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Professors Kasaya, Sueki and Hayakawa
at the 58th Public Lecture

In spring 2015, professors Kasaya Kazuhiko, Sueki Fumi-
hiko, and Hayakawa Monta retired from Nichibunken. At
the public lecture held on March 25, the three presented
their retirement lectures to a full audience in the Nichi-
bunken auditorium. The following are summaries of the
lectures provided by the three professors.

(Editorial Department)

In Search of a New Historical Image

of the Edo Period
KASAYA Kazuhiko (Professor Emeritus)

The study of the Battle of Sekigahara (1600) is rather an
introductory part of research on the politics and society
of the Tokugawa period, in particular the bakuhan taisei
(the shogunate—domains political system), that lasted for
more than 260 years from 1603 to 1868. Conventionally,
the battle is described by saying that “the victory of the
eastern forces led by Tokugawa leyasu provided the
cornerstone upon which the Tokugawa regime built the

political system that continued thereafter.”
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Should there be anything in error with this perception, then, one
would be forced to revise not only historical images of the Battle
of Sekigahara but also of the social system of the Tokugawa period
as a whole. Based on my research that greatly diverges from the
conventional view, I will present in this lecture a new understanding
of Tokugawa society as a whole. Looking at how the territories were
distributed throughout the country following the Battle of Sekigahara,
one could see that Tokugawa-related domains made up only about one
third of the entire country, consisting mainly of the eight provinces of
Kanto (Sagami, Musashi, Awa, Kazusa, Shimousa, Hitachi, Kozuke
and Shimotsuke) and those along the Tokaido highway between
Edo and Kyoto. The remaining two thirds of the country was in fact
controlled by tozama daimyo (outside lords) who were not directly
subordinate to the Tokugawa by family lineage or hereditary service
(about one third were controlled by former retainers of the Toyotomi
family and the other third by kyiizoku, “old families” related to neither
the Tokugawa nor the Toyotomi). In particular, the former Toyotomi-
related generals who switched their allegiance and sided with Ieyasu
at Sekigahara expanded their power, each of them being promoted to
daimyo with one or more provinces under their rule and becoming
firmly established in the region westward from Kyoto. One could
note that practically no territory with direct links to the Tokugawa
lay in those western parts.

Ieyasu and his Tokugawa family had to manage their control over
the country not from the vantage point of a firm and monolithic power
but in fact on the premise of this inferior position. It is this structural
contradiction between the scope of its power and the reality of its
strength that determined the policies and actions of the Tokugawa
regime. One could better understand the meaning of Tokugawa regime
policies from the context of how they attempted to overcome and get
around that contradiction. The significance of Ieyasu’s appointment as
seii taishogun (literally, the Barbarian-subduing Generalissimo) is one
example of that strategy. The Toyotomi regime was not dismantled as
aresult of the Battle of Sekigahara; in fact, the regime that Toyotomi
Hideyoshi had constructed continued to
exist, “following the laws put in place
by Hideyoshi as taiko” (Taiko-sama
okime no gotoku). leyasu did break
away from that system and establish
instead the Tokugawa regime based on
a new political system headed by the
Tokugawa shoguns, but what he aimed
for was a dual system of government
by the Toyotomi regime and his own,
dividing the country into two with
Kyoto at the boundary line. In order
to overcome this vulnerable position
and aim at an essentially Tokugawa-led

control of government, the Tokugawa
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turned to the idea of sending a daughter of the family to the palace
as a consort of Emperor Gomizuno-o, hoping for an emperor of
Tokugawa lineage. Following the Battle of Osaka (1614—1615), the
Toyotomi family and its supporters were defeated, but this forced the
Tokugawa bakufu to face the problem of the western provinces more
directly and become more deeply involved with the significance of
the emperor system.

The lecture will also present the way the introduction of these
new analytical perspectives overturns conventional understandings
of some of the well-known political institutions—the Buke sho-
hatto system of laws, the expropriation or transfer of territories of
daimy®, the policy of national seclusion, and sankin kotai (alternate
attendance at Edo castle)—that have been considered the bastions

of Tokugawa power.

“Early Modern” in the History of Thought
SUEKI Fumihiko (Professor Emeritus)

I specialize in Buddhist thought of Japan’s medieval period. In the
course of my study of this subject, I have discovered that study of
medieval times has long been viewed through the lens of modernity.
In other words, when something in medieval times is found rational
in a modern sense, it is viewed positively, whereas not found ratio-
nal, it is seen negatively. I could not but find this approach clearly
biased. I then decided to embark on taking a new critical look at
modern thought itself. I learned from my critique that modernity
itself is by no means always rational and reasonable; irrational ideas
and non-worldly proclivities going back to medieval times are alive
and well within modern thought.

This leads us next to consider what sort of age was “early
modern” —sandwiched as it is between medieval and modern. With
the advent of the modern age, the need to assert new values of the
age led to a strong tendency to emphasize the break with the past
and portray early modern thought and religion in negative terms. In
contrast, some researchers have appreciated some aspects of early
modern thought as they pioneered or laid the groundwork for modern
thought. Thus, while heretofore comparisons of early modern and
modern thought have tended to emphasize either discontinuity or
continuity, both perspectives, after all, take modern thought as their
standard of appraisal.

Early modern thought was not only different from that of
medieval times but founded on ideas distinct from those of modern
times as well. In comparison to medieval times, during the early
modern period secularization progressed and the sphere of the
worldly greatly expanded. Despite such developments, however,
the realm concealed behind such ideas cannot be simply denied as
if it did not exist. It has been thought that the early modern period
was an age of Confucianism while Buddhism had gone into decline.

That assessment, however, is mistaken, and in fact Buddhism did
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