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I consider problems in the references to the
history of Buraku in J. M. Ramseyer’s article,
“On the Invention of Identity Politics: The
Buraku Outcastes in Japan”, published in
Review of Law and Economics in 2019. As a
researcher on the history of those who had
been subjected to discrimination in the early-
modern era, mainly in East Japan, I would like
to point out problems in the article, focusing on
its references to and quotations from previous
works.

The author calls the Suiheisha an organization
that advocated for Buraku liberation, a
“nominal human rights organization”, stating
that he would trace “the creation of a largely
fictive identity for Japan’s putative outcastes”
and that “most burakumin are descended not
from leather-workers, but from poor farmers”
(1). And in chapter IV Pre-modern antecedents,
he describes the history of Buraku by referring
to and quoting from a number of previous
works.

In the references to and quotations from the
works of different Japanese researchers on the
history of Buraku in this chapter, however, the
author pulls out parts of the descriptions that
suit his arguments ignoring their context
including what these works shed light on in
their totality and how they viewed the history
of Buraku.

This kind of reference to previous works is, in
my opinion, academically unfaithful and
inappropriate. The author’s arguments, based
on inappropriate references and quotations,
hardly hold true. In the following, I comment on
particularly problematic parts of inappropriate
references to and quotations from previous
works.

In his “Introduction” (30-31) to the chapter IV
Pre-modern antecedents, the author states,
“the vast majority of the ancestors of the
modern burakumin never dealt with dead
animals at all. Instead, they farmed” and quotes
from Usui Hisamitsu (Usui 1991, 20):

“In Hyogo, the business of the buraku was
agriculture. Overwhelmingly, the members
of the buraku did the same work as the
other townspeople and farmers.”
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He also quotes from Fujisawa Seisuke,
(Fujisawa 2018, 115):

“The earlier theory [that chori and kawata
were prohibited from being involved in
farming] is clearly wrong.”

Both Usui and Fujisawa discuss, however, why
chori / kawata had status-specific duties,
including the disposal of dead cattle and horses
and had been subjected to discrimination in
spite of the fact that they were involved in
farming and had living conditions similar to
farmers in some respects. Both thus stress that
there must be a clear distinction made between
how they earn their livelihood and their duties
deriving from their status. On the same page
from which the author makes the above-
mentioned quotation, Usui states:

It is impossible to write a realistic history of
Buraku (...) without providing historical
descriptions on the basis of strict distinctions
between their duties, which were imposed on
them due to their status as outcastes and led to
unique treatment with contempt and
antagonism, and their actual businesses for
livelihood. (Usui 1991 20)

In the article quoted by the author, Fujisawa
also criticized previous work on Buraku history,
in which “the involvement of chori / kawata in
productive pursuits including leather work has
been regarded passively and negatively” and
sought “to identify historical characteristics of
the businesses and duties of chori / kawata,
with a view to considering their social positions
in society”, having confirmed that those people
were involved in different kinds of productive
activities, including farming (Fujisawa 2018
115). The author ignores the academic
intention of Usui and Fujisawa, simply picking
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up the parts that can conveniently be “utilized”
for his argument that “kawata were poor
farmers”. Although it is necessary, as Usui and
Fujisawa emphasize, to make “strict
distinctions between those duties, which were
imposed on them due to their status as
outcastes and led to unique treatment with
contempt and to antagonism, and their actual
businesses for livelihood”, the author lacks
such a perspective. Although some chori /
kawata were involved in agricultural
management at a level comparable to farmers,
they were nevertheless not regarded as being
equal to farmers and were subjected to
discrimination. This problem, which should be
explored further, is completely ignored by the
author.

In addition, the author argues that “[t]he pre-
modern antecedents to the buraku were not a
guild of leather workers” (31) on the basis of an
erroneous premise. While the author uses the
word “guild” in general terms without
indicating particular definitions, the concept of
“guild” has been addressed in academic studies
of Buraku history in the context of the
exploration of how chori / kawata in pre-
modern times were theoretically
conceptualized in relation to Marx and Engels,
The German Ideology. This is pointed out in the
work of Minegishi Kentaro (Minegishi 1996,
224-229), which is quoted by the author in his
article. The group of chori / kawata in pre-
modern times cannot be seen simply as a
“guild”, or a craft association involved in
leather work. However, leather work (in
particular, skinning of dead cattle and horses
for the production of the hide) was only
undertaken by chori / kawata, and farmers in
general were not involved in such work.

The author attempts to regard the relationship
between chori / kawata and the leather
industry as extremely weak, linking with his
argument that “[t]he pre-modern antecedents
to the buraku were not a guild of leather
workers” (italics added). Building on this point,
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he states that skinning rights did not inhere to
the chori / kawata as a group but was bought,
sold and pledged as “shares” (34). This is not
wrong in itself. The author also states,
however, that “shares could be - and
occasionally were - transferred to commoner
villagers” (34). Could commoner villagers have
obtained skinning rights?

One of the sources relied upon by the author on
this issue is Usui Hisamitsu (Usui 1991, 205).
While Usui states that “in this period between
the end of the medieval and early modern ages
(...), the right to [danna-ba] (an area under the
charge of a group of chori / kawata where they
perform their status-specific duties) was widely
bought and sold across social status”, he also
writes, immediately before this sentence, “In
the early modern ages, this right to [danna-ba]
was uniquely attributed to kawata and never
transferred to those belonging to other
statuses”. In other words, Usui states that the
transfer of the right to danna-ba to those who
were not kawata occurred only in the period
between the end of the medieval and early
modern ages. In addition, Minegishi Kentaro
and Nobi Shoji point out that there is room for
consideration as to what constituted “the right
to danna-ba” that was bought and sold in this
particular period (Minegishi 1996, 250; Nobi
2007, 48-56). “The right to danna-ba” did not
consist only of the skinning right. Attention
should be paid to this aspect, which the author
does not do.

The author refers to several studies other than
Usui 1991 as sources for his argument. These
works do not state, however, that “the shares
[to the skinning right] could be - and
occasionally were - transferred to commoner
villagers”. One of the sources relied upon by
the author, Matsuoka Hideo (Matsuoka 1975,
24-25), does not substantiate the author’s
argument. Matsuoka states, “Kyuemon [who
pledged his shares of danna-ba as security for a
loan] did not relinquish his shares of the
skinning rights; he kept his shares, continued
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to dispose of dead cattle and horses and gave
all the products to the lender”. Kyiiemon thus
kept his shares of danna-ba. In addition, his
lender was “Ikedaya Togoro, of a kawata village
called Watanabe Village”, who was a trader of
leather products made in kawata villages and
not one of the “commoner villagers”. Skinning
of dead cattle and horses as well as sales of the
disposed skins were duties uniquely attributed
to chori / kawata, and farmers in general did
not and could not take part in this business.
Proof to the contrary has not been submitted in
the academic works on Buraku history so far;
the author is not successful in providing
counterevidence to the common view on this
issue, either. The author’s argument does not
hold water.

The non-involvement of “commoner villagers in
the skinning of dead cattle and horses and hide
production was related to the issue of “ritual
uncleanliness” (31), a concept denied by the
author. In Hyogo no Burakushi 1, which is often
quoted by the author, Usui Hisamitsu refers to
the “intensive perception of uncleanness”,
which had continued since before the early-
modern age, as the reason why kawata were
regarded as outcastes, distinct from common
craftsmen, even though the former had many
characteristics in common with the latter (Usui
1991, 442-443). The author’s argument that
“[t]he pre-modern antecedents to the buraku
were not a guild of leather workers” and that
they were “farmers” thus does not hold water,
because it is a misdirected response to an out-
of-focus question by way of inappropriate
references to and quotations from previous
works.

Moreover, the author apparently does not pay
particular attention to “danna-ba” when he
discusses the rights of chori / kawata with
regard to the skinning of dead cattle and
horses and hide production. “Danna-ba” is “an
area under the charge” of a group of chori /
kawata when they perform their status-specific
duties. Status-specific “duties” of chori /
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kawata, such as disposal of dead cattle and
horses, execution-related works, prison guards
and village guards, were performed in specific
areas called “danna-ba”. This is an important
issue in the examination of the social character
of chori / kawata in the pre-modern age, which
cannot be ignored. The author makes few
references to “danna-ba”, however, and
apparently has not consulted recent academic
works (for example, Okuma Tetsuo et al,
Danna-ba (Okuma et al. 2011). While the
phrase “a designated area” (34) seems to refer
to “danna-ba”, this expression is not
appropriate because “danna-ba” were not
“designated” by farmers or rulers.

The author argues that it was possible for chori
/ kawata to become farmers or commoners and
vice versa (“commoners could acquire kawata
status” and “some kawata exited their status
and became commoners”, 32), implying that
there was mobility in social status in the Edo
period (the Tokugawa period). Is this a sound
argument?

In this regard, the author relies upon Hatanaka
Toshiyuki, (1977, 110-111), in which he takes
up a case in which a commoner in an Osaka
town moved into a kawata village. Nobi Shoji
criticized Hatanaka’s interpretation of the case
(Nobi 1997), pointing out that the commoner
who moved into a kawata village in this case
lived in a rented house and was involved in the
setta [leather-soled sandals] industry in Osaka,
where the production and sale of setta
developed in the late pre-modern period. Given
the fact that setta workers in general were
treated with contempt, Nobi continues, the
case cannot be treated as a basis for the
argument that there was mobility in pre-
modern social status in general and that there
were no obstacles to a change of status. Other
sources cited by Hatanaka (1977, 69-80) and
Watanabe Hiroshi (1977, 127) do not
substantiate the author’s argument. Hatanaka
(1977 69-80) cites a case in a kawata village,
which had been annexed to a farming village
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and sought independence from that village; this
is not a case of status mobility. Watanabe
(1977, 127) discusses how pre-modern
disadvantaged social status was formulated
and, in this context, refers to reports in the
Zenkoku Minji Kanrei Ruishu [National
Compilation of Civil Customs], compiled in
1880 by the Ministry of Justice (based on
hearings concerning local civil customs across
the country, which were relied upon in the
absence of the national civil code), indicating
that some local customs permitted “eta” to
become commoners if they had not been
involved in skinning for three generations or
there were areas composed of hinin only in the
absence of people called “eta”. These are
exceptional cases and cannot be generalized.
The author’s argument that there were no
obstacles to a change of status is thus
groundless.

Relying primarily upon Saito and Oishi (1995),
the author argues that it is not correct to talk
of the pre-modern “class hierarchy” in terms of
the “four-plus-outcaste class structure”
(samurai, farmer, artisan, merchant, and eta-
hinin, 36).

Saitdo and Oishi criticized the expression
“samurai, farmer, artisan, merchant, and eta-
hinin” as a way of explaining the social status
system in the Edo period because they consider
it “inadequate to perceive the social status
system in the Edo period simply through a form
of hierarchy” in order to understand why
disadvantaged groups in the Edo period,
including chori / kawata, were subject to
serious forms of discrimination (1995, 40).
Saito and Oishi also state that, in the Edo
period, “discrimination penetrated the society
as a whole” and “no one could be free from
discrimination” (ibid, 48). The Edo period was
characterized as “the status-discrimination
society”, where differences in social status and
the hierarchy of family status were highlighted
in different settings. Saitd and Oishi seek to
shed light on these forms of discrimination,
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prevalent in every nook and cranny of society in
the Edo period, focusing on those who were
subject to status-based discrimination. They
criticize the expression “four-plus-outcaste
class structure” because they consider it
impossible to have an accurate understanding
of the “truth of the status-discrimination
society” on the basis of terms that do not
reflect reality. (This is the implication of the
title of their book.) They do not argue that the
class hierarchy was not a major issue and there
was no discrimination in the Edo period or that
outcastes did not exist in the Edo period.

The author ignores the academic intention of
Saitd and Oishi and simply “utilizes” their
argument that the pre-modern “class
hierarchy” composed of the “four-plus-outcaste
class structure” lacked substance for his own
argument that the antecedents to Burakumin
were not “outcastes”.

In the section “Making sense of kawata” (38),
the author states that “kawa” in kawata might
come from “river” instead of “hide” or “leather”
(all of which are pronounced “kawa” in
Japanese) on the basis of his argument that the
antecedents to Burakumin were “poor
farmers”. He goes on to state, “several
Tokugawa era impoverished families decided to
leave their homes. ... Migrants looking for
unclaimed land ... would have found it on the
river banks. ... As the migrants settled in the
dry river bed (called kawara) or along the river
banks, they became “kawara mono” - people of
the river bed”. The term “kawara mono” refers
to leather workers in the medieval ages,
however, and the references relied upon by the
author (Watanabe 1977, 257-258; Usui 1991,
63; Saito and Oishi 1995, 64-66) do not discuss
the Edo period. The author’s descriptions are
totally groundless.

In addition, the author states that seventeenth
century peasants were rarely able to write and
that “kawata” was not a written term for them,
also suggesting that the description of the word
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“eta” in the Chinese characters indicating
“uncleanliness” was not common by referring
to Kida Sadakichi, (1919). In his article, Kida
discusses different peoples who had been
discriminated against in the medieval ages and
who might have links to eta (chori / kawata) in
later ages. While he states at the beginning
that “I feel very uncomfortable about the use of
the characters indicating ‘uncleanliness’ when
the word ‘eta’ is written in Chinese
characters”, Kida does not question the use of
“an obscure 18-stroke character” by farmers in
the 17th century as the author argues.

The author’s claim that “Seventeenth century
peasants were rarely able to write” raises a
suspicion that he might have developed his
historical views without reading historical
documents written by commoners of those days
at all. It is well-known that the literacy rate was
high among commoners in the Edo period.
Yoshida Tsutomu highlights the fact that some
chori had not only literacy but also high levels
of culture and education in a volume JMR
claims to have read (Yoshida 2018). It is
incomprehensible that the author appears to
ignore this and other academic findings.

I have to say that the author’s argument in the
section “Making sense of kawata” is nothing
but groundless casual notions. Although one
may be free to say such things in literary
jottings or chatting while drinking, I do not
think it appropriate that they constitute part of
an academic article.

In light of what I have pointed out above, I have
to say that the author’s argument about Buraku
history is not developed on the basis of
sufficient understanding of the previous works
or reliable historical documents; rather, the
author arranged his loose notions into an
academic format by arbitrarily quoting parts of
previous works that seem to fit his own views.
Such an approach raises doubts not only about
the reliability of the author’s work in his
primary specialty but also about the academic
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journal that published it in terms of a peer
review process which may impair its authority.
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DFRDEANN D TOS R (Matsuoka 1975
24-25) &, BEHDOEREEMT 36 DTUE &,
R, T (BERG ok E R CESE L 72)
AL L AR R ORIk % FoEL 23R C©
. e L TBBFBOMHEIET 20 A
BHZORBEIRTEEANZLHT) 2kt
LzbD, LT3, HIRGOKIE., ALA
WML T a, /o, ALAHPICSE
FELOE NEUN WHEBELE 2£0,
mblzOMNOEEEZRS>THATHY, [— KD
HiEH5rD# “commonervillagers”] Tl % W,
WHEROK#RHC L, MK ETRET 22
CEELE - 2bloGHCEAEOEETHY .,
—OHMEFErHS L0 - HE L WHEETH -
Foo SO ERXKT BRALIG ., BE & TOEE
SHARREOFCEIRBEIN TR L, £/,
EELZOMBEC OO THEHANDKRIEFIRRT
XTlEwan, ELEOFRITERD L2 0,

ZL T, —OHABEY S DE 25 “commoner
villagers” 7, FEAFH O FRE | 7K O A FE I H
mbhbohhofol el EHEVBETD (74
L “ritual uncleanliness”] @[ (31) & »vh
boTWwa, AFHEIE., ZEREXTHT 2
[REOEESR] 1 BWT, bk Hh0H
b AEZ OB LSE L b Lns, — K
DN R 2BREFD 2SRz, T
SO LAT» 6 %< TEFN 2 A El) Th - 1o,
RT3 (Usui 1991 442-443) . HEHOD
(HEROGMHE R EOF L FTE L, B
RTHz] &I ERIE., LITHR % REC
Z - 5HL ah 6, ko oM ibnic®
ATVWBLDTHY, LY LIz,

Fre, EFERE - 2bLORFHORERE
JZ R DHEFEC D BERIC DO W T 2,
TEANG ) R EREZL > T 0wE H>ThH
32, THIY ) &, B¥E - b G llf
DX EHD 2O [ZELXIE Tha, KF -
e RS D AR R AU 2 v o 2 ZE . RIR O,
Mooz e, TERE £wIRX
WER-> Tirbnf, TEHRG &, Gt s
J2RE - hblOHSHEKREZRET 2L &,
BELWMMETOHY, BHIT B2 EETE L L,
Lol FFHE TERG CO20TRCERE
. RIEOWARME (B2, KAETHEE »
[ HH535%] Ookuma et al 2011) & 2L T
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Wk HTh 3, 34X—iZE T “a designated
area” £ HO T WD THHG ) 2 &KL T
2EMbn s, THIREG ) & A3 »
5 s 2] tOTE L, COXRBEA
WYITtHh B,

EHE, RE - bbbl HEE-HTANCAKZ L
b, 2O L A[ETH - 12 ( “commoners could
acquire kawata status.”“some kawata exited
their their status and become commoners ” 32)
ERN VLFRARD GG REFITH > 1o D
RN T WV B, ZOFEMIE 24725 D b,

BroBEhc B L TEEAMKILL T v 3
[ Thbr) £FA] (Htanaka1977110-111)
BHF Tz, RIRTHTAB»b e BEL
TOWBAHEFIOMFICOLTIE., O L 5L
& A D 2 (Nobi 1997) . iEtHIEH. FEL
OMIEHRGTENERL 72 KIRT. FEL»h»b
2HFEEL TOLERMEE ORI AR b 2K
WIBEL eI FRITH Y, FEEEEL
BHlah Tt IR D-Tl &z &
ZABE, INE L > THRENCIEHOE) R
BN TR OREEICEEL ozl & DR
iET&Ehrw, EWItATHSZ, £, 2D
F A, e L ThiF T 3 (Hatanaka
69-80) & . VEILJL [RIATCHEE DK & R
(Watanabe 1977 127) i, EEZ D FiRDE
ffdenzirnltidEnntni
v, Hatanaka 1977 69-80 T I N T 3D
. AOMNED THMN] o Tulkrbi
KA, B 25 OMSL & R -FHEIT. B9
DHEND M T % v, Watanabe 1977 127 T
., AHOBENSSNED L SRS N T
Efem, 29T, 1880 (M¥R13) i,
B ORI EE NG EL 72 [4ERFIEGIEE]
(BFEcfbzt0e LT, 2EH&HORE
b BEM B EIFAEL., & LEY)
OFz, 271 RERCbl-> THRHEDH
FHEL Ao GAECTRELRB I EERD D
HHlD bz, 27 EFFENZANLTH
FEETEANELT Y TCHo T H 3, £
IMEN DB LN THWBREUITHB, &
nsix., BIsMFHEB TH 0 —Fibiz T & o,
(GO EICEEE o tz] &I ERIE,
RILD 20 & D TR ST 1z % b,

Fre, BB RAHEZE [ 59 ZNit
2D HE %] (Saito and Oishi 1995) Zf&k#LL .
Whwd [LETH- - 2-—9EAN] Evw)FE
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Ttk ® &7 @ [y %) “class hierarchy” # £ 4 2
CEBIELL AL ERND (p.36) .

. KAan, THRETH - 27—3FEA] v
I FHETILFIRROGHE SRR T 22 &%
HALLDIE, BE - bz EdE T BILF
BACOWERRA &L K ER S n i %W
EMICT B, T—DDFH T TILFRAC
ODENEIEE LS 22D TIEATS)  (Saito
and Oishi 199540) &¢EZ 26 ThHh b, &/,
wWEE . KA., PR W Tl ek
WEMCE > TOe0mmNT] B, [ZERHH»
SHHTHOB I EEENICETEL D> 2]
(ibid 48) ¢i®XTW 3, VLKL, & &
FLRBGHTHEDOENPFEKED EFAREIC S
nz [ 55242 “the status-discrimination
society”] Th -/, - KA, 20L& I %
ILFRROMHEDH s 02 &2 312 H 3BER
DWT, WENGSEINLEANRCESED T
2O, HenrwlEraELTWB, HHE- KA
s THETH — Z 72 - e A“four-plus-outcaste
class structure”] &£ WO SELAHT IO,
KR ZFELIHOTH T, 0%
2D HEFE“The Truth about the Status-
discrimination society”| #H{ 5 Il T& L &
LB MLTHDB, (Ihn, wH - RKADH
EFEDSAL PLCIADSNTERTH B, ) Kk -
KA., MMPERCBOT, 0 FIE K&
BT S EMNE Loz, &n, LK
RET T A=A MEHFEL Lo, EF o
TWBDTI Wy,

EHE, W KADZO L EHAOEN % &
MU, THERTH - 27-—3EA) oo
5y O 741 “class hierarchy” 235k % & & % - 12
LOTHWI L, MEROKME 177 ~n—
Ab] TlEHEVwEWS, HHOFRDmwmIL
TR LTwaied&Enn,

EHE. »bfcOmEk% ¥k % “Making
sense of kawata”] & W Hi (p.38) wWHBWL T,
FEROEMHEEALOERTH o 12) £ D
Hilzs& 2., [hbf) © [hb) & TH-
H) Tl el T WHEKRT 30 TE 40,
LN (HAFHTWE., TE-F] & 1)
b, “Kawa” & #E 9 3) . NLFRARC A
Mo e REER&E B 2 RBEL 12, B
HrbmFcEs Tounsn g BoU e,
MR CHEALEHE LB THIEE] LI n
7z “several Tokugawa era impoverished families
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decided to leave their homes. ---Migrants
looking for unclaimed land- - -would have found
it on the river banks.- - - As the migrants settled
in the dry river bed (called kawara) or along
the river banks , they became“kawara
mono”—people of the river bed.”] & FHW T
Wb, A, THJEFE ] &t RO E
B holEkbESTHIET, HH 8K
L Cw 2 3#k (Watanabe 1977 257-258, Usui
1991 63, Saito - Oishi 1995 64-66) & . L/~
BRICODVWTRRLL D TE v, EHORR
E. & o o SARIA &

o, ITHAEDERLBIE, Do XF%
Bl ZEEnl, Thbr] tvuwrsHEER
T ohofcbb Ly, SACEHAET T
SR # ] (Kida1919) #ZML 2D, £
EVWIEFERILL —MAITE LD T &
LW, EbHRNZ, BEHAEFOMEBE. 212
(BH - b)) WO nh33 8 5o
WENRCODOTHRFE Lz DT, BET 12
BT TRIET A TUsn] #RTEF
DHOVWANZ L REBEAMRTH 2] LIANX
TLadHn, EHENFOL O, 1ITHAEZDERA
[8HI L 3 & < s s LT "“an obscure
18-stroke character”|] #H w7z C &2kt &
L TWBbUTTI 2y,

N

MTHALOERE, o XFesEL LK
% 7 - f= ( Seventeenth century peasants
rarely wrote.) | & W ORLAH S, FEHIE UK
DRERAF &L 28k (hXE) #e2<m&
TWHERCHET 2EMEZHA T TLOTE 2w
M, ELIOEEELELSE B, ILFRCORER
DHBFROFmSE LI LMenTEY, EEHEVE
TENADOZ &5/ 2 [RAAOHES] I
(Higashi 2018) &, #HHMOmE K5 -
FEANDKRE L EFH - R - HE
(Yoshida 2018) dstsn T3, FHHE,
REbOHPICEBFRALTITLL, ML
W HEBE2FCET TORENOIC & 2N
LTw3, FEHEMN, 2L LHRBE % MmA4AL
TW3EICRAIBDEANTHRTH 3,

O [hbfzDEk % B9 2 “Making sense of
kawata” | &£ WIFIIC BT 2EH D ERE . R
DruEuffEeEbaszsHnn, 2L
HME Ty AR TERA LN S DHRTH
niFe st »<, FRmLo—H2lds sl
DY & E B n ko,
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L. W OhDEICODOLTIEBL L & &8
Fank, EFOMBELRCHT 2EMmE. I
FTCORITMAE T cEmML - LT, EL
TRIOENTE L > THANLTHENTLZ LD T
el ML B oz, I, DHE
WCHEDE OO W & > THREEBEZ Y
DENVOED% L0, D& D LML DER
Mk, HEHOAKROHMELIC B BELD
B VSN EL 2P0 TR, 2DED
R BB L E¥EEc o0 Ty, SAXOF
HEOH Y HESsEL €, ZOHENAEL
bhaDTCE LA, EDBEEFOLDTH
%,

518 - SR

BREN TBdE - b0 Ee%E) (HH
ARERVESETBOF TR 4w [ R HAOHE ] M 2018
RARER)

Mz [ Thbl] EFA—EHG DS
Wl 1997 » b Ab IR
W H A IR AR T 4
2018 B EEE

[RHA OS] T

BHAY (2 ERE ([RikeES] 251
51919 18%) HESCE 1968)

FAREF5 % TERTE PR AEBUR AL ) (P Ik
ZHNYEMRS 4 [oHEFELoMR] L
1976 MLl &

ZRBEORN Ntz R Lol
aEb

O™ Lol MEMRESOKRI] 2007 f#
JECH R

DV L g 2o C il 5) R s o g — i
FEOHE LM RO & FRE] (T E7E T
75l 1175 1997)

1996

REVTHE 12 [HIG— itk 2 B IR O vhEh4E
W) 2011 BfCEEH

REVE— c KAEZE [ ZEtas0 B HE]
1995 kAL

FHENL [REOHER] 1
Ry 5 —

1991 #1748
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VDR [RMIEGER OB & eBd ] 1977 501 #3g) (4 [RHA O ] m)
SLSCER

HHE R - FANORE I E FE G - 0 -

This article is part of Japan’s Burakumin (Outcastes) Reconsidered: A Special Issue
Assessing and Refuting Ramseyer’s Interpretation. Please see the Table of Contents.

Please also see our previous special issues on The Ramseyer controversy on the 'Comfort
Women' edited by Alexis Dudden, Supplement to Special Issue: Academic Integrity at
Stake: The Ramseyer Article - Four Letters.

See also, a special issue on The 'Comfort Women' as Public History edited by Edward
Vickers and Mark R. Frost.

Toriyama Hiroshi (&1L¥¥) is a researcher at the East Japan Buraku Liberation Institute. In
2020, he assumed the position of Secretary-General of the Institute. His main areas of
research include the local history of discriminated-against people in Kanagawa Prefecture
during the modern period. He contributed an article about “Kanagawa” and “Changes in
modern society and chori/hinin” in History of the Buraku of Eastern Japan I - III published in
2018.

Hirano Yuji ("FEf#2 ) is a translator.

Komori Megumi (/pggR&E) is the Acting Secretary-General, The International Movement
Against All Forms of Discrimination and Racism (IMADR).
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