
Thefactsonlyspeakwhenthehistoriancallsonthem.Itishewhodecides

whichfactstogivethefloor,andinwhatorderorcontext....Itisthe

historianwhohasdecidedforhisownreasonsthatCeasar'scrossingof

thatpettystream,theRubicorn,isafactofhistory,whereasthecrossing

oftheRubicornbymillionsofpeoplebeforeorsinceinterestsnobodyat

all.1

EHCarr

Introduction

In2001theatarashiirekishikyoukashowotsukurukai2authored

historytextbookforjuniorhighschoolstudentscameoutandimmediately

causedanuproarbothathomeandabroad,particularlyinChinaand

SouthKorea,butreceivingattentioninmuchofthewesternmediaaswell.3

ArguingforaNewHistory[Textbook]:

AnExploratoryRhetoricalAnalysisof

theTsukurukai'sArgumentsforReforming

JuniorHighSchoolHistoryTextbooks

D.L.Olson

１ "WhatisHistory,"Chpt1inHistory(London:Penguin,1961),11.
２ Theorganization(新しい歴史教科書をつくる会)referstoitselfonit'shomepageas

theSocietyforHistoryTextbookReform.Whiletheatarashii(new)andtsukuru

(makeorcreatedependingontheChinesecharacterused)couldbetakentomean

reform,Iprefertostickwiththeoriginalnuance(somewhatambiguoussinceitis

onlyrenderedinphonetichiraganacharacters)andwillabbreviatemyreferencesto

thegroupastsukurukai、asiscommoninmanyJapanesearticlesaboutthegroup.
３ DougStruck,"Japanesehistorytextbookreopensoldwounds,"GuardianWeekly

(May24-30,2001),36.

Theissuescenteredonthecontentofthetext,especiallywithregardto

Japanesehistoryandthecountry'sactionsinthemodernerauptotheend

ofWorldWarII.

Thiscasewasbynomeansasingleisolatedincidentbutarather

importantoneifjudgedonlybytheamountofpresscoverageitreceived

bothinJapanandabroad.ThiswaspartoftheongoingdebateinJapan

aboutnotonlytheeventsofthepast,butmoreimportantlyhowthatpast

shouldbeviewedandinterpreted,andwhatshouldbetaughttoJapanese

youth.Bothaspectsofthisissuearealsoinevitablylinkedtolargerissues

ofJapanesenationalidentity,whichiswhytheargumentscanoften

becomequiteimpassionedonallsidesoftheissuesinquestion.4

Thisstudyisanattempttoexaminethisissuefrom arhetorical

perspective,withtheparticularfocusbeingonasamplingofthearguments

madebythetsukurukai.Inadditiontotheatarashiirekishikyoukasho

(hereafterNewHistoryTextbook),5thetsukurkaianditsmembershave

publishednumerousarticlesandbooksmakingtheircase.Itwouldbe

impossibletoanalyzethemallinthisspace.Infacttheirpublicationsare

profuseandvariedtotheextentthatonecouldspendyearsandnotafew

dissertationsexaminingthem from differentperspectives.Thestarting

pointherewillbetheprefacetothepublicissuedversionoftheNew

HistoryTextbookitself,anddrawfurtheronotherarticlesitsvarious

membershavewrittentotrytocreatethegeneralthrustofsomeoftheir

mainarguments.Itwouldbeamistaketoassumethatthemembersofthe
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４ Ishouldpointoutearlyon,asIwilldiscusslater,therearenottwosidestothis

issuebutmultipleones,asRogerB.Jeansmakesabundantlyclearinhisreviewof

thecontentsofthedisplaysofJapan'svariouswarandpeacemuseums."Victimsor

Victimizers?Museums,Textbooks,andtheWarDebateinContemporaryJapan,"

JournalofMilitaryHistory69(Jan2005),149-195.
５［市販本］「新しい歴史教科書」東京：扶桑社、2001.
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tsukurukaiarethemselveswhollyinagreementoveralltheissuesinvolved,

asrumoroftheirbreakupin2006suggests.6Also,assuggestedabove,itis

importanttonotethatsomeoftheseauthorsareworthyofexaminationin

theirownright,astheirownindependentworks(notrelatedtothe

tsukurukaiperse),haveraisedother,equallyimportantissues.7

Itisnottheintentofthisresearchtoengageinthedebateaboutwhat

shouldbeinhistorytextbooks,nortoofferanextensiveanalysisor

comparisonofthetsukurukaitextandotherschooltextsonoffer.Some

discussionofcontentwillhoweverbenecessaryasitisthecontent(and

thoughlessoftenairedinpublic,thepedagogicalandideologicalviews

aboutteachinghistory)thatiscentraltothewholeissue.Thuscontentwill

beintroducedasnecessarytoexemplifythediscoursesbeinganalyzed.8

Inthesectionsbelow Iwillbeginbyprovidinganoverview ofthe

backgroundofthetextbookissue.Thisisadecadesoldissue.Iwillattempt

tohighlighttheeventsmostpertinenttothisparticulardebate.Thiswillbe

followedbyabriefdiscussionofmethodandthechoiceoftexts,andthatby

theanalysisofthetextsthemselves.Thefinalsectionwillofferan

assessmentofthetextswithsomecommentontheteachingofhistoryand

whatthisdebatesuggestsaboutthestateofhistoryeducationinJapanin
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６ たわら・よしふみ「つくる会」分裂・解体か 俵義文（子どもと教科書全国ネット

21）(2006-3-15)http://transnews.exblog.jp/2833664/(2010-10-20).The子どもと教科

書全国ネット21isanorganizationformedafterthepublicationofthetexttoprevent

isadoptionbyschoolsaroundJapan.
７ Onesuchissueinvolvesthedegreetowhichrevisionistviewsareentering

mainstream culture.KobayashiYoshinoi'smanga,Sensouron,isreportedtohave

soldonemillioncopies.InithestatestheNankingMassacreandComfortWomen

arefictitious.IrieYoshimasa,"TheHistoryoftheTextbookControversy,"Japan

Echo,1997,37-38.Kobayashiisalsoamemberofthetsukurukai.
８ ForananalysisofthetextbookseeJohnK.Nelson,"TempestinaTextbook,"

CriticalAsianStudies34:1(2002)129-148.

theearly21stcentury.

BackgroundofHistoryTextbookIssues9

SincetheMeijiRestorationandtheintroductionofamoderneducation

system theJapanesegovernmenthashadahandindeterminingthe

contentofschooltextbooks.DuringtheAmericanOccupation,1945-1952,

thisauthoritywasrelinquished,butpostOccupationwasquicklyreas-

serted.InnewlydemocraticJapan,withconservativegovernmentsinplace

steadilysince1955,thiswasboundtobecomeanissuebeforelong.

Perhapsthemostfamousandlongrunningexampleoftheconflict

overtextbookcontentwasthecaseofIenagaSaburo,who,workingasa

history teacherin post-warJapan,began drafting hisown history

textbooksinthelate50s.10Findinghisdesiretoteachstudentsaboutthe

war,includingnegativeaspectsofJapan'swartimeactions,frustratedby

Ministerialvetting,hefiledhisfirstlaw suitagainsttheMinistryof

Educationin1965.Hewastogoontofiletwofurtherlawsuitsoverthe

yearsandwithalltheappealswastocontinuehisbattlefor32years.

Thoughheneverwonacompletevictory,hedidsucceedingettingthe

issuesalotofattentioninthemedia,andbroughttheissuesintogreater

publicawareness.Thishelpedtocreatemomentum foramoreinclusive

treatmentofthewar.
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９ ThisreviewisbasedlargelyonShibuichi,"Japan'sHistoryTextbookControver-

sies;CarolineRose,"TheTextbookIssue:DomesticSourcesofJapan'sForeignPolicy,

JapanForum11(2)1999,205-216;RikkiKersten,"ComingtoTermswiththePast:

Japan,"HistoryToday54(3),(March2004),20-22;Jeans,"VictimsorVictimizers?";

andNozakiYoshiko,"JapanesePoliticsandtheHistoryoftheTextbookContro-

versy,1945-2001,inEdwardVictersandAlisaJones,eds.,History,Education,and

NationalIdentityinEastAsia,(London:Routledge,2005),275-305.
10Kerstengivesasuccinctoverviewofhislifeandageneraloutlineofhiscourtcases,

"ComingtoTermswiththePast."
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Thenexteventwhichwouldhaveamajorinfluenceonthetextbook

issuearosein1982.11 Theissuestartedthroughmediareportsthatthe

screeningprocessforauthorizingtextbookshadchangedthewording

abouttheNankingmassacreandconcerningJapan'sinvasionofChina.In

thecaseoftheformer,thedescriptionwassoftened,removing'rape',

'plunder',and'arson'andalsoomittingtheestimatednumberofdeaths.In

thecaseofthelatter,thewordinvasion(侵略)wasreportedtohavebeen

replacedwithadvance(進行)or(進出).Thecasebecameblownoutof

proportionduetomisreportinginthemassmediainJapan.Whilesomeof

thechangeshadbeensuggested,andsometextshadmadechanges,many

ofthetextsretainedtheiroriginalwording.Whilethisissuewasmoreor

lessresolved,Japanesetextbookswould continueto waverbetween

differingwordingandtreatmentoftheseissues.Whatchangethe1982

internationalizationoftheissuedidresultinhowever,wasaninclusionin

theStandardsforTextbookAuthorization(kyoukashokenteikijun)ofa

recommendationthatauthorstakeintoconsiderationinwritingdescrip-

tionsrelatingtoAsiannations"internationalunderstandingandcoopera-

tion."12 Thetsukurukainotesthiseventastheturningpointinthe

debasementoftextbooks.13

After1982,issuesroseagainfrom timetotime,andalreadythe

rumblingsagainstthetextbooksastheywerecouldbeheard.Butitwas

eventsinthe1990sthatseemedtoserveasacatalystforthetsukurukaiand

like-mindedotherstoorganize.Someoftheseeventsrelatemoreto

Japanesepoliticsthanspecificallytotextbookscreening.Buttheresultwas
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11 A detailedsummarycanbefoundinRose,"TheTextbookIssue,"andfurther

analysisinShibuichi,"Japan'sHistory."
12日本教育年鑑委員会、「日本教育年鑑」（東京：行政、1984）、257.
13新しい歴史教科書をつくる会、「自虐」『史』25(Jan-Mar,2001)

<http://www.tsukurukai.com/02_about_us/02_maso.html>(Nov2010).

ashiftinmoodinthecountrywhichallowedforgreaterinclusionofup

untilthenexcludedeventsfromthepast.

ThechangesIrefertowerenotseismicshiftsbutagradualchange

amongsomeJapanesepoliticianstopubliclyacceptresponsibility,inone

formoranother,forthesufferingsofpeopleduringthewar.Inthe90sthe

comfortwomen(従軍慰安婦)becameanissue,astheJapanesegovernment

admittedforthefirsttimein1993thattheyhadinfactexisted.This

admissionwaslikelyduetothediscoveryin1992ofdocumentsintheSelf

DefenseAgency'sarchiveslinkingthemilitarytotheestablishmentofthe

"comfortstations."14 Thepublicadmissionoftheirexistenceledtothe

MinistryofEducationallowingmentionofthecomfortwomeninnew

textbooksin1997.15Whilenotthesolecause,thisandtheotherchangesled

TokyoUniversityProfessorFujiokaNobukatsuandNishioKanjiand

otherstoformthetsukurukaiin1996withtheexpressintentofwritinga

newhistorytextto"correct"history,andtoactivelyencourageothersto

getinvolvedinpromotingthetextandtheirviewsofhistory.16

MethodandTexts

Themethodusedtoexaminethetextsisdescriptive/analyticalwithan

overallassessmentgrowingfrom evaluativestandardssuggestedbythe

textsthemselves.Togetherthisservesasakindofhybridmethodof
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14 Yoshizaki'sworkandthatbyothersarereviewedinMelissaWender,"Military

ComfortWomen:DoingJusticetothePast,"CriticalAsianStudies35:1(2003)

139-145.
15Irie,"TheHistoryoftheTextbookControversy,"36-37.Astextbooksarereviewed

everyfouryears,thiswasthefirstopportunitytoincludeitafterthegovernment

admittedtheyexisted.
16Forastatementoftheirfoundingprincipleandgoalssee新しい歴史教科書をつく

る会、「主張」(Jan30,1997)<http://www.tsukurukai.com/02_about_us/02_maso.html>

(Nov2010).



ArguingforaNewHistory[Textbook]:AnExploratory
RhetoricalAnalysisoftheTsukurukai'sArgumentsforReforming

JuniorHighSchoolHistoryTextbooks

analysis.Anintrinsictextualanalysisontheonehand,tocreateareading

ofthetexts,andabroaderoverallassessmentwhichattemptstolinkthe

textsbacktothecontextinwhichtheywerecreated,particularlywith

regardtotheargumentsbeingmade.Asanintrinsicanalysistheaimisto

createadescriptiveaccountingofthetext.Intheprocess,whilenotrelying

onanyspecificwesternbasedmodelsofrhetoricalanalysis,Iwillemploy

rhetoricaltermsasnecessarytoexplicatethetexts.Whilesomeofthese

termsclearlyhavetheirrootsinthewesternrhetoricaltraditions,itisnot

myintentiontoevaluatethesetextsbywesternstandards.ApointIshould

perhapsbrieflyclarify.

Japaneserhetoricisclearlynotthesameasrhetoricincultures

influencedbyGreco-Romantraditions,and,inthesameway,principles

from thosetraditionscannotnecessarilybeappliedtoJapan.AsIhave

arguedelsewhere,17Japanesepublicdiscoursetendstobelessargumenta-

tive(intheconfrontationalsense)generally(withmorelivelydebategoing

onbehindthescenes),but,asKunihiroMasaohasargued,manyJapanese

usewesternorJapaneselanguageinsuchawayastopreservestandards

ofwesternlogic.18 Thewesternstyle,henotes,isusedparticularlyin

academicandotherfieldswheremakingone'scaseisanintegralpartofthe

profession.Manyofthetsukurukaiwritersareacademics,and,fromthe

contentofthediscoursesanalyzed,itisclearthattheyarehighlyargumen-
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17 "TheIndigenousRhetoricofJapan:ExplorationandExaminationofAspectsof

theCulturalRhetoricofJapan,"ProceedingsoftheTwelfthInternationalSympo-

siumonAsianStudies,HongKong,1991;"BeginningtoDefineJapaneseRhetoric:

TakeshitaasaJapaneseRhetorician"福岡大学人文論叢 第 22巻第 4号,1991,

1013-133;"ResearchingJapanesePoliticalRhetoric:ACaseStudyonHatoyama's

PolicySpeech,Oct.26th,2009."西南学院大学英文論集第 50巻 1・2・3合併号 2010,

19-48.
18"IndigenousBarrierstoCommunication,"TheJapanInterpreter8(Winter1973),

96-108).

tativeandcanjustifiablybeviewedthroughsimilarlogicalstandardsand

rulesofevidence.Obviously,whatcountsasauthoritativeproofsandthe

importanceplacedonvarioustypesofproofswillvaryamongcultures.I

attempttobesensitivetothisasmuchaspossibleandwhenIencounter

areasofsuspectvarianceinculturalstandardsIwilldiscussthemassuch.

Afurtherexplorationofthesedifferenceswillbeworthpursuinginfuture

research.

Intermsofassessingthetexts,theaimisnottomeasureeffectiveness

(i.e.,persuasiveness)asintraditionalclassicalwesterntraditions,but

interpretive,attemptingtoviewthetextinthelargercontextinwhichthey

exist.InsofarasIexaminedisparatetextswhichwouldhavebeenseenby

(insomerespectsatleast)disparateaudiencesmakesanyassessmentof

theiractualeffectivenessproblematicatbest,andnotreallytothepointof

thisresearch.Thefactthatoutof542schools532rejectedtheNewHistory

Textbookin2001maysaymoreaboutthehistorytextitself,oraboutthe

effectiveeffortsofcitizensgroupscampaigningagainstthetext,than

abouttheargumentativeeffectiveness,ornot,ofthediscourses(ofwhichI

examineonlyasmallselection).19

Asmentionedabove,thestartingpointistheintroductiontothepublic

versionoftheNewHistoryTextbook.ThiswaspublishedinJune2001

afterthetextwasapprovedandthediplomaticstorm hadsettledsome-

what,butthedebatewasstillquiteheated.Asecondtextistheintroduc-
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19 Thenumbersarequotedfrom Jeans,"VictimsorVictimizers?"192.Shibuichi

Daikigivesamorerecentfigureof0.4%oftotalschoolsadoptingfor2006.In

"Japan'sHistoryTextbookControversy:SocialMovementsandGovernmentsinEast

Asia,1982-2006,"ElectronicJournalofContemporaryJapaneseStudies(March4,

2008)

http://www.japanstudies.org.uk/discussionpapers/2008/shibuichi.html/#Author

(August8,2008).
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tionofatarashiirekishikyoukashotanjou!!,publishedinSeptemberof

2000.Asthescreamingtitlesuggests,thispresumablywasaimedat

pre-approvalpromotionofthetextandtsukurukaipointsofviewgener-

ally.ThethirdtextistheintroductiontoanothertextpublishedinJune

2001,atarashiirekishikyoukasho"tsukurukai"noshuchou,superficiallyat

least,withthepurposeoffurtherpromotingtheNewHistoryTextbook.I

willfocusonacloseanalysisoftheseintroductorytexts.Iwilldrawon

otheressaysintheanalysis,butastheselattertwobookscontaina

combined40essaysbyverydifferentauthors(thoughwithsimilarpoints

ofview)treatinghighlyvariedtopics,Iwilllimitmyanalysistothese

introductory materials.20 Anotherprimary sourceexamined wasthe

tsukurukaihomepage,inparticularthestatementadoptedatitsfounding

meeting(setsuritsusoukai)onJanuary1st,1997.21 Thiswasusefulfor

gettingageneralstatement(asastatementofprincipleitislackingin

detail)oftheobjectivesofthegroup.Asmentionedabove,thisanalysisis

meanttobelargelyintrinsic,whileatthesametimeviewingtheminterms

ofthelargersituationinwhichtheywerecreated.

Littlehasbeensaidaboutthespecificaudiencesforthesetexts.With

thecaseofthefirsttext,duetothediplomaticproblemsandintensemedia

coveragethistextbookreceivedinJapan,itcomesaslittlesurprisethatthe

publicissuedversionoftheNewHistoryTextbookwouldbecomeabest

seller.Certainlythosewhosupportthetsukurukai,thoseeducatorsinthe

fieldofhistoryorinvolvedintheprocessoftextbookselection,those
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20 Thetextsareasfollows:西尾幹二、「市販本のまえがき」in（市販本）「新しい歴史

教科書」東京：扶桑社、2001,II-III;西尾幹二、「まえがき めざしたのは常識の確

立」in西尾幹二、編著者『新しい歴史教科書「つくる会」の主張』（東京：徳間書店、

2001）,3-6;高橋史朗、「まえがき」in高橋史朗、新しい歴史教科書をつくる会、編集、

『新しい歴史教科書誕生!!』（東京：PHP研究所,2000）,1-3.
21新しい歴史教科書をつくる会、「主張」（Jan1,1997）

<http://www.tsukurukai.com/02_about_us/01_opinion.html>(Mar.2008).

stronglyopposedtothegroup'sactivities,andmembersofthegeneral

publicwhojustwantedtoseewhatallthefusswasabout,wouldallhave

beenpotentialreaders.InthecaseofthesecondtwobooksIsuspectthe

audienceswouldhavebeenconsiderablymorelimited,duetothelackof

presscoverage(notbeingtextbooksbutmerelyargumentsbytsukurukai

members),andtheoverlapwithsimilartypesofcontentavailableinthe

marketplace.Thetextsthemselvessuggestafairlypartisanaudience,and

theselattertwotexts,astheanalysiswillshow,seemlargelyintendedfor

anaudiencegenerallyholdingviewssimilartotheirauthors.Nodoubt

thosefightingagainsttheproposedchangestothetextbookswouldalso

havebeenminingthesematerialstopreparecounterarguments,butthese

clearlywouldnothavebeenamongtheintendedaudience.

Analysis

"Introduction,"NewHistoryTextbook

Whilechronologicallycomingoutlaterthanthesecondtextexamined,

astheintroductiontotheNewHistoryTextbookitself,withabroader

publicaudiencepresumed,itseemedappropriatetobegintheexamination

ofthesediscourseswithNishio'sintroductiontothetext.Whilebook

introductionscanserveavarietyofoftensimilarpurposes－introducing

thebackgroundorbeginningofthework,discussingitsdevelopment,

thankingthosewhoassisted,etc.－thisintroductionisunusualin-so-faras

itistheintroductiontothegeneraladultpublicofbookintendedforjunior

highschoolstudents.Ontopofthat,itisabookthatwasrecentlyatthe

centerofdiplomaticfrictionbetweenChinaandSouthKorea(nodoubt

NorthKoreahaditssayaswellbutwaslittlereported),andreceivedno

smallamountofattentioninJapanesedomesticmedia.Bearingthisin

mind,itisnotsurprisingthatwhatwefindisalittleunusualbywayof

bookintroductions.
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ThestructureofNishio'sprefacefortheNewHistoryTextbookistwo

pages,dividedinto8paragraphs.Paragraphoneisonesimplesentence

declaringthatthebookistheNewHistoryTextbookbeingofferedsothat

manyJapanesepeople(日本国民)canreadit(読んでいただくため).Thisisa

fairlystraightforwardstatement,andsuggeststhepurposeofwhat

followswillbetoconvincepeoplethattheyshould.Whatfollowsindeed

couldbesaidtosupportthatassertion,buttheformtheargumenttakesis

somewhatunusual,thoughperhapsnotsounpredictableconsideringthe

circumstances.

Paragraphstwothroughfourareessentiallyadiatribeagainstthe

mediaandtsukurukaicritics.Theattacksarehighlycriticalandpartisan.

Hebeginsbysaying:

Withregardtothistextbook,forsometimenow,apartofthe

massmediaandothershavebeenbehavinginawaythatmustbe

hardforaveragepeopletoaccept.Putdifferently,eventhough

peopledonotknowthecontentofthetextbook,newspapershave

beenthrowingcriticismsatitastheylike[気まま].Also,Korea

andChinahavebeenopposingthetextandnonchalantlydemand-

ingrevisions.Thoughtheparticularpeopleorforeignerswhoare

writingthesethingsarefreetostatetheiropinionsatwill,the

peopleofJapanhavenotbeenallowedtoreaditwiththeirown

eyesandtomaketheirownjudgment.Thisisanunnaturaland

unhealthystateofaffairs.

Acoupleofthingsstandouthere,whichhecontinuestodevelopinthenext

twoparagraphs.Firsthedescribesitas"apartofthemassmediaand

others"(一部のマスコミなど)suggestingitisnotverywidespread,andthus

theirbehaviorisoutoftheordinary.Thisisreinforcedbystatingthatthey

arestatingtheircriticisms"astheylike."Oneexpectsprofessionalism in

themedia,andthisstronglysuggeststheyaredoingwhatevertheywant,
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i.e.,areunprofessional.Again,reinforcingtheideathatthecriticsarenot

partofus(actingaccordingtoacceptednorms)hereferstothesecriticsas

"theparticularpeopleorforeigners"(特定の人や外国人),thusgroupinghis

domesticcriticswiththeforeigncritics.Heconcludesthesentenceby

sayingtheybasicallygettostatetheiropinionsfreely,which,weareasked

toconcludeinthefinalsentence,is"anunnaturalandunhealthystateof

affairs."

Inthethirdparagraphheappealssimilarlytotheunfairness,thatin

themidstofthisheateddebatebothathomeandabroad"thepeoplehave

notevenbeengivenbasicinformation.This,wethink,doesnotmeetthe

necessaryconditionsofademocraticsociety"(民主主義社会の要件を満たし

ていない).Thatiswhy,Nishiogoesontoargue,theyfeltitwastheirduty

(義務)topublishthetext,and,from theperspectiveofthepeople,this

shouldbeseenasfulfillingtheirnaturalrighttoknow(「知る権利」の当然

の行使とみなされてしかるべきである).Herehehasintroducedanother

themewhichisthattheyarefulfillingtheirduty,therebygivingthepeople

theopportunityofexercisingtheirrighttoknow.

InparagraphfourNishiofurtherdevelopstheundercurrentofus

versusthem thathasbeenrunningthroughthesecondandthirdpara-

graphs.Hestatesthatthoughtherewereeighttextsthatwereapproved

onlyourswastargetedfor"abuseandslander"(誹謗・中傷)onthepagesof

majornewspapersandintelevisionmedia.Again,echoinghisstatementin

paragraphtwo,thesesourceshavepursuedthisslanderandabuseanyway

theylike(ほしいまま).Hegoesontoaddthattheparticularpoliticalforces

behindallthisandthathavetargetedtheNewHistoryTextbookwith

criticismhavealreadyproducedfourbooks(criticalofthetsukurukaitext).

Andwithoutthetextinquestionbeingmadepublic,these"slurs"(悪罵)go

unanswered(独り歩き),and"wecannotrespondwithoutmakingourtext

public."Heconcludesthisparagraphandthissectionbyassertingthatthis
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isaseriousprobleminvolvingthehonoroftheauthorsandpublisherofthe

textbook.Itisaproblemof"freedomofspeechandathreattoourbasic

humanrights"(言論の自由...執筆者や発行者の基本的人権が脅かされている

問題である).

Whiletheunderlyingargumenthereinparagraphstwothroughfour

isfairlyconsistent,thattheyarebeingunfairlycriticized,thattheyare

beingsingledout,etc.,thereisalsoaninconsistencyinthesecondand

fourth.Inthesecondparagraphherefersto"apartofthemedia"and

"particularpeopleandforeigners"suggestingthatthesepeopleareperhaps

notsuchalargenumberandnotmainstream,butinparagraphfour,this

becomes"majornewspaper/sandtelevision"and"particularpolitical

forces,"suggestingherethattheyarequitepowerful.Whileseemingly

inconsistent,thepurposeseemsintheformertosuggestthatthesearenot

majorityvoices.Whereasinthefourth,thepurposeseemsmoreclearlyto

suggesttheyarebeingvictimizedbythemedia,i.e.,theirbasichuman

rightsareunderthreat.ThetoneofthispassageisanotherissuewhichI

willreturntolater.

Paragraphsfiveandsix,thoughreiteratingsomeoftheearlierthemes,

functionmoreasarefutationintheform ofacriticism ofthecriticism

leveledagaintheirtext.Paragraphfivebeginsbystatingthatthecriticism

has"overallbeendirectedatminordetailsofthetext"(叙述),butthatatext

mustbeseeninitsentirety.Toignoretheentiretyandtojudgeatextonly

oncertainparts,Nishioargues,willresultnotonlyincriticism thatis

incorrect,but"willtendtoendupasunscrupulousintentionalattacks"(不

当な意図的攻撃に終わりがちである).Hegoesontosaythatthisisinfact

whathashappened.Then again,asserting theinappropriatenessof

debatingonlytheminordetails,hestates,"ifwerefutethecriticismsof

onlyminordetails,forthegeneralreaderwhodoesnotknowthewhole,

thereisthedangerthatitwillbeseenasapointlessargument"(水掛け論).
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Thisisbotharefutationinthathereassertsagainthattheyareonly

criticizingsmalldetails,and,atthesametime,isanargumentforthe

generalpublictoreadtheentiretext(iftheywanttounderstand).Hegoes

ontosaythatdebatingthewholetextisthehealthy/sound(健全)wayto

proceedandexpressestheirconfidencethatthecontentoftheirtextisup

tothetask.

Thesixthparagraphisacontinuationofthisrefutation,butagain

withanappealtodemocraticvalues."Indemocraticdiscussion,allopposing

voiceshavearighttobeheard"(民主社会の言論においてはすべての反論権

が認められなくてはならない).Hesuggestshere,asinprevioussections,

thatsomehowtheirrightsarebeinginfringedupon.Thenextsentence

standsoutassomethingofanunderstatement."Wecomposedly/quietly

offerthisbooktoJapanesecivilsociety"(われわれは日本の市民社会に本書

を静かに提供する).Heconcludesthisparagraphbysaying"thisisan

effectivecounterpunchthatwilltakethewindoutofthefoolishcriticisms"

(愚かな批判をむなしくする有効なカンターパンチである).Thisisthe

conclusionoftherefutationforthemostpart,which,alongwiththe

criticismofthemediaintheearlysections,hasmainlyfocusedonappeals

todemocraticprinciplesandfairness.Nishiodoesnotaddressspecific

criticisms(norinsuchashortintroductioncouldhebeexpectedto)but

ratherthewaythecriticismshavebeenleveled,andtoalesserdegree,

attackingthecriticsindirectlybyomittingthem from hisimmediate

audiencebyreferringtothemas"particularpeople,others,foreigners"etc.

Thelasttwoparagraphsaresomethingofasummaryandafurther

appealforreaderstotakeupthetext,buthealsochangestracktoinclude

anargumentaboutthetsukurukai'soppositiontothewaytextbooksare

selected.Whilearelatedargument,itislesscentraltothisanalysissoIwill

focusonthoseaspectsmostrelevanttotheprecedinganalysis.

Inparagraphsevenheexpresseshisanxietythattheabuseandslander
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hurledattheNewHistoryTextbookinthemediamightinfluencethose

whomightbemakingtheselectionoftextbooks.Againheappealsto

contemporarysociety'srighttoknow.Hestatesthattheofficialclosing-off

ofthetextbookselectionprocessendsupprotectingestablishedpublishers

andassuchmayencourageunfairness.Hereagainechoingthe"unfairness"

themeintroducedearlier.Thefinalsentenceofthisparagraph,arguingfor

anopeningupoftheprocess,statesthatthepublicissueoftheNew

HistoryTextbookisnoneotherthana"textbookmarketbasedonfree

competitiontoencouragefairchoiceinthepublicspirit"(教科書の市販は、

開かれた自由競争に基づく公正な選択を促す公共の精神に一致する).This,

whileaddingtheargumentabouthavinganopenandfairmarket,also

suggestspeoplearenotgettingthechoicestheydeserveandexpect.

Thefinalparagraphisbothachallengetootherpublisherstopublish

theirtextssothatpeoplecancomparethem,sayingthatthepeoplealso

havearighttoseethemaswell(知る権利)sothattheytoocanfreelydebate

thedifferenttexts.Here,asinthepreviousparagraph,Nishiomakes

anotherappealforopeninguptheselectionprocess(orIshouldsayforhis

readerstosupporttheopeningupoftheprocess),bystating"theselection

shouldnotbedoneclosedoffinsomesecretroom butshouldbedonein

public,whereitcouldbewidelydebatedbymanypeople."Hegoesontosay

thatnotonlywouldthisnotbringconfusiontotheprocess,itwould

enhancethesenseofabsolutepublicfairness,"basedonthespiritof

opennesswhichisarequirementofdemocraticsociety."Asmentioned

earlierthisargumentconcerningtheselectionprocessisoflessconcern

here,butofinterestisNishio'sappealstothesamesharedvaluesthat

appearintheothersections.Iwillreturntothislaterinthefinalassess-

mentofthesetexts,butwiththistext,afinalwordshouldbesaidabout

tone.

From thequotesandlanguagealreadyintroducedthetonecomes
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acrossasverystrong,almostangrysounding.Thetermsheusesto

describehiscriticsinthemediaandelsewhereascriticizing"astheyplease"

andsuggestingthatwhattheyaredoingis"unnatural"and"unhealthy,"

presentapictureofhiscriticsasbehavingbadlyatbestandimmorallyat

worst.Thecriticismsofthetextarenotsimplecriticisms,but"abuseand

slander"and"slurs."SuchlanguageintheUnitedStatesisnotuncommon

inpoliticalrhetoric,butinJapansuchlanguagecomesacrossasangryif

notspiteful.Likewise,thereferencestothecritics'criticismsasinfringing

onfreedom ofspeech,andthreateningtheirbasichumanrightsare

overstatementstosaytheleast(unlessofcourseNishiocanoffersome

evidencethathiscriticsweretryingtosilencehisgroup,ofwhichIhave

seennone).

Tryingtoassesshowhisreadersmighthavereactedtothistoneis

speculative,butthestronglanguageIexpectwouldhaveleftsomepeople

takenabacktosaytheleast.Inthecontextofwhatwasbeingsaid,this

mayhaveseemedareasonablewaytodeveloptheargument.Itseems

justifiabletobeangryifthemediaissayingwhateveritwantsaboutyou

becausetheydon'tlikeyourtext(andyoupresumably).Thisseemedtobe

themainthrustofparagraphstwotofour,thattheauthors(ofthe

textbook)arebeingtreatedunfairly.Ifreadersacceptedthat,theymay

havebeeninclinedtosympathizewiththeauthor.

Thisapproachmayhaveencouragedpeopletooverlookthemain

argumentoftherefutation,i.e.,thatitwasunfairbecausethecriticsonly

dealtwithcertain(small)partsofthetext.Thisargumentisinitself

somethingofaredherring.Thisisajuniorhighschooltextbook.Mostof

thecontentiswhatyoucouldexpecttofindinprettymucheveryother

juniorhighschooltextbook,whichpresumablythevastmajorityofreaders

wouldhavestudiedthemselves.Theproblemslieinthoseverypartsofthe

textwhichhadcausedtensionstorisewithKoreaandChina,andcaused
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suchanuproarinJapanaswell.Thingswerenotsomuchtakenoutof

context,butpulledoutbecausetheyweresoatoddswithwhatatthetime

wasconsideredtobethenormalacceptedrangeofcontentforajuniorhigh

schooltextbook.

Thegreatestcriticismsofthetextbookthatappearedinthemediaare

notaddressed,noraretheyevenmentioned.Thenexttwotextsalsodonot

addressthespecificcriticisms,norweretheyintendedto.Theyaresimilar

inthepositiontheytakewithregardtothenew textbook,butoffer

differentperspectivesonthetsukurukai'smotivesandreasonsforwriting

theNew HistoryTextbook.Thenexttextistheonethatcameoutin

Septemberof2000,aboutfivemonthspriortowhentheNew History

Textbookbecamepublic.

"Introduction,"TheNew Textbook isHere!!(新しい教科書：誕生!!)

TakahashiShirou

Thisbookisacollectionofessays,interviews,Q&As,reprinted

lectures,andincludesseveraladdendawhichlist,amongotherthings,the

committeemembersofthetsukurukai,alistofprominentpeoplewhohave

signedontotheproject,alistofLiberalDemocraticPartyDietmembersof

theTextbookSub-Committee,reportsofthegroup'sactivities,etc.Itis

clearlyintendedforsupporters,andthetimingofitspublication(andits

screamingtitle)suggestitwasintendedasarallyingcrybeforethefight

whichtheynodoubtknewwouldcomewhenthetextbecamepublic.Ichose

itbecauseIthoughtitmightaddfurtherinsightintosomeofthemotives

forcreatinganewtextbook.

The12-paragraphlongtextfollowsmorealongtheusuallinesofthe

generalbookintroduction(whichasImentionedearlierhasnospecific

template).Itbasicallysetsoutthereasonswhythebookwaswrittenand

concludeswithwordsofappreciationforallthosewhohelpedmakeita
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possibility.Inthiscasethose'reasons'areimportant,astheygivecluesas

towhythetsukurukaiseestheneedtowriteanewtextbook.22Assuggested

above,thisintroductionalsoservesasarallyingcryfortheupcoming

releaseandselectionfornewtextbooks.

Thelasttwoparagraphsincludetheexpressionsofappreciationanda

reminderthatthetsukurukaianditssupportersareatcrunchtime(正念

場)forgettingtheirtextbookapprovedandselected.Takahashimentions

specificactivitiesvariousgroupsaroundthecountryareundertakingto

tryandchangetheselectionprocess.Thisisincludedinthetwoparagraph

conclusion,which,byincludingsuchdetail,helpstoremindhisreadersof

allthepeoplemakingandwhohavemadeefforts,andtoencouragethemto

keepupthefight.Thisbyitselfisnotsoconvincingofcourse.Itisthefirst

tenparagraphswhichsetupthisconclusionandrallycrywhichareofthe

mostinteresthere.

Thefirsttenparagraphsbasicallyfollowaproblem-solutionstructure,

thesolutionbeinganew historytextbook(notjustatextbook,the

textbookservingasametonymyforbroaderchange).Heintroducesthe

problemusinganinductivestructure.Takahashihintsatwhattheproblem

isaboutbywayofquotefrom thetitleofacolumninthetsukurukai's

socialstudiestextbookentitled"Isrespectforlifeanabsolutevalue?"Inthe

remainderofthisfirstandthenextfourparagraphshethengoesonto

introduce(orremind)theaudienceofrecentcasesinwhichyouthhavebeen

involvedinviolent,seeminglyinexplicable,crime.Firstisthestabbingofa

womanbyayoungmaninAichiprefectureinwhichhequotestheyouthas

saying"Iwonderedwhatitwouldtakeforapersontodie.Iknewmurder
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wasbadandthatitwouldcausealotoftroubleformyfamily,butIwanted

toseewhatitwouldfeelliketokillsomeone."Hethendescribesthecaseof

theyouthinKobe,againquotingtheyouthwithwordstotheeffectthathe

justwantedtoseewhatitwouldtakeforsomeonetodie,andthatitwasa

kindofexperiment.

Takahashiinterveneswithatransitionalparagraphherewhichserves

toforeshadowhisconclusion,i.e.whattheproblem is.Hedescribesthe

eventsofthe1977hijackingoftheJapanAirlinesflightbytheJapanese

RedArmy.ThenPrimeMinisterFukudaisquotedassaying"Humanlife

isthemostpreciousthingintheworld."23Hethencontraststhiswiththe

caseinWestGermanyinwhichthegovernmentsentinaspecialforces

team andkilledthehijackers.Takahashi'sinterpretation:"[thegovern-

ment]triedtoresolvethispeacefully.Thisissymbolicofpost-WarJapan

andpost-WarJapaneseeducationthathascometoemphasizetheimpor-

tanceoflife(生命尊重)underthepeaceconstitution"(それは平和憲法の下

で「生命尊重」を説いてきた戦後日本、戦後教育の象徴である).

Hegoesoninthenextparagraphtointroduceonemorecase,thatof

thebushijacking,forwhichhegiveslittledetail(asnodoubtthiswould

stillbefreshinpeople'sminds).HeprefacesthisbymockingPrimeMinister

Fukuda'sstatement,"well,the'morepreciousthantheworld'people'slives

arebeingtakingfromthemeasilyincaseaftercase."Hethenquotesfrom

thebushighjacker,statinghisbeliefthatitwashismissiontokillasmany

peopleaspossible.

Clearlythesecasesaremeanttoarouseemotionsandforpeopleto

recallthehorrorandbafflementtheywouldhavefeltuponfirsthearingthe

newsofthecases.Aswouldthenews,suchcasescreateastrongfeelingof
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23「人の生命は地球より重い」literally,humanlifeisweightier/heavierthanthe

world/planet.

unease.Peoplenaturallyfeeltheneedtodosomething,andincasesasfear

inducingasthese,anaturalresponseistowanttoknowwhy(sotheycan

dosomethingtostopitorpreventithappeningagain).Theanswer(i.e.the

problem)Takahashirelatestousthroughthewordsoftwoyouths,the

firstofwhomhequotesfromanarticleintheAsahija-naru:"Toalladults.

Youarenotteachingusanything.Thethingsthatweneedtobetaught

youarenotteachingus....atsomepointthiswillcomebacktoyou."

Takahashiinterpretsthisastheyouth'squestioningofhowadultslive,of

post-WarJapanandJapaneseeducation.Thenextyouthhequotesisa

universitystudentwhocomplainsthattherearenoidealrolemodelsin

historyandwithoutthem he/shedoesn'tknowhowtolivehis/herlife.

WiththesequotesTakahashihasclearlyidentifiedtheproblem:post-War

education,andespeciallypost-Warhistoryeducation.

Thesolution,thatis,whatkindofeducationdoweneed,orwhatkind

ofyoungpeopledowewantcomingoutofourschools,Takahashideals

withthisverybrieflyandwithapoignantexample,thatofMishima

Yukio'ssuicidein1970.HequotesMishimaexclamation:"I'llshowyou

whathasmorevaluethanrespectforhumanlife.Itisthecountrywith

historyandtradition,Japan!"ItisthisJapan,Takahashiargues,that

NishioKanjiisattemptingtorestorewithhisbookTheHistoryofthe

JapanesePeople(国民の歴史).24

Thenexttwoparagraphsdiscusshow wellthisandothersimilar

writingshavebeenreceivedbystudentsandthepublicingeneral,thesetwo

paragraphsservingastheleadintothefinaltwo-paragraphconclusion

andrallyingcallformemberstokeepthefaithandcontinueintheirefforts

tochangeeducationandJapanesesocietyinlinewiththeirviews.Their
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effectivenessliesindemonstratingthatprogressisbeingmade.

Asprimarilyarallyingcryforstrongsupportersofthismovement,

thisprefacewaswelldesignedin-so-farasitreliedheavilyonpassionate

appealstogenerateastrongemotionalresponse.Theinductivestructureat

thebeginningwouldalsolikelyhavebeeneffectiveonthisaudienceasthey

wouldmostlyhavebeenawareofthesecasesandcouldhaveanticipated

whatwascomingnext.From theperspectiveofthisanalysis,more

interestingwastheexplicitstatementsconnectingyouthviolencewiththe

state(content)ofJapaneseeducation.Theonlysuggestionofevidencethat

thereisinfactalinkbetweenthesetwointhisparticulartextwerethe

statementsbythetwoyouth,onebemoaningthatadultsweren'tteaching

him/herwhathe/sheneedstoknow(withnospecificityastowhatthat

somethingis.Surely,hadtheyouthsaid,"you'renotteachingmehistory"

Takahashiwouldhaveincludedthatquote);andtheother,whocomplains

thathe/shecan'tfindanyidealrolemodelsinhistory.Thisalsodoesnot

provethatthepresentcontentofhistoryiswrong,butdoesindicatethat

thestudentcannotfindanyonehe/shecanidentifywith.Likewise,theuse

ofthequotesfromthechildreninvolvedinseriousviolentcrimes,saysless

abouthistoryeducationthanitdoesaboutthesechildren'salienationfrom

society,whichisdifficulttoputdowntohistoryeducation.Interestingly,

oneofthebannersbeingflownbythetsukurkai,thattheyneedtocorrect

the'masochistic'viewofhistory(whichisshorthandforteachingstudents

aboutbadthingsthathappenedinthepast),isnotgivenanydirectsupport

bythestudentstheyquote.25
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25 Whichisnottosayitdoesnotappearelsewhere.Iamsureiftheylookedhardand

askedenoughstudentstheycouldfindsomewhosaythatstudyinginthepresent

historytextmakesthem feelashamed.Partoftheproblem withgettingstudents

involvedinthisargumentbyusingtheirwordstosupporttheargument,isthat

juniorhighschoolstudentsarenottaughttothinkcriticallyabouthistory,butsee

itratherassomethingtobememorized.Hence,what'sonofferiswhat'sonoffer.

"An attemptto establish common sense"(めざしたのは常識の確立),

"Tsukurukai"noshuchou (「つくる会」の主張)NishioKanji

ThelastintroductionIanalyzeisagainintendedforabroader

audience.Thiscameoutinthesamemonthasthepublicversionofthe

textbook.Aswasdiscussedintheanalysisoftheintroductiontothe

textbook,peopleopposedtothetextbookhadalreadypublishedfourbooks

criticalofthenewtext.ChinaandKorea,aswellasmanyothermedia

sourceshadalsoweighedinonthedebate.Thecontentsofthistextare

clearlyintendedasarebuttaltoarguments,especiallythosecomingfrom

KoreaandChina.Thefirstfourchaptersaredevotedtocriticizing

textbooksinKoreaandChina,andAsiamorebroadly.Thelatterthree

chaptersareagaindevotedtoappealingtowhattheauthorsthinkarethe

strongpointsoftheirtextbook.

Asthetitleofthisintroductionsuggests,Nishiointendstospellout

morespecificallytheaimsofthetsukurukaiinwritingtheirNewHistory

Textbook.Whattheyaimedforis,ifthetitleistakenliterally,inthiscase,

"commonsense."Itisaninterestingchoiceofwords,asitimpliesthat

anyonethatdisagreeswiththemisthereforelackingincommonsense.So

whatisthe"commonsense"thatthetsukurukaiisattemptingtoestablish.

Inthefirstparagraph,Nishiostatesthatlearninghistory"isnotabout

usingtoday'sstandardstojudgethepastaswrongorunfairorto

otherwiseindictit.Eachperiodinthepasthaditsownrightandwrong..."

ThisisastatementrepeatedintheprefaceforstudentsintheNewHistory

Textbook.26Whatfollowsinthenewfewparagraphsareexamplesfrom

theirtextincomparisonwithtextsthathavebeenpublishedupuntilthen.

Hebeginswithadiscussionofthelandownershipandusesysteminearly

Japan(班田制).Intheirtexttheydescribethisaspromotingfairness(公
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正)whereasinothertextstheyhavecommentsthat"Thiswashorriblefor

farmers."Nishiointerpretsthiscommentintheothertextsasshowing

theirauthors'biasinviewingpowerasbadandseeinghistoryasaclass

struggle.Whileitisnotapointofthisanalysistoargueaboutthecontent

oftextbookspersayorwhetherornotthereisaMarxistbiasinthem,

simplysayingthatfarmerswouldhavehadittough,doesnotseemmuch

differentthansayingpeasantsleddifficultlivesinmedievalEurope,orthat

slaveshaditroughintheAmericansouth.

Anotheraspectofthisseemscontradictory.Clearlyheiscriticalof

othertextbooksforsaying,inthiscase,farmershadittough,thereby

judgingthatthesystemwasbad(thoughthepartNishioquotesdoesnot

saythat).Ontheotherhand,intheirtextbookNishioet.al,areinfact

judgingtheverysamesystemas"improvingfairnessforthepeople"(公正

の前進).Ifthisisthecasethenapparentlywhathemeansbynotjudging

thepast,isnotsayinganythingwasbad.

Nishionextgivestheexampleofhow theNew HistoryTextbook

describesthehistoryoftheannexationandcolonizationofKorea.The

pointhemakesisthattextbooksupuntilthenhavefocusedontheissueas

ifitwereabilateralissuebetweenJapanandKorea,butthatithastobe

lookedatintermsofthelargercontext.Idon'twanttogetintoan

argumentovercontent,butforthepurposeofunderstandingthispassage,

Ilookedathowthesetextsareviewedbyotherauthors.Whattheyargue

isthatpriortextstendprimarilytofocusontheannexationandthe

policiesaffectingKoreanpeople,e.g.,havingtolearnJapanese,study

Japanesehistory,etc.TheNewHistoryTextbookincludesthatinforma-

tion,butalsoarguesthattheUnitedStates,BritainandRussiaaccepted

Japan'sannexationbecausetheywereworriedaboutoneoftheothers

gaininginfluencethere.AccordingtoFukushimaet.al.,itwasinreturn

forJapanrecognizingtheUScolonizationofthePhilippines,Britainof
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HongKong,andRussiaofNorthernManchuria.Hencetheyconclude,none

ofthetextsdojusticetothishistory.27

Thepointofcourseisnottoarguecontentbuttolookcloselyathow

Nishioisarguinghispoint.Inthefirstdiscourseexamined,Nishiowas

primarilymakingassertionsandappealingtodemocraticvaluesofthe

righttoknow,freedomofspeech,etc.,andusingratherstronglanguageto

makehispointheard.Hereagainthelanguagestandsout.Heusesrather

harshwordstodenouncecritics.Hestatesthananyonewhosaysthatthey

(theNewHistoryTextbook)arepresentinganimperialviewofhistoryby

placingimportanceontheancientmythsis"ignorantandistalking

nonsense,andshouldbeashamedofsuchfoolishness"(皇国史観というばか

なことを言う非知性的態度こそ、恥ずべき愚昧である).Inotherwordsyou

eitheracceptwhatwehavewrittenasacceptableoryouareanignorant

fool.

Theconcludingparagraphalsohasafewpointsofinterest.Hebegins

bysaying,"Ithasbeensaidthatourtextisovercomingthemasochism[of

historytextbooks]."Thisbegsthequestion,whosaidthis.Onehasto

presumeothermembersofthetsukurukaiortheirsupporters.Hegoeson

tosay,"butratheritisovercomingthelackofcommonsense(非常識)."

Herewearebacktothetitleofthisintroduction,wherehestatestheyare

aimingforcommonsense.Hereiteratesthesamesentimentfromaslightly

differentperspective:"Ratherthansaywearepresentingourview of

history,ouraimistoimproveallJapanesehistorytextbooks."Andagain,

fromyetanotherangle:"Wearenotinthethroesofanyoneideology,but

ratherstandinoppositiontotheideologicallyinfluencedtotallydrab

history[textbooks]uptonow."Thebasicstrategyweseerepeatedhereis
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labeling:Wepresentcommonsense(youdon't);Wedon'thaveaviewof

history(i.e.,oursisobjective?),youdo.Wedon'thaveideology(atleastits

notinourtext),youdo.Fromarhetoricalperspectivethisisnotnormally

consideredveryeffective,butitisoneofthecommonstrategiesof

propaganda,alongwithrepetition,anothercommonstrategybothhere

andinthefirstdiscourse.Thename-calling--foolish,ignorant(implied)

Marxist,etc.,alsoisconsideredcommoninpropaganda.Iexpectmost

thinkingadultswouldfindthislanguagesomewhatoff-putting,particu-

larlyJapanese,whotendnottoliketoseesuchharshlanguageinpublic

forums.Nodoubtmembersofthetsukurukaiwouldfindthisreassuringas

theycouldidentifywiththeargumentsandtheviewsbeingpresented.

Assessment

Thethreediscoursesexaminedherewerebutatinysampleofthe

workspublishedbythetsukurukai,soIcannotsaymorethanwhatIhave

gleanedfrom thesetexts.Butfrom thereadingsofthesetextswecan

observeanumberofdifferentcharacteristics.First,thetsukurukai(orat

leasttheserepresentativevoices)seethemselvesasacorrectiveandas

workingforthebenefitofthegeneralpublic.Theharshtermsaredirected

atcritics,whomaredescribedinsuchawayastomakethemalmostseem

notpartofthe"people"(国民)whoaretheprimaryaudience.Henceifyou

arecriticalofusyouarenotpartoftheaudience.Attheveryleast,the

criticsarebehavinginwaysthatgoagainstdemocraticvalues,andare

infringingontheirhumanrights.Second,aswasclearinthesecond

introduction,thetsukurukaiseearelationshipbetweenthestateof

Japaneseyouth,inthiscaseviolentunimaginablecrimeandJapanese

education.Ihaveyettoseeanykindofargumentcomingclosetodemon-

stratinganythingotherthanacoincidentalcorrelativelink.Onemightas

wellblamerecentviolentcrimesonthefactthatsomanyyoungpeopledye
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theirhair.Indeed,onecouldarguethatitwasinpartthepre-1945

educationsystemwhichmayhavemadeitpossibletonurturethekindsof

citizenswhocouldbeinducedtocarryouttheveryactionsthetsukurkai

optedtoomitfromtheirhistorybecausetheyweredeemedtoomasochistic.

Ontheirhomepage,thetsukurukailistanumberofassertionsthat

serveastheirguidingprinciples.Thesecondassertionstates:"People/na-

tionsaroundtheworldhavetheirownindividualhistories,andlikewise

Japanhasitsownhistory."Thisstatementseemsinnocuousenoughonthe

surface.Butwhatithasseemedtomeaninpracticeforthetsukurkaiis

thatonlytheyofferthe"correct"viewofhistory.Includingsuchthingsas

theNankingmassacreorthecomfortwomenwouldamountto,inNishio's

words,alossof"ourown(独自の)historicalsense;instead,textbooks

shouldrestore'correct'history"(正史).28Nishiodoesn'tmentionitinhis

introductiontothehistorytextbook,butinhisintroductiontothesocial

studiestextbookhestatesthatoneofthetasksofmiddleschooleducation

istonurturethepublicspirit(公共心)instudents,andthat"thatpublic

spiritisbornofthegoodsense(良心)foundinthenation'shistory."29This

isperhapsthecleareststatementintroducedthusfarthatsuggeststhe

moralizingfunctionofhistoryeducationforNishioandthetsukurukai.

Whatthissuggestsisthatpartofthedebatethatshouldbeinggoingonis

lessaboutwhateventstoincludeorexclude(thoughthisiscertainlyan

importantissue),butwhatroleshouldhistoryeducationplayinthe

educationofouryouth.Isitreallypossibleinaglobalizedworldtoteach

historyasifone'scountryexistedinisolation?Anotherquestionthat

comestomind,onewonderswhatstudentswhostudythissanitizedhistory
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willthinkifandwhenatsometimeinthefuturetheydiscoverwhatthey

weren'ttaught.AsoneJapanesewriterputit:

Wemustfaceuptothefactsofhistoryandopenlycommunicate

pastsuccessesandfailurestostudents....[T]hereisnoshamein

failureitself.Ratheritisshamefulnottostudypastfailuresorto

falsifythem andsodistortthehistoricalconsciousnessofthe

Japanesepeople.30

Ifindeednationalnarrativeslikethosepresentedinhistorytextbooksare

usedfor"instructingpeoplehowtothinkandactasnationalsubjects,"then

perhapsmoredebateshouldbefocusedonwhatsortofcitizenseducation

shouldnurture.

Thisbringsustoathirdaspectofthesediscourses,inparticularthe

prefacetotheNewHistoryTextbookissuedforthegeneralpublic.Inthe

prefaceNishoarguesthatoneofthereasonstheyarepublishingthetextis

thatpeoplehavea"righttoknow"(知る権利).Heincludesnumerous

referencestodemocraticvalues,freedom ofspeech,andtheir"duty"to

maketheirargumentspublic.Itseemsthegreatestironyofallinthese

discoursesthatwhattheydemandforthemselvesandtheadultreading

public,"thepeople,"theywoulddeny,throughtheiromissionsinthe

textbook,totheJapaneseyouthwhoareitsintendedaudience.Tostudents

itseems,theyonlyhavearighttoknowwhatthetsukurukaithinksis

"right."Ifthatisthecase,thanthisbecomeslesshistoryandmore

indoctrination,ifnotoutrightpropaganda.

Epilogue

Attheveryleast,ifaseducatorswewantstudentstobeableto
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functioninaglobalizedsociety,thenitseemsimportantthatstudents

realizethatthestudyofhistoryisnotjustaboutunderstandingor

learningaboutwhathappenedinthepast,buthowstudyofthepastis

directlylinkedtoourunderstandingofthepresent.AsE.H.Carrwroteof

thehistorian:"Thefunctionofthehistorianisneithertolovethepastnor

toemancipatehimselffromthepast,buttomasterandunderstanditasthe

keytounderstandingthepresent.31

Thisanalysisexamined only a very limited numberdiscourses

producedbythetsukuriukai.Insofarasitwasanattempttolookatthis

issuefrom arhetoricalperspectiveitrepresentsabeginning.Whilenot

referringtotheseparticulardiscourses,itisclearthisgrouphasbeen

makingprogressintheirgoalofrewritingJapanesehistorytextbooks.

Theirmovementhasapparentlyinfluencedotherpublishers,asin2002only

fourofseventextsincludedthecomfortwomenissue.Andmorerecently,

in2007,theJapanesegovernmentorderedsevenpublisherstodelete

mentionsoftheforcedsuicidesinOkinawaattheendofthewar,saying"it

isnotclearthereweremilitaryorders."32 Thisofcoursecausedlarge

demonstrationsinOkinawa.Forourpurposeshere,itprovidesafitting

exampleofwhatcanhappenwhen"history"conflictstoomuchwithliving

memory,andwhatisthehistoryofacountry(ortheveryideaofa

"country")ifnottosomedegreesharedmemory?
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