
CHAPTER7

ASTRuGG:LEoFIDEAs

7.1ASeasonofControversy

7.1.1``Bung劉k11,,BroadlyandNarrowlyI)efined

InAphll889,twomonthsaRertheImpenalConstitutionwaspromulgated,恥 ㎞tomiSoh6

徳 富 蘇 峰published"Germnnof吋iyOtobunga㎞nohat{atsu"言 論 の 不 自 由 と文 学 の 発 達in

thatmonth'sissueof1(b肋 〃2'朋o'o〃20国 民 の 友.CitingtheexamplesofChinaandRussia,he

maintainedthatreStriCtiOnSOn廿eedOmOfeXpreSSiOnaCtUallynUrtU.retheteC㎞iqUeSOfreVealing

thought,developpoetry,andproduceasuccessionofexceptionalnovelists.Hewasclearlyhoping

thatresistanceagainstrepressionof丘eespeechwouldb血gfb曲greatandnoble"bunga㎞."

HismentionsofMengzi孟 子,zhuangzi荘 子,andsimaQian司 馬 遷showthathehadinmind

"bunga㎞"inthebroadsense
,includingphilosoph男thought,andhistory.l

InresponseIwamoto踟shiharu巌 本 善 治,whotookp飢activelyinintellecnlaldebates丘om

theChristianpointofview,attackedhimthenextmonthinJ∂go勧zo∬ 痂 女 学 雑 誌,demanding

to㎞owwhatonearthhewastarkingabout."Thegreatestbunga㎞isthatwhichsucceedsin

reHectingnatureexactlyasitis,"Iwamotowrote;andagain,"supremelybeautifUlart"cannotbe

acco即a㎡edbyi㎜orali取.However,ModOgai森 鴎 外po血tedoutthatIwamoto'sasse貫ions

hadcon血sedtheissue.In"B耀gα 肋'05痂zθ ηoyomu"「 文 学 ト 自 然 」ヲ 読 ム(1(b㎞ 〃2'朋o'o吻o

no.50),OgainotedIwamoto's魚iluretounderstandthatTb㎞tomiSoh6hadused"bunga㎞""in

thebroadsense,"andhecdticizedhimfbr"igno血gthe魚ctthatbunga㎞hastwom司 謄or,distinct

areas."Thesetwoareasare"飢[わ1美]bunga㎞"and"scienti且c[肋 科]bunga㎞,"i.e.,5ヒ 伽 ε

L∫∫θ翩 躍,whichpertainsto"beauty"侮 美);and砺 ∬ εη30乃φL1紛o'躍,whichpertainsto"tmth"

(5伽 真).2◎gaithendiscussedtherelationshipsbetween"nature"(訥 彦θη 自 然),"thegood"(z例

善),"phenomena"(gε 励 δ現 象),"otjects"(〃20刀o物),and"thought"(3δ 想).

肱guchiUkichi田 口 卯 吉,in荊 加 刀 ㎞'㎞3乃 δ8痂,wasthe且rsttodivide"bunga㎞"into

1κ0肋 加 刀 刀o'o吻o,no.48.IsodaK6ichiremarkedofTokutomiSoh6'sstatementthatitshowshow

restraintinexpressionoutofrespectfbrsocialtaboohelpspoeticinsighttoflowerinafictionalworld

(1～oんzイ〃2ε'んαη ηoん θ茆4,P.101).However,IsodacanhardlybesaidtohavecorrectlygraspedSoh6's

conceptofbungaku.

2[躍b司 σ9α'zε η3觴,vol.38,P.458.ThetitlewasIaterchangedto"Bungakutoshizento"文 学 と 自

然 と,andthepiecewasslightlyrevised.Onthesu切ectofthisdebateamongTokutomiSoh6,Iwa-

motoYbshiharu,andMoriOgai,KoboriKeiichir6wrotein"`Bungaku'toiumeish6,""Apartfヒom

theissueofitsquality,incharacteritwentfbrwardatthesamelevelasthatatwhichwediscussthe

su切ecttoday."However,thisopinionrepresentshisconceptionof``bungaku"asbeingequivalentto

bellesIettres.Inreality,theexamplesTokutomisoh6citedf士omz伽oηgz∫,漉 ηgz',andsimaQian's

3勿'nolongerbelongtothecommonlyacceptedcategoryof``bungaku."



"㎞owledge"@'知)and"艶eling"σ δ 情)
,butitseemstobeModOgai,inthepassagejustcited,

whoactuallyexplainedtherelationshipbetweenthetwodomains.The魚ctthat"bunga㎞"was

usedinboththebroadandthenarrowsensesinthisseriesofdebates,andthattherewasvisible

confUsionbetweenthetwo,suggestsaneedtoviewthe``seasonofcontroversy"(π)η3δ ηo窺3餾 〃

論 争 の 季 節)inanewlight,丘omaconceptualstandpoint.Thisshouldprovideanewperspective

onthematter.

OchiHaruo越 智 治 雄wroteinhiswide-rangingstudyofMe耳ibunga㎞,"Inasense,the

l890swereaseasonofcontroversy."31nhisκ1η ぬ 酌 跏go肋 ηo砂 η1'δ(1975),Ochifbcusedonthe

controversys㎜ ・o㎜dingYanoRyUkei's碗 識m脚 刀ogα`07'浮 城 物 語(1890),whichappeared

theyearafterthepromulgationoftheImperialConstitution,andhesuggestedthatthematters

atissuethenweretheseedofproblemsir中erentinJapanese"modembungaku"fbralongtime

therea丘er:thecontroversyof"politicsandbunga㎞"andthedebateover"massIiterature"(`α 納 冴

伽go㎞ 大 衆 文 学).Noristhatall.Itisin1890thatYamadaBimy6山 田 美 妙,K6daRohan幸 田

露 伴,TsubouchiSh6y6坪 内 逍 遥,andFutabateiShimei二 葉 亭 四 迷,allrelativelynewardvals

ontheliteraryscene,begantoentertaindoubtsabout``bungaku."Thesedoubts``convergedwith

doubtsconcerningJapan'smodemera."40chiconcludedhisbookbywriting,"Theyear1890,

whichamouncedtheendofthee皿ighte㎜entpedod,wasalsotheyearinwhichevelyonecame

to魚cequestions烈)outthefbundationsof"bunga㎞."5Thisisanacuteobservation,onethattakes

intofUllaccountTもubouchiSh6y6andMoriOgai's"down-with-idealismcontroversy"ψo醜7∫3δ

mη8δ 没 理 想 論 争)ofl891-1892,aswellastheproblemsthatpreoccupiedKitamuraT6ko㎞and

NatsumeS6seki.Ihdeed,itremainsvalidallthewayintothepostwarera.EvennowOchiHaruo's

insightfhllydeservesenduringconsideration.Inthediscussionbelowitwillbeworthfbllowinghis

leadfUrther.

Intheyearl889,whichbeganwiththepublicationofTb㎞tomiSoh6's"Gengonof吋i》 碩to

bunga㎞noha杭atsu,"YamadaBimy6,K6daRohan,OzakiK6y6,andothersuchyoungnovelists

werejustbegirmingtomakeanamefbrthemselves.Incontrast,theyearendedwithShimada

Sabur6島 田 三 郎(1852-1923),aC㎞stiancdtic,deplo血gthewea㎞essofthenovelinthe

Decemberissueofノ ∂g盈 〃zα∬ 痂.Hewrote:``Thehwritingissoftandattenuated,withoutatrace

ofsturdinessorgrandeur.AsfarasIcantell,fbrbunga㎞thepresentdayisatimeofextreme

wea㎞eSS.,,

Kita㎜raT6ko㎞(1868-1894),whoa仕erthefailureoftheliberalpeople'sdghtsmovementasp辻ed

tobecomeacritic,publishedanonymousl》 ～inthefbllowingissueof/bgo初zα ∬ 痂(January1890),

anessayentitled"T6seibunga㎞noshiomoy6"当 世 文 学 の 潮 模 様,inwhichhelookedfbrward

tothecomingofagr{md,generous-minded"bunga㎞."Hebeg{mbyobservingthat"bunga㎞"had

beentheo切ectofwidespreadattentioneversinceTもubouchiSh6y6's7廊 θ'訥08θ ∫緬`¢g1.Hethen

citedtwo``politicalnovels"(Sueh廿oTetch6's5窃c乃 冴わα1andT6kaiSanshi's1(弓1∫ η ηo痘g湧[1885-

97]),andwentontomentionaswellYamadaBimy6's"Musashino"武 蔵 野(1887),OzakiK6y6's

魏 η'肋'㎞ η"π)zoηgθ 二 人 比 丘 尼 色 懺 悔(1889),AebaK6son's饗 庭 篁 村 漁 鯢 如 舵 む ら 竹

(1890),andMoriOgai's"Omokage"於 母 影(1890).NodoubthischoicesreHectedcontemporary

30chi1975,p.195.

40chi1975,p.204.

50chil975,p.209.
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oP㎞on.Theybetraynotendencytogivethe``politicalnoveI"se⇔aratetreatment.Hisfbelingabout

thesignificanceofthepost-Sh6y6periodisworthnoting.However,whileSh6y6deploredtheidea

of"promot血gv㎞eandconde㎜ingvice,"hesaidnoth血g池outthe"politicalnovel"be血ga

distinctgenre.Conside血galsothetenorofUchidaR.oan's"YamadaBimy6丁 鋤innosh6setsu,"this

seemstohavebeenthegeneralviewofthenovelcurrentatthetime.

KitamuraT6ko㎞1eveledthefbllowingchticismespeciallyatthewo士ksofAebaK6sonand

OzakiK6y6:"Theliteraryheroisexactlythesameasthemilitaryhero.Withoutvastcourageand

mightyambition,heisnoliteraryheroatall."6Asthispronouncementsuggests,bothShimada

Sabur6andKitamuraT6ko㎞seemtohaveadoptedroughlythesamebroaddefinitionof"bunga㎞"

asTb㎞tomiSoh6in"Genronno軻iyUtobunga㎞noha廿atsu."

OnJanuary13,1890,theKaishinT6改 進 党mernberOzakiYUkio尾 崎 行 雄,recentlyreturned

丘omEngland,lecturedtoagathe血goftheBunga㎞kai文 学 会.Hepredictedthatthenovelof

humanfbelingsinthemamerofTs亘bouchiSh6y6wouldsoonpassoutoffashion;andthatreaders,

tiringofthefbolis㎞essthesefbelingsinvolve,woulddemandlof以generousthemesabletobring

abouttherevivalofthenovel("Bungakql6noOzakiY皿do-shi"文 学 上 の 尾 崎 行 雄 氏,κb㎞ 碗 η

3伽 伽 国 民 新 聞,Februaryl2).HavinglumpedtogethertheworkofSh6y6'syoungsuccessors

as"novelsofhuman免elings,"Ozakir句ectedthemall.TheBunga㎞kaihadbeen魚undedin1887

byTb㎞tomiSoh6andModtaShiken森 田 思 軒(1861-1897),withaviewtocreatingapdvate

academ》 ～andatthetimeitsmembersincludednewwritersandcritics.PresentatOzakiYUkio's

lecturewere,amongothers,YbdaGakkai依 田 学 海(1833-1909),TsubouchiSh6y6,K6daRohan,

OzakiK6y6,YamadaBimy6,UchidaRoan,andIshibashiNhlgetsu石 橋 忍 月(1865-1926).

OchiHaruoarguedinκ1η ぬ'わ 魏9α 初 刀o瑚1'δthatOzaki'slecturesprangfヒomthehope

ofrevivingYanoRyUkei'sK掀o㎞ わ∫ぬ η,andthatunderthesecircumstancestheappearanceof

Yano's飾c痂 め襯 碗 肋 ∫m〃20ηogα'α7∫ 報 知 異 聞 浮 城 物 語wasinevitable.7YanoRyUkeiwas

alsoafbundingmemberoftheB㎜ga㎞kai.

乙伽肋'アo脚 ηogo`α 厩anadventurenovelinspiredbyJulesVeme'smarinesciencenovels,

incolporatedthelatest㎞owledgeoffbreignconditionsandmilitaryweaponry.Thetimeofthe

novelis1878.To釦 賁herthepolicyofensu血gJapan'ssuccessbymeansofco㎜erce,theheroes

seektheirfbrUmeintheSouthSeas,helpJavaachieveindependencefヒomDutchdomination,and

placethecountryundertheprotectionofJapan.Afternewspaperserializationtheworkcameout

inbook飴 ㎜,withfbrewordsbyModtaShiken,To㎞tomiSoh6,andModOgai.Soh6calledit"a

workthatcouchesso-callednineteenth-centurypracticalstudiesinthe鉤 ㎜of魚n惚sWhileOgai

praiseditsmanyvirtues,writingthatitwasnomereimitationofJulesVbrne,andthatthenovelas

agenrewasbynomeansasnarrowas'peopleclaimed.8

6

7

8

[1(訖 α〃zz4厂α]τδんoんz4zθ η3乃乞7,vol.3,P.278.

Ochil975,p.188.

ル η01娵 んε'5廨,pp,77-78.InhisintroductiontotheprefacesbyTokutomiSoh6andMoriOgai,

OchiHanloremarkedonthelatter,"Thispreface,withitsrefbrencestoV6rne,conveysdepth,and

itsjudgmentsarenotnecessarilyclear"(K∫ 刀ぬ'ゐ 〃ηgoん 〃 ηo∫ αη1'δ,P.194).TsubouchiSh6y6didnot

considersciencefictionnoveIsproperlytobenovelsatall.In``乙 槻3痂 π)〃20ηogα'o厂'oyomu,"Uchida

Roan.describedtheworkasperhapsakintothoseofJules恥me,"whichareexcludedffomthecat-

egoryofbungaku"(}伽01ヒy漱 θ18觴,p.391).However,MoriOgaihadaverybroadconceptionof

thenovel,ashistranslationsshow.
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7.1.2 TlleI)ebateover乙%5乃'70〃20π09α'α7'

HoweverIshibashiNingetsu,whobythenhadbegunhiscareerasaliterarycritic,hadharsh

wordsfbrthework.In"刀 δc乃∫'枷 η(YanoRy亘kei-shicho)"報 知 異 聞(矢 野 龍 渓 氏 著)(Aphl

1890),heaccusedRy亘keioftreatingneitherhumanlifbnorhumannature,butonlywarand

adventure,andhesawnothingadmirableinthenove1'sheroes.Ishibashihadjustpublishedhis

"S司itsuron"想 実 論(Marchl890)
.Citingsho卯oemsbyGoetheandhai㎞byBash6,hewrote

concemingSuehiroTetch6's5珍 励 励 α1andYanoRyUkei's11δc乃"わ 耀 碗 肋 ノァη 脚 ηogα 如7'that

the辻authors㎞ewnothingofgreatpoenyThatwaswhathehadinmindwhenhewroteofgiving

thenameofgreat,inspi血gbunga㎞toworksimbuedwithbreadthofsphitandm句esticpoeUy.9

UchidaRoancontinuedthiscdticism.In"翫 ∫5痂m〃20刀og磁7∫oyomu"「 浮 城 物 語 」を 読 む

(May1890)hecitedY乞noRyUkei'sownprefacetothework,totheef陀ctthat"theessentialpuτpose

ofthenovelistoentertainthereader,"andherespondedbyupholdingtheprinciplethat``thenovel

issomethingthatpoeticallyconveysthetruthofhumanlifむ."Heconcluded,"砥 納'π)〃20刀og谺07'

hasnoliteraryvalue."loRoan'sattitudeiscloserthanIshibashiNingetsu'stotheprinciplesof

Tocriticismthatdetectedimperialismintheadvocacyofsouthwardadvance(肥 刀3伽 厂oη 南 進

論)voicedinこ 砲3痂 厂o贋oηogα'α7∫,OchiHaruoopposedYanoRyUkei'sinsightiIltotheEuropean

powers'progressiveencroachmentintoAfhca,hisawarenessofaninternationalsituationthathe

deplored,andJapan'sintemationalpolicyofassistingcoloniestowardautonomy,i.e.,protectorate

status.YanoseemsaccuratelytohavegraspedJapan'sintemationalpolicyofachieving且rst-class

nationstatusandmeanwhileoffbllowingthenon-intervention,opendoorpolicychampionedbythe

UIlitedStates.NodoubtOchiandIsodaK6ichianalyzedκ α加01'掀eachfピomaslightlydiffbrent

pointofview.

TheideaofJapanasspearheadinganindependencemovementfbrtheweakcountriesofAsiaap-

pearsinT6kaiSanshi's陶 ∫η ηoん'g冴,andthepolicyofeconomicpenetrationwithoutinffingement

ofnationalsovereigntycorrespondstothepost-W6rldWarIInotionof``newcolonialism."However,

economicpenetrationaccompaniedbyanannouncementoftherenunciationofmilitaryinvasion

diffbrsinkindf士omastrategyofmilitarypreparationinspiredbyanurgetoinvade.Noterritoryis

acquiredthroughinvasion,butmilitaryvictoryresultsinabreakupoftheconqueredterritoryby

meansofanintemationaltreaty.ExamplesareJapan'sacquisitionofTaiwanaf㌃ertheSino-Japanese

WarandsouthemSa㎞alinaftertheRusso-JapaneseWarLikewise,victoryoverSpainintheSpal1-

ish-AmericanWarledtoU.S.possessionofthePhilippines(1901).∫apancrossedthatlinewhen,in

theconfUsionprecedingtheRusso-JapaneseWar,itsignedwithKoreatheJapanese-KoreanProtocol

ofl904.Nonetheless,theannexationofKoreain1910stillrequiredthe"logic"(旆o刀 理 論)ofthe

argumentthatbothcountriesshareaco㎜onorigin(照 α緬50跏 曦 同 祖 論).

Asinternationalpolicydevelopedinthecolonialredistributionperiodlastingf}omthelatenine-

teenthcenturyintothefirsthalfofthetwentieth,militaryandpoliticalinvasion,andeconomicand

culturalpenetrationdidnotproceedinparallel.Instead,thedebateontheseissuesfbllowedafairly

tortuouscourse.Intheaugmentededitionofし%5勿 厂o吻oηogα'副(1908),YanoRy豆keihadthehe-

roeswhosupportedJavaneseindependencechooseintheendtobecomeJavanese:agesturethat

canbecalledrenunciationofnationalidentity.Inmostcases,Me麺i-periodasianismcoincidedwith

nationalism.However,therealsoexistedsuchcasesasthatofMiyazakiT6ten宮 崎 滔 天(1870-

1922),fbrwhomitwasanarticleoffaithtosacrificehimselffbrtheChineserevolution.Advocacy

of``southwardadvance"continuedinmanyfbmlsuntiltheSh6waperiod.

9}勿 〃2αぬ.8'㎎ レδ,.な乃だ)σ5ぬ∫ハ々ηgε 応・〃,7∂ んα3ε βz∫η'θ刀 ∫乃冴,p.286.

10)伽oRγ 激 ♂3廨,PP.387-93.Roan'sjudgmentthattheworkresemblesthoseofV巳me,"whichare
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1恤guisticartenunciatedinTsubouchiSh6y6's翫 δ3ε乙∫〃3痂 ηz〃'.

YanoRyUkeirespondedtosuchcriticismin"碗5乃'm〃20刀ogα'副ritsuannoshimatsu"浮 城

物 語 立 案 の 始 末(June-July1890).Hebeganbywhting,"Thedomainofbunga㎞isbunga㎞

ofevely㎞d,includ血gpoe卸 血ChineseandJapanese,histo取,且ction,litera取musings,essays,

andsoon."Citingasayinga面butedtoSirWalterSco杭("Fictionisthatwhichgivestheworld

respectablepleasure"),hecalledthatpIeasurethenovel'sprincipale飩ct,addingthatsecondary

effbctsincluded"settingtheworldstraightandupliftingmanners,exhortingthereaderandsatirizing

thetimes."Aftercitingし 伽肋1π)駕oηogα'副'svariousef〔bctsonthereaderhecarriedthematter

血 丘herbyarguingthat"Thea面fbunga㎞islikethatofpainting,"andthat"Theeleganceof

paintingvariesaccordtngtothesu切ect";hencebyproposingthatliterarystylevarieslikewise.
``Thenoveladdressesitselft

opeopleintheworldatlarge,"hewenton,``anditssuccessorfailureis

ama賃erfbrthe廿judgment.""IdonotaimtobeapPreciatedonlybytheco㎜oisseursoftheliterary

world,"hewrote;andhestressedthatinits``grandeurandscale"碗 肋 〃η1ηo刀ogα 如 万diffbred

in緬nd廿omthe"novelofh㎜an魚el㎞gs"addressedtowomenandyouth.11Thela杭er,which

gives"b㎜ga㎞"itsnarrowmeaning,fbcusesonlovebetweenmenandwomen,andcultivates

wa㎜thofs取le,whereasthe飼 ㎜ertakes"bunga㎞"initsbroadsensetotreatintemationalaf餒 廿s,

science,andtec㎞ologyinastyle叩prophatetothesesu切ects.SuchwasYano'srebu廿al.

Inreply,UchidaRoanretumedtothea杭ackin"RyUkeiK(jinitadasu"龍 渓 居 士 に 質 す(July

1890).Thesu切ectmatterishTelevant,hewrote;theissueisthemannerofwriting.ユbholdthatthe

pulposeof"bunga㎞"istoente丘ainistoendupalltooeasilyplayinguptothemoodofthetimes.

ThusheacutelypointedoutthefiawinYano'spositionregardingtheinterchangeablecharacterof

su切ectandreadererjoyment.

OchiHanloobservedthatYanoRyUkei'sposition"amountstosomethinglikesupportfbr

massliterature[嬬 乃励 πη9α㎞]."12Assuccessorsto腑3乃'π)〃20ηogo`副hecitedMurakami

Nar㎡roku's村 上 浪 六 翅 ㎞ 撚 ∫三 日 月(1891)andOshikawaShurr6's押 川 春i浪 血"θ19〃 η㎞ η

海 底 軍 艦(1900).Hewasundoubtedlyright.Theargumentappearstohavebeenoverwhetherthe

puΦoseofthenovelwasente丘a㎞ent,orente貢ai㎜entmeanttoconveypoliticalorintellec加al

enlighte㎜ent,oragainwhetherthatpu甲oseIayinpurelya揃isticvalues.Howeveちitprobably

seemsthatwaytousbecausebynowwearefamiliarwithsomanycontroversiesover``politicsand

bunga㎞"or"massb㎜ga㎞."

YanoRyUkei,whoseintellectualIineagewentbacktoFukuzawaYUkichi,wasastudent

of鴨stemlearningandanadvocateofwestemization,andhisbroaddef㎞tionof``b㎜ga㎞"

resembledthatofTb㎞tomiSoh6.Incormectionwiththea貢theoryofToyamaMasakazu外 山

excludedffomthecategoryofbungaku,ラ'wasprobablyinf【uencedbythatofTsubouchiSh6y6.

11}ゐ ηo・紀レ乞7んε∫3乃27,PP.367-68.

120chil975,p.190.InhisappraisalofMurakamiNamiro㎞'sル 五㎞ ぬ,OchiHaruowrotethatitspor往ait

ofmightycourageagainstthebackdropofthepeaceoftheTo㎞gawaerawasmorethanenoughto

satisfシthereaderinsearchoflostheroes(p.197),andheconnectedtheworktothelineageof乙 碗 葫 ∫70

吻oηogα'副.In"翫 ∫3痂厂o〃10ηogo'謝tosonoshUi"「 浮 城 物 語 」とそ の 周 囲(includedin}ゐ ηo町 畝8∫

3切,OchigatheredffomMurakamiNamirokuakindof"advocacyofsovereignty"(κo舷 θη5加g'

国 権 主 義).Thisco㎜ectionbetweenYanoRy亘keiandMurakamiNamiro㎞representsavaluable

illsight,butNamiroku'staleofchivalryshowsnosignofanywishtointroduceenlightenedpolitical

ideas.Thediffbrencesbetweenthenovelsofthesetwowritersarewhattheyseemtobe.
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正 一(1848-1900),OchiHaruoalsodiscussedTbyama's"poeminthenewstyle"(8伽'α ∫5痂 新

体 詩)entitled"Shakaiga㎞nogenrinidai-su"社 会 学 の 原 理 に 題 す(1887).Thispoem,which

celebratesSpencer'stheo取ofuniversalevolution,neatlyca卿esanenlighte㎜ent-minded

scholar'sconceptionof``bunga㎞."

Spencer,toanolesserdegree,

Developedandextendedthesametruth,

Everrefiningthatgreatpdnciple

Untilbefbreone'seyesnotonlyplantsandtrees,

Normerelythewholeanimalworld,

Buteverysinglelivingthing,

Y6s,allthingslivingandallthingsdead,

And,beyond,all鉤 ㎜lessandallfb㎜

Layatonewithinitsembrace:

Sohereachednew㎞owledgeofultimatetnlth.13

YanoRyUkei'sstatement,"Theartofbunga㎞islikethatofpainting,"showsthat,fbτhim,

"ente曲 ㎜ent"㎏o脈 〃娯 楽)includedwith血ita丘 ㎞thebroadsense
.Ingivingpdo衂tos呵ect

ma枕er,hiscontentionthats取leacco㎜odatesitselftothela廿erleanstow諷 ぬlzo13幗 題 材

主 義(su切ect一 且rst-ism).Underlyingthisideaisthebeliefthatthenovelprovidesthepeople(i.e.,

thenation)withhealthyente貢ai㎜entandproperlyincludes,withinthisentem㎞ent,intellec加al

andscienti且cmaterialofanupli且ing,constmctivenature.Inshort,Yano'spositionisprobably

comectedwiththeenlighte㎜ent-mindedintellec加ahmders愉nding,basedontheconceptof

"bunga㎞"inthebroadsense
,ofwhat"thepeople'sbunga㎞"(んo肋 伽 伽gぬ)shouldbe.

AccordingtoOchiHaruo,Yano'sstatementin"碗5痂 π)駕oηog切o厂 ∫ritsuannoshimatsu,"to

theef驚ctthat``Theeleganceofpaintingvariesaccordingtothesu切ect,"wasderivedfヒomaremark

madebyTbyamaMasakazuinalecturethatTbyamagaveinApril1890totheMe頓B加tsukai明

治 美 術 会,asocie{yfbrthepromotionof鴨stempainting.Thelecture,entitled"Nihonkaigano

mirai"日 本 絵 画 の 未 来,waspublishedthefbllowingmonth.OchialsocitedModOgai'scdtique

ofitasevidenceofthecomplexityofthecontroversythenraging.

Inhislecture'R)yamaMasakazuemphasizedtheimpo貢anceofintellectualcontent(5傭 δ 思

想)inpaintingandadvocatedtreatingsocialproblemsinthatmedium,inapositivemannerMod

OgaithenattackedTbyamain"TbyamaMasakazu-shinogaronoba㎞ 一su"戸 山 正 一 氏 の 畫 論

を 駁 す(Mayl890),deploringtheunconvincingcharacterofhislanguageandstating,"Itisnot

su切ectmatterthatdefinestheqμalityofapainting,butratherthewaytheartisthasmarriedit

toimaginationandtec㎞ique."140gai'sstatementrestsuponaromanticviewofa丘("A丘istlc

imaginationisfbrthemostpartamatterofnaturalgift")andaconceptofexpressionaccording

13QuotedffomOchi1975,P.190.Inこ 碗3痂 召o碑o刀09α'σ7'tosonoshui,"OchiHamocitedTokutomi

Soh6's"Bunga㎞sekainogerj6"文 学 世 界 の 現 状andanexampleoftheuseof"bungaku"肋m

OzakiK6y6tosuggestthat``bungaku"inthissenseprobablyrefbrredtoallscholarlyandartistic

writings,includingthoseonstatesmanship.

14[.ん4∂ 万]09α ∫zεη5乃π,vol.22,P.179.
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towhichtheartistusestechniquetoconverthisimaginativeworld(the"imerwofk,"刀 αグ諮 〃乃加

内 術 品)intothe"outerwork"(g吻 〃醜 伽 外 術 品).150nthebasisofthisconceptionofartand

expression,Ogaiproposedananti-realistcdtiqueofpainting,totheef驚ctthat``Thepa㎞tingas

aconcreteo切ectisnotrequiredtodescribephenomenaexistingintheouterworld."16Thisview

ofpaintingnaturallysuggeststhatthesameattitudepervadesOgai'sconceptionofliteraryart

(わ〃η9ε').Asatheoryofart(9ε グ〃醜)itgoesfarbeyondthestandardof"realism"(3加 ノ1醜)setby

TsubouchiSh6y6in翫 δ5θ孟∫z45・乃加zz4'.

Inresponsetoanincreasinglyprominentpursuitof``beauty,"thosewhohadbeenadvocating

enlighte㎜enteversinceearlyMe輻itimesemphasizedpoliticalandsocialthoughtbychampioning

whatonemightcallぬ 伽 な乃μgノ;andOgaihadprovidedanacutecritiqueoftheirposition丘oma

romanticperspective.1nthatsense,MoriOgai'scritiqueofTbyamaMasakazuwasintunewith

UchidaRoan'sofθ ん納'π)吻oηogα 如 厂'.

Theoutcomeofthisseriesofdebatesdiffbredsomewhatffomwhatonemightimagine.

K6daRohan's"Ker〔kaisuikoden"硯 海 水 滸 伝(August1890)beautifUllysatirizestheworld

of丘ctionwritersandcriticsofthetime,andYanoRyUkei's磁'3痂 π刀 ηo〃og厩 α厂'makesan

appearanceattheveryendofit.NingetsuandRoansetouttoattackit,butRyUkeicounterattacks

withsolargeafbrcethatNingetsuandRoanretreat,andRohanhimselfelldsupfallinghead

firstintoabottomlesswell.17Theintentofallthisisplayfhl,butitconveysnocasualmessage.

Rohan,whohadonlyrecentlyburstontotheliteraryscene,certainlydiffbredinstyleand

ma㎜Lerfめmtherealism(リ ア リズ ム)ofTsubouchiSh6y6,buthewasunmistakablyawriter

of"humanlifbandfbeling."His"Kenkaisuikoden"alsoevokesquitepreciselyOzakiK6y6's

uhusualdisengagementf士omthewholematter,aswellasthesuccessofAebaK6son,whose

worksonsuchfavoritethemesas"strifbinagreathouse"(o一'85δ 癜 お 家 騒 動)thenloomed

largeintheworldoffiction.Allthissuggeststhat,fbrwritersotherthanOzakiK6y6,thepure

realismof``humanlifbandfbeling"laiddownbyTsubouchiSh6y6in51乃 δ58醜3乃 惚 〃'and

:τδ3θ'3加3θ 」1磁og'maythenhavebeeninperil.Consideringthelaterdevelopmentofthose

whofbllowedSh6y6'sline,includingSh6y6himsel£itmaynotbeinaccuratetoconsiderthat

thiswaswhenthelineageofpure,realistic,andnonjudgmentaldepictionofhumanlifband

fbelingdissolved.

Thecontroversyover碗5痂m〃20ηogα 姻pi枕edthosewhoupheld"bunga㎞"inthebroad

senseagainstthoseeagertopromotethenaπowacceptanceofthete㎜.Itreallywasas恤ggle

ofideas-adirectconf辷ontationovertheissuesofwhat``bunga㎞"isandwhatitshouldbe.

Thatcon丘ontationisevenmoreclearlyvisibleinthegroupofworksonthe``historyofJapanese

bunga㎞"thatwereunde丘akenatthesametime.

7.1.3 TheInventionofthe``HistoryofJapanese:Literature,,

Alsoin1890,MikamiSarjiandTakatsuKuwasabur6publishedthetwovolumesoftheirハ 奄乃oη

15[Mbガ](恕o'zε η5乃露,vol.22,P.177.

16[ハ4b厂']Ogo∫zθ η5乃擁,vol.22,p.184.

17[κ δぬ]Ro乃 αηzε η5乃 π,vol.24,P.99.
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伽go肋5乃',Japan's且rst"historyofbunga㎞."18The"Foreword"(訥09ε η 緒 言)states:

Whentheauthorsgraduated倉omuniversitytheb㎜ga㎞ofourlandwashsing

instrengthlikethemomingsun.Theliteraryworksandthehistodesofbunga㎞

thatwelongedtoseewouldbeoutverysoon,orsoitseemed,andwewereglad.

However,ourhopeswereinvain.Fictionalonehasdevelopedoutofallproportion,

withtheresultthatpeopleingeneralhavecometobelievethatbunga㎞15且ction.

Freeverse,too,hasmadeitsappearanceintheworld,butitisnotyetfburishing.

Nodonbtthesuccessofthenovelisacausefbrr〔 オoicing,butthenovelisonly

onevarietyofart[わ1美]bunga㎞.Ifhisto塀philosophy,politicalscience,andso

on-so-calledscience[厂 ノ理]bunga㎞_donotdevelopinequalmeasure,bunga㎞

willhavefailedtoprogressasitshould.19

Theauthorshadgraduated倉omtheDepar㎞entofJapaneseBunga㎞atTbkyoUniversityaround

l878.Theirte㎜ 渤 〃ηgぬ 理 文 学coπespondstothe防 ∬ εη5c讎Lノ'8翩 〃7thatModOgai,in

"Bπ ηgαん〃 ∫03傭 εηoyomu
,"had廿anslated㎞ 伽gα ん〃 科 文 学.Howeve願eitherte㎜seemsto

havecontinuedinuse,unlikethecontrastingゐ'伽 ηgo肋 美 文 学,examplesofwhichoccurhere

andtherelateron.Intheir"Foreword"theauthorspromisedtotreatthehistoryof"thebunga㎞

ofourlandinitstotality"@㎎ ・α㎞ η∫伽gα 初zθ η'α'我 国 文 学 全 体),20meaningbothん 伽 刀goん 〃

andrl伽gα ㎞.Obviouslメthe"bunga㎞ り'oftheirtitledesignatesthebroadmeaningofthete㎜.

TheirCh即terOne("WhatDoes`HistoryofBunga㎞'Mean?")clearlystates,"Historyof

bunga㎞,atypeofhistory,givesanaccountoftheodgins,development,andvicissitudesof

bunga㎞";21anditalsotouchesontherelationshipbetweenworldliteraryhistoryandhistoryofthe

literatureofindividualcountries.ChapterTwo("TheDifncultyofDefiningBunga㎞")mentions

that"literature"meansseveralthingsinthelanguagesofEurope;thattheuseof"wenxue"variesin

ChineseasWell;andthatthesituationinJapanisthesame.Recently,itcontinues,leaminghasl)een

dividedintotwobroaddivisions:"bunga㎞"(ma賃ersrelatedtohumanli免andhumanna血re)and

"kaga㎞"(ma往ersreIatedtophysicalfUnctioningandp血ciples) 一inotherwords
,thehumanities

andthena加ralsciences.However,thefb㎜ercategorystillbeingtoobroad,theauthorsthen

proposeinthefbllowingwordsa"de且nitionofpure『 槻 如 如7〃 醇 乎 た る]bunga㎞":

"Bunga㎞"meansthatwhichaims
,bymeansofapa茸icularstyle[o剛b襯 磁 或 る 文

体],skillfhllytoexpressthought,emotion,andimaginationintheserviceofpracticali取

18TheForewordstates,``ThisbookisthefirsthistoryofJapaneseliterature"(N'乃oη わ跚gα ん〃3痂,voL

1,"Foreword,"p.9).Inhiscommentaryonthework(reprintoftheoriginaledition,漉 グ∫乃 納 δ

伽 ηgα ん〃3痂5枷5θ ∫,vol.1),HiraokaToshiocitedtheliterarycontroversythatarosein1890,0bserv-

ingthatitconcernedthefUndamentalnatureofbungakuandsuggestingitwasnocoincidencethat

thefirsthistoryofJapanesebungakuwaspublishedinthatsameyeaLHealsolistedtheotherbooks

onJapanesebungakupublishedthatyear:HagaYaichiandTachibanal890(April);Sekine1890

(Apri1);UedaKazutoshi1890(May);andtheworkunderdiscussionhereinNovember

lgMikamiandTakatsu1890,vol.1,"Foreword,"pp.2-3.

20MikamiandTakatsu1890,vol.1,maintext,p.1.

21MikamiandTakatsu1890,vol.1,"Foreword,"pp.4,8.
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跏dpleasure,andtoconveybroad㎞owledgetothegreatm句od取ofpeople.22

Withrespecttocontentthete㎜"bunga㎞"therefbreincludes"kaga㎞,"butthecategoryis

restrictedtoworksdistinguishedbysophisticatedliterarytec㎞ique,worksthatcanbejudgedon

thebasisoflanguageandrhetoricalbeauty.Inotherwords,thestandardbywhichtojudgewhether

ornotaworkis"bunga㎞"hastodowiththeaestheticvalueofitsstyle.Thisideaisclosetothe

conceptof``belleslettres,"whichernbracesnotonlyfictionbutalsofinewritingofmanykinds.In

itscase,however,thestandardisaestheticappealnotexplicitlycenteredonfiction.Inthatsense

it,too,dif驚rsslightlyfヒomthemodemEuropeanconceptof"politeliterature."Theauthorshad

apa丘icularreasontoadoptthisconceptof"bunga㎞,"onepeculiartothe"historyofbunga㎞"

gen「e・

肱guchiUkichi'sハ 励oη 加 ∫肋 訥 δ訥'waswrittenundertheinHuenceofworkslikeGuizot's

飾3`o加g漉 如c'γ'1∫5α'10η θηEz4π ろρθ,butatthistimeT乱ine's茄 訂o'肥 漉101漉6厂 α'z4形 αηglo属8θhad

thegreaternumberofreaders.1nthisworkTainebroughttogetherthethreem勾orelementsof

race,histohcalpedod,andenviro㎜ent(na加ralandsocial)inordertodiscussthegeniusofclassic

whtersandthespiritualhistory(5ε 」51z∫η81z1精 ネ申史)ofthepeople.23Nonetheless,bothGuizotand

驗inesubscribedtothenotionofnationalcultureandcivilizationbornofthenationalismthat

sweptEuropeinthelateeighteenthcenturyandafter,aswellastotheideaof``literature"asthe

且owerofeachnation'sculture.Throughoutthenineteenthcenturythisideawastumedtothe

pu1];)oseofinstillingineachnation'speopleasenseofthe廿ownnationalidentity.Therefbreit

wasco㎜onplacetoupholdtheconceptof"litera加re"inthemediansense,ortheideaof"belles

lettres,"andnottol血it"literature"tolinguisticart.Theemphasismayhavebeenonthegenresof

linguisticart,buttheconceptstillembracedboth"㎞owledge"and"beauty"@知,ろ'美).

M止amiSa切i's伽o-vol㎜e荊 乃oη 伽gα ㎞5伽aspublishedinthecontextoftheMinis啝f

Education'spolicychangetoallowprivatecompilingandpublicationofschooltextbooks.241nthe

sameyearKb勧 伽gα 肋 ≠o励o刀 国 文 学 読 本,editedbyHagaYaichi芳 賀 矢 一andTachibana

Sens油ur6立 花 銑 三 郎,hadalreadybeenpublishedinApd1,andthe丘rstvolumeofκb初 伽 ηgαん〃

国 文 学,editedbyUedaKazutoshi上 田 万 年,hadcomeoutinMaγInDecemberC勧'δ@δ'ん 〃'

ハ励oη 伽'θ η 中 等 教 育 一 日 本 文 典,editedbyOchiaiNaobumi落 合 直 文andKonakamura

Gish6小 中 村 義 象appeared.Then,inSeptemberl902itwasthet㎜ofKonakamuraGish6and

MasudaUshin's増 田 于 信C肋'δ 紗 δ∫㎞'魏 加 肋 槻goん 〃5痂 中 等 教 育 日 本 文 学 史,fbllowed

inNovemberbyOwada血keki's大 和 田 建 樹 肱 わ跏gα ん〃3乃1和 文 学 史.Theperioddeservesto

becalledtheageofliteraryhistory.

EachoftheseworkshasitsowncharacterSome,fbrinstance,consistmainlyofexample

passages,whileOwadaemphasized``thehistoryofournationallanguage,"stating,"Thehistory

22MikamiandTakatsul890,vol.1,maintext,p.13.

23MikamiandTakatsu's〈 厚加 刀 枷 ηg盈 〃3痂1istsastheconstituentelementsofんo初 わ跚g盈 〃 国 文 学

(nationalliterature)"theuniquecharacteristicsofthepeople,""theenvironment,"and"thetimes,"

andthengoesontoobserve,``TheFrenchmanTaine,whoputtogetherahistoryofFrenchliterature,

saidthathewasstudyingthepsychologyofhispeople"(vol.1,maintext,pp.26-29).

24MikamiandTakatsu1890,vol.1,"Foreword,"pp.10-Il,states,"Ifthisworkisusedasatextbook,

itwillbebesttostartwiththeEdoperiod."
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ofbunga㎞involvesnarratingthedevelopmentandevolutionofideasaboutlanguage."25Their

waysofperiodizinghistorydif驚r,andlikewisetheircutoffdatesfbrrecenttimes.Mikamiand

Thkatsudividedtheirworkintothefbllowingsections:``TheOriginsandDevelopmentofJapanese

Bunga㎞,""TheNaraCou貢,""TheHeianCou丘,""TheKama㎞raPehod,""TheNorthernand

SouthemCourts,andtheMuromachiPeriod,"and"TheEdoPeriod."Owada,fbrhispart,adopted

"HighAntiquity"(ノ δ㎞ 上 古)
,"MiddleAntiquity"@窃 加 中 古),"RecentAntiquity"(伽 初 近 古),

"EarlyModernTimes"(肋3♂ 近 世)
,and"ThePresent"侮 ηぬ'今 代),correspondingrespectively

totheNara,Heian,medieval,恥 ㎞gawa,andMe尊ipedods.

Despitetheirdiversity,alltheseworksweredesignedtoserveasmiddleschooltextbooksfbr

thechil(廿enoftheelite,the血tureleadersofJapan.TheirfUnctionwastoassistinfb㎜ingthe

culturalidentityofthenationstate.Owadaputthatpurposesuccinctlywhenhewrote,``Thehistory

ofbunga㎞isthechiefelementthatservestofbsterpatriotism[α1㎞ 肋5痂 η愛 国 心1."26Similarly;

allshowpddeinJapan'slongculturaltradition,inanagethatsawthepromulgationoftheKy6i㎞

Cho㎞goandgreate幵b丘storaiseawarenessofacultural廿aditionlongerthanthatofanyofthe

W6stempowers-atraditionofwhichJapanwasveryproud.

The且rstsectionofMikamiandTakatsu'sworklistsEngland,France,andAncientGreece

(andtheGe㎜ans鉤rthepehod1550-1750)astheonlycoun廿iesintheworldtohaveacomplete

andconsistenthistoryoftheirownliterature.ItthengoesontoobservethatJapan,likeChina,

boastsarichanddiverseliteraturewellovertwothousandyearsold,andthatJapantherefbre

deservesacompletehistoryofthatliterature,whichmeritscomparisonandcontrastwiththatof

any鴨stemcountry.27Seen丘omthisperspectiveJapaneseliteratureis,afterChina's,thesecond-

oldestliteratureintheworld.MikamiandTakatsucalledthesongsfbundin砌 痴and魏 乃oη8加 ん'

"thedawnofourcountry'sbunga㎞"28andwrote
,"A丘erthecreationo肋 α砂 δ 敬 〃"万i葉 文 字,

ourcountrycameatlasttohaveawritingsystemtoproudlycallitsown."29Theyalsorevealedtheir

positioninthefbllowingte㎜s:

Thereason㎞ 勧go肋 訪ohavehithertostressedwritinginJ3panese(wo勿 刀和 文)is

simplythattheycompareourearlyliteraturewiththatofChina.Therangeoftheir

co蜘sonisthere魚reex廿emelylimited.舳avenowsu㎜edupthelitera加re

producedinourcountryoverthelasttwothousandyearsandmore,thatistosay,

thetotalityoftheliteratureofourland.WheIIcomparedwiththeliteraturesofthe

Westemcountriesitprovesinnofbwinstancestobeinfbrior,butitalsohasmany

uniquevirtuesofitsown.30

Thispassagemakesclearabroadconceptionof"Japaneseliterature,"onenotcon且nedtothe

Japanesewritingfavoredbyんo肋gα んπ8加,butexpandedtoincludekanbun-in且uencedhistorical

250wada1892,p.10.

260wada1892,p.11.

27MikamiandTakatsul890,vol.1,maintext,p.4.

28MikamiandTakatsu1890,vol.1,maintext,p.73.

29MikamiandTakatsu1890,voL1,maintext,p.106.

30MikamiandTakatsul890,vol.1,maintext,pp.3-4.
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andintellectualworks.Thisconceptionof``Japaneseliterature"canbecalledintwosensesan

``inventedtradition
."31First,itinvolvedtheinventionofahistoryfbundedonanewconcept-that

of"Japanesebunga㎞"一whichhadnotexistedearlier.Second,itinvoIvedthecreationofanidea

thatclearlydepartsfヒomtheEuropeande且nitionof``nationalliterature."

hEurope,too,thehistoryofeachcou町'slitera加rewasconceivedinte㎜softheconcept's

broadmeaning,andinaccordancewiththemodemnationalismthatdissolvedtheoldco㎜uni取

of㎞owledgebasedonLatinandlookedinsteadtothebegir[ningsofeachnation'svernacular

lan剖age.Thusitbecametheco㎜onpracticetoseetheohginsofeachnation's"litera加re"inits

earliestsurvivingvernacularwritings.Mikamiand肱katsudidthesame,sincea血llycompatible

outlookalreadyexistedinJapan:thatoftheんoん 呪gα㎞8加whospumedanythingwritteninkanbun

andsoughttheoriginsof``pureJapanese"inwhattheearlyliteraturecalledアo吻 祕oんo'oわ α や ま と

こ とば,thespokenlanguageofthetime.

Howeve蔦MikamiandThkatsuwerenot加 ㎞gα 肋3勿themselves,andtheyplacedconsiderable

emphasisontextswri杭eninmixedSino-Japanese(wα 伽 加 刀励 〃η 和 漢 混 淆 文).Owada

肱keki's〃 ∂Z)z4η9α肋3痂devoteslit‡lespacetothehistoryofkanbuninJapan ,butitdoesnot

excludeit.Theculturalnationalismofthetimegenerallyac㎞owledgedJapan'sdebttoChina,thus

preservingatthesametimethepattemoftherelationshipofEastemcivilizationtothe輪st.In

thisonecandiscemanaspectofthepreoccupationwith"nationalessence"(初 初 鋸3加g∫ 国 粋 主

義),oreven``preservationofthenationalessence,"typicalofthel890s.Thispreoccupationofしen

overlappedwiththedes廿etobuildanAsiancivilizationcapableofresistingthatofEurope,i .e.,

withasianism.Inthatsenseitwasnotpurestatenationalism.Forexample ,amidtheintoxication

causedbyJapan'svictoryintheSino-JapaneseWarandtheconsequentcontemptfbrallthings

Chinese,MiyakeSetsurei,a鯛orspokesmanfbrthepoliticalgroup㎞o㎜asSeiky6sha政 教

社,a伉ackedrenewedproposalstoabolishtheuseofChinesecharacters,stressedJapan'sdebtto

theancientcivilizationofCh血a,and竃Ppealedinsteadfbrbettereducationonthesublectofthe

characters'manyreadings.32

Theyear1890begantheageofthe"historyofJapanesebunga㎞,"buthistohesofcontemporary

bunga㎞wereappearingatthesametime.TheseincludedUchidaRoan's"Gendaibunga㎞"現

代 文 学(κo㎞ 〃伽 ηo彡o〃zo国 民 の 友,November1891-Janualy1892);Yam句iAizan's山 路 愛 山

"Me勾ibunga㎞shi"明 治 文 学 史(κ
o肋 〃2'η8伽 ゐ跚 国 民 新 聞,March-Mayl893);andKitamura

T6ko㎞'s"Me茸ibunga㎞karlken"明 治 文 学 管 見 侮 δmη 評 論,Apdl-Mayl893) .Eachofthese

a杭empted丘omitsownpointofviewtoset魚 曲thehistoryof"bunga㎞"inthebroadsense .

Tbgether,theyshowthatthisabovealliswhat"b㎜ga㎞"meantinthel890s .33

31HobsbawmandRangerl984discusshowmodernizationsystematizesapeople'straditionalidentit》 へ

However,thereremainsaneedtomakeβner4istinctions,asappropriate,betweenpureimagination

andtherevival,reorganization,orsupplementingoftradition.Itisimportanttonotethatthisprocess

tookadif艶rentcourseinJapan.

32MiyakeI895.

331n八 励o〃 ん'ηぬ ∫わ〃ηg・αん〃 ηo∫ 伽 ρpo孟3〃,HiraokaToshioshowedthatinthelate1880sandearlyl890s

theword"bungaku"wasstillgenerallyunderstoodinitsbroadmeaning .
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7.2AConceptQuestioned

7.2.1 FromB'B〃 〃9α肋(BellesLettres)toJ跏 劭 π9α肋(Pure:Liter蜘re)

Themeaningof"bunga㎞"inthissenseisnowclearUnderthesecircumstancesthete㎜

"飢 匝 美]bunga㎞"seemstohavecomeinto魚irly仕equentuse
,位omaboutl8900n,inorder

todistinguishthegemeoflinguisticart.Forexampleinl889,in"〈 励o刀 ηog・θηgooyomu"「 日

本 の 言 語 」を 読 む,1面tamuraT6ko㎞hadused``bunga㎞"tomeanwh廿enasopposedtospoken

language,inotherwordswh杭entextsorrhetodc.In1890,however,in"T6seibunga㎞noshio

moy6"当 世 文 学 の 潮 模 様,hebeganusingthete㎜moreorless血themean血gofl血guistic

art;andby1892,in"Sh(jonojunketsuoron-zu"処 女 の 純 潔 を 論 ず,hecouldwrite,"Our

artbunga㎞hasli坩etodowithreligion,andthatisparticularlytnleoftheartbunga㎞ofthe

Tb㎞gawapedod."34肱inehadinsp廿edinT6ko㎞anearlyinterestinhistoryofbunga㎞,35and

T6ko㎞'suseof"a曲unga㎞"maywellhavebeenir温uencedbythe"Foreword"toMikamiand

Takatsu,swork.36

However,T6ko㎞'sspecialinterestlayinthereligiouselementsin"a曲unga㎞";andsince

inTo㎞gawaartbunga㎞theworksofMatsuoBash6andTakizawaBakin,atleast,o晩redthese,

hedevotedhisattentiontocomparingreligioninBash6andBakin.Hisinterestinreligionappears

tohavebegunwiththe``greatcontemplativefbrceoverspreadingtheuniverse"thathementioned

in"T6seibunga㎞noshiomoy6"一anidearesemblingthe"greatspidtualpresence"ofwhich

IshibashiNingetsuwrotein"Sqlitsuron."Closetothebegin血lgof"RaiNoboruoron-zu"頼 襄

を 論 ず(1893),astudyofRaiSan'y6,Yam句iAizanhadwri枕en,"Whtingisabusiness"(わ 〃η訪 δ

5耀 αwαc切'9ソ δηo厂∫文 章 即 ち 事 業 な り).37T6ko㎞calledthis``reaction"(加 η∂δ 反 動),38andit

めoveallexpla㎞swhyhewrote,"Withtheha㎜erof`㎞sto取'[3伽)η 史 論]he[Aizan]enlarges

thescopeofhisassaultandseeksviolentlytoa枕ackpurebunga㎞."

ThusT6ko㎞employedthete㎜"purebunga㎞."Itwasnotonlyhisyouththatmadehis

te㎜ ㎞ologyunstable,itwasalsothetimewhenhewrote.Thete㎜appearsjustonceinhis"Jinsei

niaiwatarutowananinoiizo"人 生 に 相 渉 る とは 何 の 謂 ぞ(1883);butin"Naibuseimeiron"内

部 生 命 論(1893),inthesectionentitled"BungeiisNotDiscussion"(β 卿gθ1wα π)ηg∫η如 君砌 α耀

初'o文 芸 は 論 議iに あ らざ る こ と)heexpla血edthe"bungei"byadd㎞g,"Thete㎜is㎞ctionally

equivalentto`purebunga㎞'."39hhisotherwntingsheusedthela杭erte㎜ 丘equentlγAshis

34[.κ 〃o〃zz〃 α]τδんoんz♂zθ刀3勉7,vol.2,P.26.

35ThenameofTaineappearsinareviewofSekineMasanao's3乃 δ3θ醜5鰍 δ,entitled"Bungakushi

nodaiitcha㎞waidetari"文 学 史 の 第 一 着 は 出 た り([K"α 翩 周 拓 厭 〃zθ η訥 距,vol。1,p.256).

36ThisshiftinthemeaningKitamuraT6kokugavetheword"bungaku"inhiswritingprobablymarks

thedisappearancefヒomtheJapaneselanguageof"bungaku"inthesenseofrhetoric.Thismeaning

presumablydroppedoutbecausethedebateoverthebroadandnarrowmeaningsof``bungaku,"in

about1890,excludedtheissueofrhetoric;andbecauseitwasatroughlythistimethatrhetoriccame

toberefbrredtoab輻igaku美 辞 学,insuchworksasTakadaSanae's助 ∫g盈"(188g)orTsubouchi

Sh6y6's``B巧iron:k6"(肱3ε ぬ わ卿gα ん〃,January-Septemberl893).

37}㊨ 〃κグ'ノi'zα η ∫乃擁,p.296.

38[K〃 α〃2z〃o]:7「δんoんz∫z8η8乃 冴,vol.2,P.113.

39[1(∫1o〃 ～z〃α]:Z『δんoん 〃zθ 刀5乃冴,vol.2,P.244
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contrastingof``bungei"with"rongi"makesclea蔦``purebunga㎞"didnotmeantohimwhatitdid

toMikamiand艶katsuintheirハ 励o励 捌go肋3痂:beautyofstyle(伽 励 δ ゐ'文 章 美).Instead,it

wasequivalentto"artbunga㎞"asdistinguishedfセom"science[7'理]bunga㎞."Hiswayofusing

"purebunga㎞"wasprobablydedved丘omthatadoptedbyUchidaRoan
,sincehecouldhardly

waittoreadRoan'seruditeintroductiontothetopicof"bunga㎞"and,in"Bunga㎞ipPan"文 学

一 斑(1892)
,publishedanecstaticreviewofit.

UchidaRoan'sβ 朋gα 肋 彪 ραηbeginsbydiscussingthedefinitionof``bunga㎞"andthen

situatesvariousJapaneseworkswithinthatbroadcontext.Therangeofconcemissimilartothatof

comparativeliterature.Roan'saimwasunlikethatofthevanous"histohesofbunga㎞"discussed

above,andhismodeofthoughtdif陀redentirelyfヒomthehs.Attheveryoutsethenotedthatthe

te㎜"bunga㎞"hadhithertobeenusedinwaysthatmadenodistinctionbetweenitImdlearning

orwritingingeneral.FollowingBlaisePascal(1623-1662),hedividedhumanthoughtintothe

"mathematical"(
3囎o肋 磁 ∫3傭 δ 数 学 的 思 想).andthe"sentimental"σ δ加 惚 々 情 感 的),the

la賃erofwhichhede且nedasthesubstanceof"bmga㎞."40Re魚rdngtotheRussianliterarycdtic

Belinskii,hefU曲erdivided"bunga㎞"inthissenseintotwo:poe廿y("thatwhichgivessynthetic

expressiontoemotionalthought")andphilosophy("thatwhichexplainsthingsanal)沈ically") .41

Historyandcriticism,hespeci且ed,hadhithertobeenthe"expression"(勿 δ勿 ㎞ 表 白)ofthought

andhencebelongedtothedomainof``poetrジbutanalyticalthinldnghadmadesuchprogressthat

theynowcountedas``philosophy"

ThisdivisionresemblestheonemadebyMoriOgai,orbyMikamiSarjiandTakatsuKuwasabur6 ,

between"science(㎞ 科,万 理)b㎜ga㎞"and"頷bunga㎞."Howeve坦hiswayofrepresenting

allexpressionof"emotionalthought"伽 ⑳ θん15鰤)inte㎜sofitscen往alelement,poe啄may

wellbeclosetotheGe㎜anuseofthecounteΦa貢te㎜,"Dich杜lng."Apparently"Dich加ng"can

somet㎞esbeusedtorefbreventooralliterature.Gemlanromanticismtendedstronglytoassign

thefUndamentalpositionto"poetry"一anattitudethatpervadesHege1's(1770-1831)殉 〃θ3〃刀gθη

励 ε7∂1ε.45≠ 乃θ'1ん(1835).Thepracticeofcallingsuchmaterialasessays"philosophy"isalso

dehved丘omtheGe㎜anuseoftheword"Philosophie."UchidaRoanre角rredto``poe的"as

ノ〃〃3θ酌 卿go肋 純 正 文 学,42buthecalleditノ 跚 わ耀9α ん〃atthest飢ofthe``Poetry"sectionofhis

ChapterTwo:

加 伽go肋 純 文 学,i.e.,面 詩,is㎞owninEnglishas"poe廿y."Itsrangeis

extremelybroad,s血ceitincludesnotonlykanshiandwaka,butalso3θ η尠 δ 宣 命

[impehalorderswri賃eninJ3panese],η07'≠o祝 詞,ky6gen狂 言,ア δ@oん 〃謡 曲[noh

scripts],j6㎜i浄 瑠 璃,ぬ'訥 δ 台 帳[kabukiscripts],andsh6setsu小 説andア φ δ野

乗[legends].Allthesebelongtothedomainof"poetry."43

ThemodernEuropeanconceptof"b㎜ga㎞"doesnotincludesuchitemsas5θ η〃ηδor刀o吻

undertheheadingoflinguisticart.Itisprobablythosewhosubscribedtothebroaddefinitionof

40こ ノb乃∫∂∂1～oα ηzε η8乃π,vol.2,P.10.

41乙 な乃'ぬ ・Roαηzε η8痂7,vol.2,P.10.

42乙 ヒ乃∫∂b」Rooηzθ η5乃露,vol.2,P.16.

43乙 必乃'6ぬRooηzε 刀3乃谺,vol.2,P.20.
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"bunga㎞
,"inthema㎜erofMikamiSa両iorOwadaTakeki,whoweremoreinclinedtodoso.

PerhapsUchidaRoan'sclassi且cationalsohadsomethingtodowithFenollosa,whointerpretedart

inte㎜sofreligion.

However,Roanalsohadhisownreasonfbrit.Asheexplainedinhisintroduction,``bunga㎞"

studieshumanlifbandobservessociety.

1nactionitsmoothesthemightyhero'sturbidwavesofpassionandfbrriesmankind

acrosstothefarshore;intranquilityitquietstheseethingmind,overspreadsthe

secretsofallcreation,andilluminesthemysteriesoftheuniverse.噌

Theideathat``bunga㎞""studieshumanlifヒandobservessociety"isclosetothethoughtof

TsubouchiSh6y6in翫 δ5ε13〃3乃加z〃',butthereligiouscoloringofwhatfbllowsispronounced.

β跚go初 ψραηrevealsaninterestincomparingthe砌 斑mythswiththebiblicalBookofGenesis,

andinsuchacontexttherecognitionof3θ η尠 δandηo吻as"bunga㎞"isperhapsnots呻dsing.

Therhythmicalcharacteroftheirlanguage,too,makesthemeasyenoughtoac㎞owledgeas

lingUiStiCart.

TheweightRoangavetoreligiouselementsisvisiblealsoinhisravereview,pnblishedatalmost

thesametimeasthenovelitsel£ofK6daRohan's1砺 型 励 〃醜 風 流 仏.45Hisecstaticpraiseofthe

sceneinwhichthesculptorofbuddhaimages,intendingtocarveastatueoftheBuddha,carves

insteadthenakedbodyofthewomanhedesires,isinthespidtofSh6y6'sde価tionof"b㎜ga㎞"

aslinguisticart;butitdemonstratesthat,fbrhim,theidealwasrealisticportrayalofhumanlifb

andfbehng.hthisregard,Roan'sattitudeisclosetothatofIshibashiNingetsu,whodescribedthe

essenceof"b㎜ga㎞"asa"greatspid加alpresence."ItisnowonderthatKitamuraT6ko㎞,who

valuedthereligiousdimensionof``artbunga㎞,"shouldhaveadmiredB〃 ηgα㎞ ψρoη.

Letusconsidersomeother,roughlycontemporaryexamplesoftheuseof"a貢bunga㎞"and

"purebunga㎞
."Ih1891,theyearbefbreB〃 ηgα㎞ なψ αηappeared,TsubouchiSh6y6published

twoessaysintheNovemberissueof肱3θ ぬ 肋 ηgoん 〃:``Gaiko㎞bibunga㎞noyunyデ 外 国 美 文

学 の 輸 入and"Hon'ya㎞subekigaiko㎞bunga㎞"翻 訳 す べ き 外 国 文 学.Inthemhegavethe

te㎜[gα 伽 肋 伽go忽(fbreignbunga㎞)itsbroadmeaningandre魚rredto"emotionallyst仕 血g

whthlg"σ δ3加 〃o伽 ↑青趣 の 文)as"fbreign韻bunga㎞."46Ali丗elater驗kaseBun'en高 瀬

文 淵(1864-1940),activeasanovelistandcriticinthelatel890s,wroteas鉛llowsinanessay

entitled"B㎜ga㎞iken"文 学 意 見,whichheappendedtoanovelofhis(5励 ε刀!肱 緬 わα 詩 篇

若 葉)publishedin1893:"InrecentyearsthestimulusofEuropeanbunga㎞andtherevivalof

theb㎜ga㎞oftheGemo㎞pehodhavecausedanewnoweringofa曲unga㎞."47Thefbllowing

Noven:iber(1894)UedaKazutoshi,recentlyretumedfヒomstudyoflinguisticsinGe㎜anytothe

euphohaofvictoryintheSino-JapaneseWar,gavealectureentitled"Ko㎞gokeh㎞ ㎡tsuite"国

語 研 究 に 就 い て,onthe血tureofthestudyoftheJapaneselanguage(1の δ,January1885).Init

UedadistinguishedbetweenstudyoftheJapaneselanguageandstudyof``so-calledJapaneseart

44し ヒ乃'ぬ1～oαηzθ刀5乃冴,vol.2,PP.15-16。

45"Rohan-shino-F卿 劾 〃翻"露 伴 子 の 「風 流 仏 」,in肋 痂∂∂Ro砌5肋,p.151.

46[器 幼o〃c刎 翫 の δ3ε刀3枷 逍 遥 選 集,supplementaryvol.3,p.683.

47}a配 α∂aβ ∫㎎ ソδ,」聴痂わo∫痂 ノ〉加gθ`3z4,1ね んα8εBz〃ゼεη5勉7,p.354.
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bunga㎞,orpurebunga㎞."48

UedaKazutoshiissuedhisopinionf士omtheperspectiveofEuropeanlinguistics,whichstudied

spokenlanguagesandclearlyassumedtheoppositiondrawnbymodernlinguisticnationalism

betweenLatinandeachcountry'svemacularlanguage.Therefbrehelamented,"Atthisvery

momentnoimperialdecreecanbeissued,noessaybewrittenexceptinChinese,"49soundingvery

muchasthoughherefhsedtorecognizethe肋 肋 躍 アo吻 漁 ぬ 謝styleasJapaneseatall.Thus

inh㎞modernEuropeanlinguisticnationalismco可oinedwiththeんo肋gα 初contentionthatthe

languageofancientJapanwaspureJapanese.Needlesstosa)～thissortofr(オectionof`℃hinese"

i帥oredthereali取thattheancienti㎜i匹antstoJapanhadspokenand繍enCh㎞ese ,andthat

fbrlongcenturiesthereafteragreatmanyChinesewordshadpenetratedthespokenlanguageof

theco㎜onpeople.

Atthesametime,theexpressions御3〃1わ 〃刀gαた〃純 粋 文 学andノ 〃功 観gα 勧 醇 文 学appeared

in聴ubouchiSh6y6's"Sens6tobunga㎞"戦 争 と文 学(1切 δ,January-March1895) .Itseems

toberoughly廿omthenonthatthete㎜"purebunga㎞"begantoreplace"a貰bunga㎞.""A眈

bunga㎞"suggestsmatedalofany㎞dwd廿eninana貢isticstyle.Perhaps"purebunga㎞"was

角lttobemoresuitablefbrthepuΦoseofdistinguishinglinguistica哺omtheconceptofbunga㎞

inthebroadsense.

7.2.2 TheControversyover``HardLiterature,,跏d``SoftI.iterature,,

Letusretumto1890・InMay;justwhenthecontroversyover碗5勿m〃20η09α 孟α7∫began ,the

Min'yαsha民 友 社cdtic抛kekoshiSans&竹 越 三 叉(1865-1950)askedin"1面rjitsunobunga㎞"近

日 の 文 学,"Howarewetoimp觚greatandl面ythoughtintotheworldofbunga㎞?・Citingthe

idealsofhumanity,heproposedthat,by"dispo賁ingitselfintherea㎞oftheideal,"bunga㎞

shouldproperlyguidethepeopleonthepathtoprogress.50Thefbllowingyear,in"Bunga㎞kaino

ke賃en"文 学 界 の 欠 点,肱kekoshimadehimselfclearer,explainingthat"huma㎡ty"(ヒ ュ ー マ ニ

テ ィ ー)meant"thegreatwayofhuman免elings"(η 吻 δ ηoぬ'あ 人 情 の 大 道),inotherwords ,

theidealsof"dutyand角eling"(9'7'η 吻 δ 義 理 人 情),丘eedom(ノ 軅 自 由),andeqμality@δ あ

平 等),andthatthesewerevitaltothe"humanrevolution"(伽g劭 肋 ㎞1η ε'人 間 革 命)thatwould

加mthemtobuildingup"theco㎜onpeople,i.e.,the魚mily"働 厭 繍5〃 跚 祕 纏 〃J・国

民 即 ち 家 庭).51ThroughouttheMeOiand血ish6periods,thetermsノ'〃 〃2'η人 民and如 肋 〃加 国

民werepreciselysynonymous,anditwasatthistimethatthete㎜ 厭 〃醜伽o伽g漁(bunga㎞

fbrthepeople)begantoemerge.Naturally,hlthecaseofんo勧 碗 η 刀oわ 〃ηgα㎞ ,Takekoshiused
"bunga㎞"inthesames

enseasτb㎞tomiSoh6.

In1892,in"Kongononanbunga㎞"今 後 の 軟 文 学(aninstallmentofhis``B㎜wasOso㎞"文

話 数 則colu㎜,publishedunderthenameSansaGyor6三 叉 漁 郎intheSundaysupplementto

κ∂肋 〃伽3伽 伽 η,October23),肱kekoshidivided"bunga㎞"into"hard"(硬)and"so食"(軟) .52

4800痂 α∫〈㊨oわ 〃配1,乙 尨4α.㎞zzπ05痂,伽9α}初c痂,Fz{ノ1oん α3α んzμα厂δ8乃 冴
,P.115.

4900痂 α'八 励oわ 〃〃7∫,乙尨ぬ ・κ∂zz4'08痂,」 晦9α}色 ∫c痂,・Fz410ん α3α んz〃α厂δ5乃 π,P.114.

50ル 〃η)ノ冴8乃oゐz4ηgα んz43乃 谺,pp.123-24.

51ハ4ノ 刀1ソπ5乃015z4ηgoんz43痂7,pp.124-25.

52NagafUchiTomoedemonstrated(``T6kokuwa`nanbungaku'odaibenshitanoka")thatthe且rstuse
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Thisideasta貢edadebate.Itcanbesu㎜ahzedasbllows."Thecuπentdeclineofso負bunga㎞"

means,intheabsenceofany"idealists(鷹 δ一加 理 想 派),"thedeclineofthe``色eblebunga㎞of

therealists(3砌 ●'醜一乃α 写 実 派).Thewaytobreakthroughthisimpasseistherefbretoremedy

"s面bunga㎞'s"lackofanyelementof"philosophicalthought"or"thoughtconceminghuman

li琵(humanityヒ ュ ー マ ニ テ ィー)'Linotherwords,tomixinto"s面bunga㎞"elementsofthe

"hard
."肱kekoshi'spositionwasclearlyanextensionofthewamingissuedbyenlighte㎜ent-

mindedcriticsinthewinterofl889againstthe``novelsofhumanfbelings,"centeredasthey

wereontheaf驚ctionsofmenandwomen,publishedbywriterslikeOzakiK6y6.Thethesisof

suchcdticswasthatbunga㎞wasina"stateofcollapse"φ 姻goん 〃 妙oん 〃3〃∫38醜 文 学 極 衰 説).

Theseproponentsof"hardbunga㎞"reco㎜ended㎞steadcdtiquesofsocialissuesandofhisto琢,

the"historicalperspective"(謝 π)η 史 論)so魚voredbyMin'》 碩shamembers,andpa面cularly

c㎡tiquesofhistodcal且gures.Theirdistinctionbetween"hardbunga㎞"ofthiskindandthe"so丘

bunga㎞"oflinguisticart,especiallythenoveI,resemblestheonebetween"sciencebunga㎞"

and"a曲unga㎞,"orUchidaRoan's(inB〃 ηgα肋 勿 砌between"philosophy"and"poe廿y."

Ihcontentitmerelyrepeatedtheideathat"bunga㎞"shouldlead"thepeople."However,the

propositionthat``bungaku"㎞thebroadsensecouldbedividedinto``hard"and``soft,"thatthe
"hard"wassupehor

,andthatthesuccessofthe``hard"wouldmeanprogressfbr``bunga㎞"asa

whole,becametheo切ectofrepeatedchticism.S励o㎜essonbothsideskeptthedebategoing

fbrove「ayeaL

Kita㎜raT6ko㎞launchedthea枕ackin"Burkaikir囁6"文 界 近 状(November1892).Ofthis

usagehewrote,"ltisnotatallpleasingtoseewords丘omthepro魚neworld一 血atofgove㎜ent

andpolitics-draggedintoadiscussionofleadershipinthesacredworldofb㎜ga㎞."53His

expression"thesacredworldofbunga㎞"nodoubtreHectshisidealisticsearchfbrreligious

㎞spirationin"aバor``purebunga㎞,"whilehisprotes跏utte㎜srelatingtogove㎜ent,and

soon,probablyre飴rstothete㎜inologyusedbythehard-liners(`olgα 緬 対 外 硬)withrespect

toreマisionoftheunequaltreatiesandthesituationontheKoreanpeninsula.Sixmonthsorso

later,ModOgaiwrotemoc㎞glyin``M㎜ei-shinikotaurusho"無 名 氏 に 答 ふ る 書(May1893),

"Hehasnoideathatthehardcanbe飴 ㎜dina丘isticwdtingandtheso丘in魚ctualwdting
.Heis

hilarious."541nasimilarmood,UchidaRoanwrotein"Konnichinosh6setsuoyobish6setsuka"

今 日 の 小 説 及 び 小 説 家(July1893),"Thisideathatbunga㎞isdividedintohardandso丘isno

dotibtanewdiscoverybythesegreatsagesofJapan.'う55

Neve曲eless,thete㎜s"hardbunga㎞"and"so丘bunga㎞"seemgra(沁allytohavegained

acceptance.Thedebateemphasizedthatthe"novelsofhumanfbelings"bysuchwritersasOzaki

K6y6wereinthesamelineageasthe]b㎞gawa-period刀 吻 励o刀 人 情 本,andthishelpedto

co面 ㎜theuseofthete㎜``so且bunga㎞"tore色rbothtogε3α ん〃 且ctionandtonovelsthatdealt

ofthete㎜sん δ 伽 ηgα ん〃andη αη わ耀gα ん〃occursinthis"Bunwas貢soku"columnbyTakekoshi.The

Nagaftlchiarticlediscussestheん δ15z4η9α1をz〃初αη わz4η9αん〃controversyatlengthandreft1testheac-

ceptedideathatKitamuraT6ko㎞advocatedηo肋 〃ηgα ん㍑.

53[κ 〃o〃2z〃o]7δ んoん 〃zθ η5痂7,vol.2,P.76.

54[M∂ 川(7gα'zθ η5枷,vol.23,p.208."Mumei-shinikotaurusho"waslaterpublishedin踏 〃鯲 〃5α 月

草,withsomedeletionsandunderarevisedtitle.

55乙1と 乃'6劾Roα η ∫乃廊,P.172.
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withmaUersoflove.Forexample,ChapterThree("Nanpabunga㎞tose勾ish6setsu"軟 派 文 学

と政 治 小 説)ofKat6肱keo's加 藤 武 雄 娩 グ'肱 納 δ 枷 〃gα初 ηo廨 初 ㎞ 明 治 大 正 文 学 の 輪 郭

(1926)containsthesubheading"To㎞gawabunga㎞nozant6"徳 川 文 学 の 残 党,andtheauthor

refbrstoearlyMe輻igε50ん 〃丘ctionas刀 卿 ρα 伽 ηgα初 軟 派 文 学.56Similarl頭n%`o肋3乃'刀o〃7癜

Mε グ酌 〃ηぬ η 私 の 見 た 明 治 文 壇,NozakiSabun野 崎 左 文wroteoftherep頒ers鉛rtheminor

newspapersofearlyMe輯itimes,"Mostwerepractitionersofso位bunga㎞,ontheorderofg邵o肋

wdters,kabukiplaywdghts,andhaikaiorwakapoets."57Thete㎜ 刀砌 伽gα 肋appearseven

todayinmostmiddlingorlargerJapanesedictionaries,althoughthedefinitionsgivenfbritvary.

Manyaspectsofthedebateover"hardbunga㎞"and"so食bunga㎞"areworthnoting,even

a且erthesete㎜sbecameestablished.F廿st,althoughthedebateattheoutsetconcemedthequestion

ofwhat``softbunga㎞,"i.e.,linguisticart,shouldbe,ittendedmoreandmoretowardtheprimacy

ofthe"historicalperspective"(3肋o刀)overlinguisticart.Theso-called"Jinseis6sh6rons6"人

生 相 渉 論 争controversybetweenKitamuraT6ko㎞andYam鄒Aizanwentfbrwardinthevery

middleofthisdebate.i血m勾iAizan's"RaiNobomoron-zu"canbesaidtorepresentthe㎞d

ofcntiqueofhistohcal且guresso魚voredbyMin'》 碩shamembers.Neartheverybegi㎜ingofit

Aizanwrote,"Wht㎞gisabusiness,"thusprovo㎞gahypersensitivereaction廿omT6ko㎞.Inthe

backgroundofthisassertionlayAizan'sdismissalof"softbunga㎞,"inotherwords,something

approachingadismissalofa丘itselfT6ko㎞hirnselfresolvedthema杭erinaIogicalmamerin

his"ShOky6totetsuga㎞towabunga㎞nogenso"宗 教 と哲 学 とは 文 学 の 原 素(5跏 加 ηo'o脚

zα∬ 痂 聖 書 之 友 雑 誌,1893)158The"bunga㎞"atissueinthiscasewassynonymouswith"art

bungaku."

AnothermatterworthnotingisthechangeinUchidaRoan'spositiononthesu切ect.Inthe

controversyover乙 ηご肋 ∫70澀oηogα 如 ガ,RoanhadtakenthesideofTsubouchiSh6y6's5乃 δ5θな〃

8痂 ηz〃∫,butinthecourseofpraisingK6daRohan's1砺 リノ励 〃お〃totheskiesandstressingreligious

contentinβ 跏gα 初 卯 αη,heseemstohavepartedcompanywithexclusiveallegiancetorealistic

depictionofhumanlifbandfbeling.Hetendedmoreandmoretoattackanyattitudethenin魚shion.

In``Konnichinosh6setsuoyobish6setsuka"anditssequ.e1,``Futatabiko㎜ichinosh6setsukao

ron-zu"(September1893),RoanwnteharshlyofKuroiwaRuik6's黒 岩 涙 香adaptations(加 η'伽

翻 案)offbreigndetectivenovelsandthe"citytoughnovels"伽o励'η3乃 δ3θ醜 撥 鬢 小 説)

ofMurakamiNam廿o㎞,and,placing驗menagaShunsuiintheircompany,hemadeclearhis

dis即provalofco㎜ercialism.59

56Kat6Takeo1926.

57Togawa1998-99,vol.1,p.5.

58[1(〃 α7η〃70]τ δんoん〃zθ η5肋,voL2,p.182.In``BunkaikirU.6"(1892)T6kokuwrote([κ"o溺 〃厂α]

7δ んoん 〃zε 刀8觴,vol.2,p.77),"SomecallJapanthelandofZen.Indeed,inJapan,Zenisthem句or

constituentelementofphilosophy,bungaku,andreligion."Placedthiswayirlaseriesthatincludes

philosophyandreligion,"bungaku"presumablyre色rstothecategoryofわ 晒 〃ηg盈 〃 美 文 学(artlit-

erature).T6kokumanifbstedherethedesiretopursueaわ ∫わ跚gα ん〃thatembracedphilosophicaland

religiouselements.Hecombinedthisわ 酌 耀gα ん〃withbungakuinthebroadsense.

59KitamuraT6koku'scaseissomewhatdiffbrent.In"Bunkaiy6h6"(1892)and"Bunkaij導i3"(1883),

aproposofthe"collapseofthenovel"(訥 δ5ε∫5〃 ηoゆoん 〃8〃'小 説 の 極 衰),hetreatedMurakami

Namiroku's瀚 んαz〃ん∫and}わ 航oη00〃7砌 奴 の お 万asbelongingtothecategoryof"bungaku."In

contrast,undertheheadingofthe``voguefbrdetectivenovels"in``Bunkaij茆3,"hedeclaredthis
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Athirdma廿ertonoteisthattheideaof"bunga㎞fbrthepeople"(厭 罐 η 枷 刀gα切had

becomequitecurrent.Inananonymouscontributiontothe"Bunkaigensh6-kainai"文 界 現

象 一海 内in%8θ ぬ 枷 ηgo肋(AprilI893),TsubouchiSh6y6questionedtheideaofseparating

politicsf士ombunga㎞inthesewords:"Politicalphenomenaandliteraryphenomenabothreveal

theworkingsofthenationalspiritintheirtime."Onewhoreads5乃 δ3ε醜5痂 ηz〃∫asadeclaration

oftheindependenceofbunga㎞fセompoliticsandethicsmightwelltakethisfbrachangeof

position。SurelyitshouldbeclassifledasoneofSh6y6's``conversions"(18鴻 δ 転 向),tobeset

alongsidehisgivingupthenovel,themostadvancedgenreofall,inorderto"improve"drama,the

mostbackward.IqamuraT6ko㎞'s"Ko㎞mintoshis6"国 民 と思 想(1893)nodoubtshowsthe

ir[且uenceofthissortofthihkゴng.

Theef〔b丘tolimhelevelof"bunga㎞fbrthepeople"continued.In1895,inthecontextofthe

heightenednationalismcharactensticoftheperiodsurroundingtheSino-JapaneseWar,Kaneko

Um頃 金 子 馬 治(Chi㎞sui筑 水,1870-1937)adoptedaromanticperspectivein"Ko㎞min

bunga㎞tosekaibunga㎞'ラ 国 民 文 学 と世 界 文 学.UchidaRoan,fbrhispart,began"Sengono

bunga㎞(ko㎞minoshitekiunnij6-zeshimeyo)"戦 後 の 文 学(国 民 を し て 機 運 に 乗 ぜ し め よ)

bywriting:

Thewariswon.Ahalf=developednationofEastAsiahasleaptintothecompany

ofthedevelopednations.Underthesec廿cumstances,everythingofours-our

㎞owledge,飢,andtec㎞ology[わ 〃ηgε'gグ 鳩 〃 文 芸 技 術],ofcourse,buteverything

elsethatanyofusdo-mustbeworthyofafirst-classnation.

Hecontinued,``Victoryinwargivescolossalstrengthtothepeople,andthepeopletumthisstrength

toworksofpeace";and,`『Nowthatweareguarantorsofpeace,wemustbecomegreatteachers,

spreadingcivilizationthroughouttheworld."ForRoan,thetaskwastob血gJapan's"spid枕lal

civilization"toworldlevel,indeedtodevelopittoapositionofworldIeadership.Thereismore

thanalittleexaggerationinallthis,ofcourse,butthecoreissuewasthat``Wemustnowadvanceto

thepointofbeinginreali句a且rst-classnationinte㎜sofliterarya丘andofscience."60

gemetobeaddressedsolelyto"thepeopleatlarge"(g畝o江 湖)([1("α 〃2〃70]7δ ん欲 〃zθ η8勧,vol.2,

P.218).

In"Bunga㎞shatonamh6"(1894),UchidaRoancitedKitamuraT6ko㎞'s節 厂o砌oん 〃 蓬 莱 曲as

proofthatthencurrentdramawas``completelyincomprehensibleandexcessivelyloftyininspiration.

Howcouldanyordinarybrain,"heasked,``producesuchmightilypoeticstuff?Itisundisciplined

andalltangledup"(し 励'ぬRoα ηzθ η3加,vol.2,p.274)."Bungakushatonanlh6"issympatheticto

drama,butRoandidnotrate五1δ 厂α∫左yoん 〃highly.

ForadetaileddiscussionofKitamuraT6ko㎞'schangingviewof"bungaku"andchanginguse

oftheword,seeSuzukiSadami2004b.InmodemJapan,generalIythenotionofhumanitiesand且ne

artwasnotseparatedfヒomreligionbefbretheemergenceofscientificsocialism.SeeSuzukiSadami

2005b.

60翫 痂 ぬRoα η3觴,pp.184-89.ThiscalltodevelopthespiritualcivilizationofJapantoward

supremacyoverallotherpeopleswasprobablyinfluencedbyLeopoldvonRanke's(1795-1886)

conceptionofthe``greatnation."Neartheendof``Sengonobungaku"RoanmentionedvonRanke

attheheadofthefbllowinglament:``Thenineteenthcenturybeganwiththetyrannyofthedespot

Napoleon,buthardlyanythingremainsofitnow.VbnRankehaspassedawayalready,Renanisgone,
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Roan'stalkofわ 捌gε1gグ 〃醜presumablyrefbrstogo肋 醒oη,gθ グ〃醜,andg吻 醜(leaming,

art,tec㎞ology)."Militaryaf飽irsandbunga㎞areeqμallyhumanconcerns,"hewrote,meaning

by"bunga㎞"(orsothecontextsuggests)thesamethingas伽gε'gゆ 醜,i,e.,"bunga㎞"in

thebroadsense.Elsewhere,asinhisexhortationto``makethestrengthgainedfセomthewarwork

towardthedse6f伽gε1,"heapparentlymeantbythislastte㎜thecombinationof伽gα ん〃and

gグ 〃醜,meaningthecategoryof"bunga㎞"inthenarrowsensecombinedwithart(勿 〃嫐).His

useofthesete㎜sshowsthattheword"bunga㎞"wasnotyet釦llycurrentinitsres丗ctedmeaning

oflinguisticart.

Fu曲er,thete㎜ 初 伽1η 伽gα 肋occursinapassageof"Wiaga㎞niged(onnobungeikai

niokeruhihy6kanoho㎜u"(勧 δ,June1897)by肱kayamaCho衂,whowroteof"raising

thebarmerofbunga㎞fbrthepeople""丘omthestandpointofthepeopIethemselves."61This

propositionisbasedontheideathatindividualself=awarenessisequivalenttoself=awarenessasa

constituentmemberofthenation.Thefbllowingyear,in"Sh6setsuka㎞shinnojiki"小 説 革 新 の

時1幾,T翫kayamaChogyUmadeapointofarguingthattherealistnovel(3吻"醜8乃 δ3θ醜)ofthe

kindTsubouchiSh6y6hadcalledfbrin5乃 δ5θお〃訥1ηz〃 ノwasinadiffbrentline.

Finally,inl898,inresponseto加 ㎜oilinthepoliticalworld,UchidaRoanpublished"Se哲i

sh6setsuotsukumbekikqjiki"政 治 小 説 を 作 る べ き 好 時 機,inwhichheurgednovelistsfbra

whiletoabandonthe"sacred㎜iverseoflove"62and,atleastatthelevelofT6kaiSanshiorOzaki

Ga㎞d6尾 崎 咢 堂,totakeupinthe"politicalnovel"theanticsofthepoliticians.Itisnotthathe

meanttor(jectthelovenovel.However,hisinsistenceonthenecessityofthepoliticalnovelshows

howfarhehadstrayedbynowfヒomthe5%δ8ε 嫐8伽z〃 ノline.Still,Roanhimselfpursuedsuch

worksasRδ 訪 ψ 老 車 夫(1898),whichevokes血esPidtofthoselivinginthelowe「dePths,and

珍 肋 陀g癜 破 垣(1901,banned),whichdescdbesthedegeneracyoftheanstocracγFromabout

l8970n,workslikethesecametobere免rredtoas"socialnovels"(3加 ㎞'3伽 餾 〃 社 会 小 説).

Thiswasthetimewhensocialistthoughtbegantopenetratethepoliticalnovel,andthetwobecame

almostindistinguishable.

andlikewiseTaine,Stendhal,andTennyson.Theworldofthespiritisdesolate,inhabitedasitisnow

byonlytwoorthreeshadowyfb㎜s."Fi負eenyearslater,vonRanke'sidealofapeace飾1"greatna-

tion"wouldinnuencethefb㎜ationofYbshinoSa㎞z6's吉 野 作 造ideasandreappearaskintothose

ofUkitaKazutami浮 田 和 民,whocontributedsomuchtotheriseof"Taish6democracy."Inthe

periodsurroundingtheJapanesea皿exationofKorea,Ukitarq曾ectedmilitary,political,oreconomic

dominationofanothercountryinanessayentitledR加 漉 θん〃 θ∫んoん〃5伽g・'(1909)andonthatbasishe

wentontoadvocatetheideaofemployingmoralsuasion.Thirtyyearslater,Ukita'sideasre-emerged

inadi衡ent鉤 ㎜,togetherwithvonRanke'sname,intheconceptionofpeacefUl,moraldominion,

倉eeofanystrugglefbrpower,advocatedbyNishidaKitar6inhis1丶 励o〃 ろ襯 んα ηoη20刀 ぬ ∫(1940).

A血 曲erthreeyearslaterthesameideas,trans鉛 ㎜edagain,werepresentedinadiscussionamong

youngscholarsoftheKyotoschool-adiscussionentitled"SekaitekitachibatoNihon"世 界 的 立 場

と 日 本 一asunderlyingtheconceptionof"moralenergy"supportingtheideaoftheGreaterEastAsia

Co-ProsperitySphere.

61Zbん 礎ソo〃20C乃09γ 乞7,3α 〃δ ハ々 )η01z"o,ノ4η 〔～5αん'Clz(珈,7Z)わo厂 ∫C乃 ∫んzグ涜8乃 乞7,P.19.

62θ ヒ乃'6ぬRoα η5・乃彦,P.199.
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7.2.3 WhatWasatIssue

Itisimpossibletograspm句orchangesinconceptsandideassimplybyexaminingthewords

usedbyprofbssionalwritersandscholarsofW6stemlearning,andthevocabularyofuniversity

organization;yetunlessonedoesso,themeaningofwhatwaswrittenthen,andtheattitude

towardthetimesimplicitinthosewritings,willremainfbreverobscure.Letuslookbackoverthe

controversiesofthel880sand1890sthroughthewindowoftheconceptof``bunga㎞."

First,itisclearbynowthattheseriesofcontroversieswhicharoseinthe1880spittedthe

proponentsof``bunga㎞"inthebroadsenseagainstthosewhosoughttopromoteitinthenarrow

one.ThenovelisticidealproposedbyYanoRyUkei,whichwasfbundedonthebroadmeaningof

"bunga㎞
,"assumedawidereadership,put"ente丘ai㎜ent"㎏07呶includinga丘)且rst,andgave

secondplacetoenlighte㎜entoreducation.Incon廿ast,theidealbasedonthenaπowmea血g

of"bunga㎞"aslinguisticartsought,丘omwithinthatconcept,tomakeanissueof"religion'り

and"philosophy,"andtendedtorq.ecttheelementof"ente丘ai㎜ent."Atissuewithrespectto

``bunga㎞"weretherefbre``political"thoughtand``education";``entertai皿nent";and``religion"or

``philosophy
."

Itissurelyaccuratetoconsiderthat,atthetime,the"bunga㎞"we㎞ownow-theonecarrying

thenaπowmea血goflinguistica貰 一wasstilllatentwithinthebroadersenseofthete㎜,d面ing

uncertainlyamongtheripplesoflanguage.Inotherwords,thedebatesofthosedaysconcernedthe

倉ameworkoftheconcept.Forjustthatreasonthiswholecomplexofissues-therelationshipof

"bunga㎞"topoliticsandsocie以tophiIosophyandreligion
,to"ente丘ainment,"thescopeofthe

audienceaddressed,theproperattitudetowardcreationfbrpay-werethrustfbrwardveryfヒarlkly

indeed.Thatiswhyalmostalltheissuesdebatedrepeatedlyduringthelaterhistoryofliteraryart

canbefbundamong山eminphmitivefb㎜.

In1890,amidallthesedebates,OzakiK6y6wasprobablyaloneinmaintainingtheconviction

heexpressedintherhetodcalqμestion,"Dotheynot㎞owthatsomeonewithonlyatinygarden

seesnomorethanthatgarden?"Aftergainingearlyrecognition,YamadaBimy6decidedthatitwas

toosoonfbrhimtowritepoetr脇andthatheneededtodevotehimselfinsteadtore且ntnghisthought.

K6daRohanshowedinterestinreligiousdeptha:ndmoralconcems,whileTsubouchiSh6y6and

Fut包bateiShimeigaveupwritingnovelsandlapsedintosilence.AsOchiHanloobserved,allthese

writersfacedthequestionofwhat``bunga㎞"isandwhatitshouldbe.Asoneofthewriterswho

identi且edthiscrisisprecisel》 もOchicitedIshibashiNingetsuin"S(ヵitsuron"(Marchl890).Ochi

wrote,``Itisclearthatthematterradicallyatissuewasart(g8グ 〃醜),andespeciallythequestionof

whatwasbunga㎞."63

0chiHanlowasnotwrongaboutthis.Peoplewereindeedquestioningthenatureofart,and

especiallyofbunga㎞.AtthecenteroftheirinterestlaytheproblemofIshibashiNingetsu's

``S句●itsuron"andtheproblemsofimaginationandrealism
,spiritandreality.However,thequestions

ofwhatartis,andespecia11ywhatbunga㎞is,werenotbeingaskedwithintherangeofbunga㎞

aslinguisticart.Noonewasinquiring,withrespecttoanyparticular,establishedgenre,howthat

gemeshouldrelatetoente血i㎜ent,education,religion,orphilosophWhatrelationshipitshould

63QuotationsinthisparagraphareffomOchil975,PP.200-209.
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havewiththestate,orwhatanovelwrittenfbrthepeopleatIarge@∫ η3褫)shouldbe.YanoRy且kei

insistedona"bunga㎞fbrthepeople"伽 伽2'η 伽g漁)basedupon"bunga㎞"inthebroad

sense.Preciselyfbrthatreason,thecontroversysurrounding乙 帽 訪 吻 配oηogα 艀1assimilatedthe

ideasofthenewly-launched"historyofJapanesebunga㎞"gerreanddevelopedatthesametime

intoadebateover"bunga㎞fbrthepeople."

Thel890sconceptionof"popularbunga㎞"ofcoursere免rredto"bunga㎞"inthebroad

sense.Itwas㎞ 加newiththeM噸sha'sconce舳rtheco㎜onpeople(乃 伽 励 ㎎ 坪 民

主 義),anditwascloselylinkedatthesametimetopopularenlighte㎜entandr曲 ㎜(嫐 伽

ηo舵 砌 δ 初'㎞ ㎞ 国 民 の 啓 蒙 改 革),i.e.,toculturalnationalismInshort,thedebatewasone

that且mdamentallyquestionedthefUllrangeofscholarly㎞owledge(:go初g8'z8η 嬬 学 芸 全 体).

職estilli㎜a財enotionoflin即istica丘wasthere鉛reshakentoitsめundations.Whterswho

hadbeguntheircareers㎞theyearssurround㎞gl887underthein血uenceofTsubouchiSh6y6's

肋 δ5ε醜 訥 耽 〃',andevenSh6y6himself;wereobligedbythisdebate-onewhollyextemaltothe

notionoflillguisticart-torecognizethedecisivelimitationsoflinguisticartintheguiseofpure

realism(3吻 ●'醜5加g'写 実 主 義).Theconceptionofthenovelsetoutin5%δ5ε 醜5伽z〃'now

revealeditsmakeshiftcharacter。

Withrespecttoextemalconceptsandinternals恤cture,thatconceptionwasstillwholly

unre且ned.Asaviewofartitamountedtonomorethanadevice.ThatiswhyT合 亘bouchiSh6y6

himselfwentthrough"conversion"(1θ 厭 δ 転 向)a丘er"conversion,"andwhythewritershehad

insp廿ed鉛 ㎜dtheirideasabout"bunga㎞"sehouslyinquestion.Shakenthoughtheywereby

thecontroversy,theirsensibilitywasnotespeciallyacute;norwasOzakiK6y6'seventhoughhe

remainedunshaken.Presumably,onlyOza短K6y6retaineda且 ㎜ideaoflinguistica丘.However,

whathethoughtisnotatissuehere.Theissueisasfbllows.

Forexample,in1892K6daRohan(who,despitechiminginwithhisowntaIkofhumanlifb .

and飴elings,keptdistancebetweenhimselfand翫 δ8ε醜5伽z切completedG(ッ 跏o'δ 五 重 塔,

whichrecaststhemen嶮li取oftheTb㎞gawa-pehodcaΦenter血te㎜softheethicsofthemodem

cra丘sman.UchidaRoan'sunderstandingof"bunga㎞,"withitsromanticaspects,shi丘edagreat

dealinthepresenceoftheSino-J即aneseWarandthesocialchangethatfbllowedit.Moreover,the

heavytaxationi甜oduceda丘erthewarincreasedthenumberoftenant魚 ㎜ersandud)anpaupers,

whosefatebecamea"socialproblem'りt畑tinspiredasuccessionof``ideafiction"(㎞ ηηθη3乃 δ3θ飆

観 念 小 説)and"misery且ction"(傭 研3乃 δ3ε醜 悲1参 小 説).ExamplesareIzumiKy6ka's"Yak6

junsa"夜 行 巡 査and"Gekashitsu"外 科 室(1895);Oguh而y6's小 栗 風 葉"Renbonagashi"

恋 慕 な が し(1894);andHirotsuRyUr6's広 津 柳 浪"Hemeden"変 目 伝(1895).Soon,eventhe

Ken'yUshaleaderOzakiK6y6cametowdte∫(碗 倣'ア α3加 金 色 夜 叉(1897-1903,u㎡inished),

whichevokesaworldruledbymoney.To㎞tomiRoka'sHり'o'og∫3〃 不 如 帰(1898-99)becamethe

且rstofaplethoraof"魚milynovels"(初'θ'3乃 δ3θ飆 家 庭 小 説)withpolitical,social,orintellectual

content.Thesete㎜s(㎞ η刀θ励 δ3ε醜,伽 励 δ5θ醜,厩13乃 δ鮪 〃,andsoon)arenomorethan

vague,joumalisticjargon,butwhiletheworkstowhichtheyre魚rassumetheviewof"bunga㎞"

aslinguisticart,alltheseworksalsomakeapointoftakingupburgeoningsocialproblems.Inthat

sense,thenarrowconceptionof"bunga㎞"hadmadeam司.orshimoanewIeveI,one飴rremoved

仕omthatof翫 δ8餾 〃5伽z〃 ∫.Higuchilchiy6樋 ロ ー 葉(1872-1896)emergedasawriterinthe

verymiddleofthisprocess.
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Mostofthe"politicalnovels"writtentendedtowardsocialistviews,andsincethismeant

attackingsocietyasitreallywas,theyseemtoblendeasilywiththekindofworkdevotedto

linguisticart.Fromabout1898tol904,thereappearedadistinctgroupofworks-oneoften

placedundertheheading``earlynaturalism"(5鯱 θη8加g'自 然 主 義)一thata枕emptedtoconvey

therealityofthedepthsofsociety.Butisthatdesignationnotmeaningless,aflerall?Isnottheidea

thatthemodemJapanesenoveloriginatedin5乃 δ5ε醜8痂 刀z〃ノsimplyanapproximationderived

仕omthefixednotionthatJapan'smodernperiodbeganwhenmodemEuropeanideasenteredthe

country?Regardingthesequestions,thereadershouldrefヒrtoChaptersNineandTen.

Onemorematterremainstobediscussed,concemingso-called"earlynaturalism":Takayama

ChogyU'sstatement,inhis"Bitekiseikatsuoron-zu"美 的 生 活 を 論 ず(1901)that"Whenall

issaidanddone,thegreatestpleasureinli角isinstinctualdesire[5のo初 性 欲]."64Atthetime

thecharacter3θ1性co㎜onlyre免 πedto"inbomna傭e"(伽 吻 本 性),ratherthan,asn蝋

to"sex."By3のo肋,whichnowmeans``sexualdesire,"ChogyUtherefbremeantallhuman

instinctualbehaviorPerhapsthisstance,whichmightbecalled加 ηηδノ冴50㎞8加9'本 能 充 足 主 義

(advocacyofinstinc加alfUl且1㎞ent),couldbesaidtoplaytheroleofgivingabiologicalcontent

(thatofthehuman"instincts")to"humanfbelings"(η 勿 δ),i.e.,thepassions(わo朋 δ)upheldin

働 δ3θ醜3痂 ηz〃1asthepropers呵ectfbrrealism(汐 吻'1醜).Afterdiscussingmanymoredebates

over"bunga㎞,"wewillhaveoccasiontopursuethisma廿erfh曲erinll.2.

Figure16ChangesintheNovelfヒomtheLateI880sto1900s

Whattheseasonofcontroversyofthe1890sdemandsofusisnotthatweshouldpeerinto

itthroughthewindowof``bunga㎞"inthenarrowsense.Ontheotherhand,wewillnodoubt

considerhowthenotionoflingu.isticart,violentlyshakenffomtheoutside,changedanddeveloped

thereaf㌃erwithinitself:W6willseehowtherelationshipsbetween``bunga㎞"inthenarrowsense

andpoliticalandsocialethics,religionandphilosoph》 ～orpleasureandeducation,werediscussed

withinthenarrow"bunga㎞"itsel角towhatsortofworkstheserelationshipsgavedse;andho癶

647汐 ん`{vα1"oC乃og瞬,3α 〃δ翫)ηo痂 ∫o,/肋ε3αん'C乃(物,7bわ αガC痂 んz癖3乃 冴,p.81.
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byassimilatingelementsoftheserelationshipswithexternalconcepts,thenarrow"bunga㎞"drew

strengthfbritsowndevelopmentffomtheconfヒontationsbetweentheseelements.Forthatpuq)ose,

wewillneedtobeabletomoveourcriticalgazebackandfbrthbetweentheinsideandtheoutside

oftheconceptof"b㎜ga㎞"aslinguisticart.Ofcourse,theprereqμisitefbrthisventurewillbean

understandingofeachhistoricalperiod丘omwithin.Itispreciselybecausewehaveattemptedto

grasptheperiodofthe1890sfセominside,withoutbeingwaylaidbytheconceptsandideasofour

owntime,thatthedominancethenof"bunga㎞"inthebroadsensehasstoodoutassoobviousa

reality.Onlyacritiquethatgraspsfセomwithinnotjusttheworksthemselvesbutalsotheirtime,

scrutinizesthemonthatbasisfヒomoutside,andcapturesthedynamiccomectionsacrosstheinner-

outerdivide,willguaranteethatwewill``leamf㌃omhistory."65

650chiHaruosawinthe1890colltroversythebeginningsoftheis爭ueof``politicsandbungaku"and

theideaof``popularbungaku."Healsoshrewdlydiscernedintheattitudesofwritersin1890anun-

derlyingsuspicionofbunga㎞,whichhethenconnectedtosuspiciondirectedtowardJapanesemod-

ernization.HisviewprobabIymaturedinthecontextofthe"popularbunga㎞"(厭 嘛 η 伽goん 〃)

controversythataroseatthetimeoftheestablishmentofthel955politicalrealignment;Nakamura

Mitsuo'sessay"Futatabise輯ish6setsuo,"publishedinl959justbefbretherenewaloftheUS-Japan

SecurityTreatyin1960;AsukaiMasamichi's"Se茸ish6setsuto`kindai'bungaku";andthen,afterthe

waveofanti-securitytrea卿rotestshadreceded,thecontroversyoversuchissuesasthetransfb㎜a-

tionofpurebunga㎞,inwhichthequestionofthethennewly-emergingautonomyofpurebungaku

wasdebated.OchiHaruo'sarticle``磁'3痂 ハo澀oηogo'αr'tosonoshUi"waswritteninl962.

Ochi'sperspectiveonthe1890controversy,totheef飴ctthatitmarkedthebegi㎜ingofthecon-

troversyover"politicsandbungaku"and"popularbungaku,"wasprobablyfb㎜edinmanywaysin

thelightofthesedebates.However,hisessayishighlysuggestive,withrespectbothtohisremarks

concemingtheconceptof"bungaku"heldbyenlightenment-mindedintellectualsofthetime,and

tohiseffbrttosituateIshibashiNingetsu'sessay``S切Oitsuron"atthecenterofthe1890controversy.

Inparticular,hisobservationsconcemingtheissueof8δ 想illuminateK6daRohan'saspirationto

religiousdepth,theproblemsthatpreoccupiedKitamuraT6kokuandNatsumeS6seki'spracticeof

Zen.ThusOchimaywellhaveblazedapathbetweenthereligiousfbrvorthatarosebefbreandafter

theRusso-JapaneseWar,andliteraryart.(Seebelow,ll.2.1,11.2.2.)
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