n the other he conceives money as an object of economic science, which is mateHalized 
and substantialized with the laws* of its owns, ̂ or example, the law of demand and supply； 

Really, with the publishing of his Grundvisse der KfiHk der poHUschen Ok6norme, M ^x  riiay 
be said to have made a fresh advance toward political economy.

E葡  the (,Early Marx^ eeems to have had goniG thought of 4<critiquo of money” . As can 

be’  in tho preceding di^u^ion； however, his "critique of moneys was more of philosophical
. . f ' . . • へ . ... ....

vV、-■‘ふ 卜 み ぶ は 》於 ' 没 な : カ レ ’ 也 ん 於 ;;^ ^ ^  ^

■ . . . .

natu ê, ah aP îori approach to the problem; it was not a criticism of the monetary relationship 
that holds a logic of its own.

Iri this article, the author deals with the critique of money by “Early Marx” ， especially 

Z u r Jiidenfrage and th6 Ok<M6iiiisch-^hUoso^hisciie ManiiskTipte.

Marx started his critique with his application of the Feuerbach^ method of critique on 

religion in general, and the Hegel’s philosophy, Feuerbach’s method of criticizing1 religion has. 

its pivot in the thought； 4,It is not God that mkde man, but it is man who made Godノ，

Thus Marx raised the questions: "What gftrt of hitman, being created and

What kind of God is it that Judaism worehips?M And he replied： “It was a human being

of civil Society tliat cfeated Judaism, and the so-co.ll6d God in . Judaistii is money.” ...

Here we perceive an admixture of the money critique considered in terms of religious and 

philosophical critique with the human and social relationship critique. Here political economy1 

is not established as an ihdejiendent science, in other words, the critique on society is not 
separated from the critique of:“ Idee”，.

Examining ‘ the Oko?uyM/isch-philosophische Mdnuskvipte, we And the methodological peculiarity 

of this Work to be in “ali6iiation” . More concretely put, this alienation issue of "humaii 

essentials” takes such actual forms as the power-conti*ol relationship betweett capital and 
wage-labor, or the class conflict. ■

Discussing the same problem of the alienation of human essentials in the third Mamiskripte, 

Marx refers to the division of laboi*0, exchange** and “moiiey’’. These throe are the alienation 
forms of human essentials. :，

So, the author tries in this article to clarify ho# tHe two concbpis—“class” and '•division 

of laborw—which appear quitei consistently in the thought of Later Marx are connected \vith 

each other, and how they are related in the works of his early days.

R. Hilferding’s System of Political Economy

. .… — A  N o t e - ^

by H iroyasu  Iid a

Hilferding^ system of political economy is a direct inheritance frbm “Das Kapital，V His 

“system of money market0 is a theoretical grasp of the ^capitalistic money market” of the 20th 

century as an integral part of theoretical system of “Das Kapital” . ./

It is important, however, to know that his theory is not only an inheritance of Marxian.



Economic Thought of jean  Jaures

• by M itsuyosk i M u ra ta

• jGan 艸咖  Wh° ™  an excellent statesman, educationist and journalist in modern France 
wで  the same time a supreme socialist thinker. Yer^atile as he 歸 陶 o g _ y， here is

Jean Jaures was not an economic theorist. He was ̂ ot in t e n d  in theorizing on economic; 

ご indoctrinated it ethically and historically, as he is generally called an "economic doctrinaire,，.ベ 
He was after all a “collectivist” .

He claimed that his collectivism was highly French in tradition in contrast to Marxism 

In a助，he 麵  very idealistic, but in its actual execution, he was inclined very practical.

The form of ownership, which he assumed to be taken in the collectivist society, is m
means by which to restore the concept of ownership that has degraded into an ̂

its original mission to let individuals enjoy an independent life. Its chai-acteristic was to ^rant

tho supreme ownership right to the state, and the lower type of ownershio to the individuals 
or to the group of workers.

He considered collectivism as a necessary condition for the realization of individual freedom 
and social justice, and took it as the most perfect and dynamic form of communism to bo

attamed m hist0ry* Thus he Spired for the advent of collectivism and the downfall of the 
capitalism which impedes its coming. •
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It is true, that Hilferding approached the. imperialism primarily as a theorotical object of

StUdy， bUt We mUSt 1)6 aware _  加 _  it either as a question of formal thcoming nor 
as a purely practical issue; his attitude was to grasp it both in its theoretical and practical 
phases that are well coordinated.

■ 酿 y aims at attacking the hitherto prevalent onesided comp^hension in Japan of 

gS System °f  P0litical ec_ 叭 and clarifying the pedigree of economic theories..

__________________________ ...............................................................................................

I 

i
. 

J
i
t 

 ̂

i
n 

. 

4 

> _
 

* 

j

^

^

,̂l
!
;i
-

^

:̂A
^
;;
;
.
;
^
i
^
^
-

-y〈

v
'
!
^
'

:^
?

^

^

^

c
^
l
*
l
v
t
i
w
;
?
Y
.
.
v
^
v
/
>
;
;

;-
-
-
w
^
t
v
^
,

-'
>!'
--:
-i<,2
-
*
F̂:
K
t
w
t
M
.
V
.
;
,
l
M
t

lii；
p
IIII

I
I I  

Hr

I I
f i r
| i
' i i i i

レ“ ;‘
；をt '

-I丨

!
i
パ

1
(!
J

蚤

是

も
rt{

-

!

.，.ふ

ノ
“
r
\
%
5 

_

m
：l!»- 
為レIphihi

■ t*,、し \.4'ミw 二 三'ふ’ニ”ふA*てぐ、ふへ' ぬ二み;逆t 免;'5、输 30̂14 ^

* • 

Ke io  Econo m ic  St u d ie s V o l.V . 1968
■ 丨 > .

Price ¥ 750
, . く パ. ，'' * -ノ 一—''>■'•一 ■、■へ'—* ゾ' ■ノリ̂

YU K IC H I F U K U Z A W A ’S . views of stock-exchange speculation . ' .

...... Toyoji Kotake
;.. . , ■ 

Introduction to the economic thought of Japan •Takab Shimazaki

The rhodernization of Japan ............................................... Katsumi Nakamura

The Demographic analysis of a village in Tokugawa Japan:

KANDO-SHINDEN of O W A R I province, 1778— 1871； -Akiria Hayami

The case for curbing capitar outflow re-examined “ . • _ • •• •• ••Michihiro Ohyattia

Technical.Progress and the Surrogate ^Production Function•'•； Takahirb Miyao

Published by
i ■ * .

T H E  K E IO  ECO NO M IC  SOCIETY, Keio University
. . .

前 号 目 次

_ 論 . 説 …
独占資本主義段階における社会政策と労働!力政策 

• —— 1920年/ 労働組合法案j をめぐって-----------

法 人 税 爝 着 の 実 証 分 析  ：

一"'■マ一クアツプ ’ 時系列モデル：.（jordoiiモデル------

投 資 ネ 丁 動 に か ん す る マ /レ ク ス 理 論 (2)  ..... .......
• 霖 占 企 業 ^)投 資 行 動 ’

独占資本主義段階 fcおける資本蒂猜⑴ '..... ........

資 .て 料 ； . .
明治10 年代における製糸資本わ生成と村落構造の変化（m )“    爲 山 隆 三 .

1書 '' _評… . ，

ヒゴ*一 ル•フーシェイロラ箸

『人丨出の代化 ' ~ ■ セ 不 ガ ル の 例  内 勝

言 ェ ■ ^ t : 1 •次 ナ ヵ よ ラ 環 61ぼ 本 め .経 済 発 展 と 農 業 j

- • •

• ••••*••••••••****<*••««• >|̂ 专气 pjfj

• . . . . .  •- . . -■ •. 
• 4 ••• k * • • * * • « • » 4 * • • « • • * ■ • • イ  / 白


