
ll Tosio Iwamura

The Japanese Communist Movement

The Japanese Communiss as well as üe Comintern expected the Japanese Communist movement o develop
more rapidly üan üıe Korean arıd even than üıe Chinese Communist movemenlı Today everybody knows üıe
gap between üıe reality and wistıful üıirıking as regards üe development of üe Communist movement in prewar
Japan.
The Communist movement in Japan took place in the 1920-1930s, altiıough üe Japanese people could haıldy
ever have üeiı own nation-wide, independent, ideological mass organizations. Here neiüer Christian socialism
nor social-democracy t§ mas§ movements had preceded the Communist movement. Anyhow, the latter sudderüy
made iıs fust appearance and had some effect on the ma§ses.
The development of üe prewar Japanese Communist Party (Nihon Kyosanıo; JCP) can be divided into ünee
periods, turning twice: at the dissolution of the Fiıst Party in April l9?4 nd at üe §uppression in MaJçh 1928.
Roughly speaking, üe frst and second period of tehe Japanese pr§war Communist movement coincided wiü
the late period of üe Taisyo Democracy.z

During üe Fiısı World War monopoly capitalism was firmly e,stablished in Japan too. Consequently
üe economic and social connadictions became more intensifıed. It ineviıably led to a change of üıe Taisyo
Democracy.

In August and September 1918 üıe nation-wide Rice Rios fırst showed üıat "in the second half of üe
Taisyo Democracy period üe driving force came from üe new middle class of the city. t...] ttıis driving force
was assisıed by üe working and tenant farmer classes. [...] Awakened to their political power at the time of üıe
Rice Riots, tlıe masses formed various organizaıions one after anoüer from 1919 io I9n",3 h a sense the
foundaüon of üe JCP in 1921 was a bastard of üıe Taisyo Democıacy.

Politically, the late Taisyo Democracy period saw üe semi-absolutist-dualist monaıchy go nearest !o
üe parliamentary monarchy in prewar Japan; howeveri a§ our bastaıd also often did so, "üıe pioneer labour
organizations in a posiıion to lead üıe proletarian classes vainly dıeamed of realizing a socialist system in a
single bound, and were almost otally ignorant of üıe valııe of üe sruggle fu poliücal freedom"j

One of üıe most auüıoritative Japanese historians on üe Taisyo Demcracy, Takayosi }vtatuo, has a good
reason to ındicate üıe following: "Had the JCP followed instrucüons from Moscow (see Draft Programme of üıe
Communist Paıty of Japan , |922) and participated in the universal suffrage movement, and had üıey succeeded
in getting üe liberal middle class to çoncentrato aıound üıem, üe tide of Japarıese demoçracy would have been
able o press moro heavily for üıe traıısformation of üıe old ruling sEucture."5

Naturally we can not make any reference ıo üıis point of an argument, because ttıe JCP couldn't reaüly
get rid of such a barrier even afterwards. It disturbed üıe JCP in its own work, above all, in üıe üird period,
when the most broad strata of üe people should have been gathered about itself against monaıchy-farcism and
war since the Great Depression of L929. Now üıe above-mentioned widening gap became incurable.

Indeed the Japanese Communist movement also had always had üe other tendency to close üe gap,
but tiıis was too weak and loo late. If we would like o discuss the history of üe Jcp in paıticular, taking ino

ı See Edward H. Carr, The Bolslıevik Revoluıion, 1917-1923,3 Vols (london, 1950-1953, p. 527; Tosio
Iwamura, Nihon zinmin sensen so zyoseıu [An Inroduction o the Hisory of üe Japarıese Popular Front]
(Tokyo, l971), pp. 252-263.

2 For üe Taisyo Democracy see Takayosi }v!atuo, "The Development of Democracy ın lapan", Tlu
Developing Economies, Vol. 4, No. 4 (December 1966). The name of üe era "Taisyo" extends from 191l ıo
1926, but iı is possible üat "Taisyo Democracy" covers a longer period.

' Ibid", pp. 616, 62E (italicized by T.I.). See also Takayosi Matuo, Taisyo demokıııasi no guıuo fA
Group in üe Taisyo Democracy] Ctokyo, 1990), pp. 3, |2-l,3.

a Ma§ıo, "The Development of Democracy in Japan", p. 636. See also Maıuo, Taisyo demokurasi no
gunzo, p. |7.

5 Matuo, "The Development of Democracy in Japan", pp,632-633. See also Matuo, Taisyo demokurasi
no gunzo, p. |7.
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account its relations wiü üıe Comintern,6 we cannot lose sight of such a disputed poinı.

1. Birıh and Rebirıh of ılu Firsı Party

The üte of the founding of üe Japanese Communist Party has been officially regarded as 15 July 1922. It has
been believed as if then the Corutinıent Congress of üe JCP had taken place in Tokyo. But, in my view, üis
is not orüy very quesıionable, but also the JCP may have been already founded in March llDlJ This is a fairly
imporant point of an ıugument, if we adequately take noüce of üıe Comintern turn towards a united front poücy,
adopted by is Third Congress in July l91.

Previously Nikolai lvanoviğ Bucharin ren]rned home from the United Sıates by way of To§o, where
he, in April 1917, visited a prominent Japanese socialist, Tosihiko Sakai, bearing a letrer of ing,oducüon by §en
Katayama. In üe middle of üe following year, Sebald Rutgers also stayed in Yokohama and Tokyo for two

6 Among the studies in Europearı languages are: A. Rodger Swearingen and Paul Langer, Red Flag in
Japan: Inıernational Commuııism in Action 1919-195| (Camb,ridge, Mass., 1952); Robert A. Scalapino, Tie
Japanese Communist Movement 1920-19ü @erkeley and Los Angeles, 1967); George M. Beckmann and
Okubo Genji,The Japanese Coınmunisı Parry 1922-1%5 (Stanford, 1969); Ivan Ivanoviğ Kovalenko, Oöerki
istorii kommunistiĞesl<ogo dviienija v Japonii do vtoroj mirovoj vojııy (Moscow, 1979). Except for üıe first,
each of üem conıains a bibliography. See also Cenral Commiııee of üe JCP, Fifty Years of the Japanese
Communisı Party, rcv. and enlgd. ed. ([okyo, 1980). As regards üe available publicaüons of documens in
Japanese, üıe following books mut be mentioned: Yoiti Muraıa (ü.), Kominıerun siryosyu [Collected
Documents on tiıe Comintern], 7 Vols (iokyo, 1978-1985) and Sdryosyır Kominıerun to nilon [Collected
Documents: üıe Comintern and Japan], 3 Vols [Tokyo, 19861988). Boü worts are appreciated in Japan and
abroad. Their bibliographie,s in Eııropean langııages also are very useful. Concerning üe collected microfilms
of documents in Russian üıeir contens aıe found in M.I. Luk'janova [et al.] (eüs), Bibliograftja laponii, Yol.
2 (Moscow, 1960). But üey contain neither the non-Russian literanıre.s nc üe works written by non-
rehabiliarcd puıged opponents. Except for these, üey exclude all newşaper articles. These faults can be
paıtially made up for by the second above-menüoned work of Y. Murata With respect to üıe bibliogmphies
in Japanese, reüable is Hiıotake Koyama, Nilon syalai ıuıdo-i keıılcyu sı roı [Historical Reviews of Snıdies
of the Hisory of üıe Japanese Social Movement], 2 Vols (Tokyo, |976-|979), The author was one of the
prominent şecialists in üe history of tiıe JCP. He wroüe many works, including Nihon marııhısusyugi si
gaisetu [An Ouüne of the Hisory of Japanese Marxism], enlgd. ed. (Tokyo, 1970). As to the list of üe
Japanese auüoriües' documents see kei komori, "syaka undo siso kar*ei siryo saimoku [Items on üıe
Materials concerning the Social Movement and ThoughtJ" n Undosi Keıılcyu Uournal of Movement Hislory],
No. 1-7 (February 1978 - February 1981). The auüor had served for a very long time as a clerk in charge of
this sphere in ttıe Instinıte for Social Science, Tokyo University, which has one of the most imporant
archives on üe Japanşe social movement history. ln addiüon, as the only specialized biographical dicüonary
famous is Syobei Siota [et al.] (eds), Nilıon syaka, undo zinınei ziıen [Biographical Dictionary of the
Japanese Social Movement] (To§o, 1979). Iı contains many items on members and former members of üe
prewar JCP and its sympathizers but lacks biogıaphies of foreigners, including Koreans who were active in
Japan.

7 Jalırbuch ftlr Politik, Wirısclnft und Arbeiıerbryegung 1n2-D23 (Hamburg, 1923), pp. 853-855. The,
at irst sight, very vivid memoirs of Kiyosi Takase on üe so-called Constituent Congress of the JCP of 15
Iuly lV22 are unıeliable, referring orüy to üe records of the weaüer at that time. In deıail see Tosio
Iwamura, "Otenki to rekisi: Nihon Kyosano soritu sinwa [The Weather and üe History: The Myüı of the
Founütion of üıe Japanese Communist Party]', Sjso [Ideal], No. 715 (Jan. 1984). It is worüı noücing üat
Takayosi Mahıo also altered his own view on üis poinı In his article "The development of Democracy in
Japan, p. 632, he wrote üıat "the JCP was organized in the summer of |922", in his newest book Taisyo
demokurasi no gunzo, p. 17, he says: "the JCP was founded in 192t".
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montlıs in similar ciıcumstances, !o acqııainı himself with Sakai.t Dııring üıe First Comuıtern Congress in March
1919 Ruıgers delivered tiıe greetinş and üıe resolution in favor of üe Rıssian Revoluüon and against üıe
Japanese intervention in Siberia as adopted by the execuüve of the Group of Socialiss in To§o-Yokotıama
(Tokyo-Yokohama syakaisyugisya-dan zikko-ünkai). Vladimir ll'iğ Lenin had vainly intended to have this Durch
act for a Japanese delegate in üe Congress.g There is much likelihood üat his close friend Sen Kaıayama would
still have sympathized witiı the Dutch radicals for some time.ıo

At last, in July 1920 üe Japanese Socialist League §ihon Shakaisyugi Domei) was founded at Tokyo,
being only a scratch team whose atrıliated gpoups were mostly tiny and ideologically diverging, except in Osaka
isolated from mass labour organizaıions like üe most powerful reformist trade union, üe Japanese General
Federation of Labour §ihon Rodo Sodomei or Sodomei).

One of its anarchist leaden, Sakae Osugi, visited Shanghai to conıact with a Comintern represenıative,
Grigorij Naumoviğ Vojünskij, in October 1920, but it was anoüıer leading socialist, Tosihiko §akai, aıığ ffiş
anarcho-syndicalist companions like Karıson fuatıata, Hitosi Yamakawa and others who ook üıe initiative of
founding üıe JCP in Japan in }vlarch 1921. Attending the Third Comintern Congress with Uruo Taguü, who lived
in the United States, Taro Yosihara fırst revealed üe fouding in üe session of 12 July, adding üıat he just
received the Marıifesto and üe Rules of üe JCP before a few üys only. Being dıafted by Hitosi Yamakawa and
approved in ıhe Inaugural Meeting of üıe JCP in Maıch 192l, boüı üe Manifesto and üe Rules were pubtished
in üe magazine Narody Dal'ııego Vostoka (Lrkutsk, No. 4, 15 September 1921).

But üere was another cuTent in ttıe genesis of üe JCP. Being ordered to depaıt from üe United
Kingdom by üe Scotland Yaıd, a British Communist of Japanese origin, Saruo Nosaka, returned home via
several European countries in April 192, bringing wiüı him üe newest Comintem poücy. He had lived as a
correspondent for üe Sodomei in London from August 1919 üo May l92l; there he joined the British Socialist
Party in üıe eaıly summer of 1920 and automaücally took paıt in founding üe British Communist Party in July
L920.

The German Communist Pany (KPD) achieved something new at üıe Elevenü Congress of üe
Allgemeiner Deuscher Gewerkschafs-Bund (ADGB) in June |922 ro win üe broad masses of is members. In

the autumn of. |92L Nosaka had visiıed üe headquarters of boü üe ADGB and üe KPD in Berlin, where he
met Fritz Heckert to ask for help wiüı regard to his own rip rc Moscow. In üe winter of 192l Aleksandı
Losovskij invited Nosaka to his office in Moscow to inform him about the new Profintem policy for national
trade union unity in each country.ıı

As soon as he returned o Tokyo in the şpring of |V22,Nosaka had üe firm intenüon to bridge the gap

between üe tiny JCP and üe developing reformisı Sodomei.
Consequently Yamakawa, Aıahaıa and oüer Japarıese Communist leaders suddenly determined in üe

middle of July üıat üıey would fınally break wiü Sakae Osugi and ottıer anarchiss to approach Suehiro Nisio
and oüer sodomei leaders. The conflict benreen anaıçhism and so-called Bolshevism came to a head on 30
September |922, when anaıçhiss were defeated at a convention in Osaka and began to loose influence since.ız

Besides Saruo Nosaka newcomers like Katumaro Akamatu and Kenzo Yamamoto in Tokyo or Sadatika
Nabeyama and Kiyosi Koiwai in Osaka ought o have }nown üıeir own role to exercise a $eiıt irüluence on üıe
Sodomei.

In January |922 the Far Eastern Peoples' Congress ook place in Moscow. In is opening session, it was,
in my opinion, an arıarcho-synücalist, tlajime Yosida (using Yozi Kao as a pseudonym), who addressed the
participans as üıe representative of the Japanese delegation, üough among üe presidum members accompanying

t See Eltaıo Kisimoto and Hirotake Koyam4 Kaıayaııw §eı [Sen Kaıayama],2 Vols (Tokyo, 1959-1960,
Vo1.2, pp.6l, 10l.

9 Mıııata, Siryosyu kominıerın ıo nilıon, Vol. l, pp. 5-6.

ı0 Tosio lwamuıa, Kominterun to Nilıon Kınsanıo no seiiu [Comintern and the Foundation of üe
Japanese Communist Party] (Tokyo, |9'l'7r, pp, |2I-l'22.

ıı See Sanzo Nosaka, Fusetu no ayuıni Meeı Wind and Snow], 8 Vols (fokyo, 1971-1989), Vol. 3, pp.
229-3ll.

J

ı2 lwamura, "Otenki to rekisi [...]"
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him were Sen Kaıayama and Unzo Taguti, who had become Communiss while living in üe United States. At
least until this Congress the honeymoon of anarchiss and Communists was not over in Japan as well as in China
and Korea, where even nationalists joined in it The polysemous word "peoples" in the title of üe congıess had
not faded yet.ı3

Indeed Grigorij Vojtinskij praised himself for the "tatsğchliche Vereinigung" between Japanese anarcho-
syndicaliss and Communiss in üıe Congress, but he and oüıer Comintem officials must soon have taken notice
that Japanese "people", namely the masses of the people, were left alone. In this reşect luly 1922 was exactly
üe date of üe rebirü of the Jcp.

By tiıe way, Sanzo Nosaka left Moscow before üe Faı Eastern Peoples' Congress, in contrast o Kyu'iti
Tokuda, who all his life took a pride in his own aüendance at üe Congress.ıa The latter never appreciated üe
meaning of "rebirü" of üe JCP, very urüike üe former.

Among üe newcomers to üıe JCP from üıo United Süates were, ı,çsides Sen Katayama and Unzo Taguti,
several oüer prominent activists, e.g. Tunao Inomata, Suekiti Maniwa, Ma§ayuki Nonaka and Mosabuıo Suzuki.
They had the signif,ıcant experience üere, in which a Latvian "captainu and futııre Comintern instrucor ıo ıhe
JCP, Karlis Jansons, took üe lead, though his name is -caıelessly - hardly ever mentioned in any dictionary.ls

Having in view Lenin's advice, he played a vitai part in founding üe legal Worker's Paıties in America
and in Canada in December 192l and February 1922 as "die mit dem Kommunismus sympaüisierende
Paıtei".ı6

Before he arrived in To§o in June 1925, tiıe newcomers from üıe United States were authorized by
him O make use of üea experience for the Japanese social movemenL Bringing forü üe "Draft hogramme
of üe Communist Party of Japaıı", üıe Fourttı Comintern Congıess instructed the JCP to adopt several immediate
demands; e.g. "universal franchiso" and "complete freedom of workers' paıties" besides "aboliüon of the
monarchy".' In üis respect, besides §. Nosaka and his companions, üıe Inomtaite-Suzukiite faction played an
indispensable role in üe removal of üe anaıcho-syndicalist rests from their leaders Kanson Araiıata and Hiori

ı3 Tosio lwamura, "Kyokuto Kinrosya Taikai kaikaisiki hatugensya no nazo [A Riddle of a Speaker in
the Opening Session of ttıe Far Eastem Toilers' Congress]", §işo, No. 295 (iviay 1979). The several Far
Eastem languages lack a polysemous word which means boü "massos of people" and "na[ion". Consequent-
ly, by each delegation of üe Far Fıstern countries, üe term "people" should have taken in different senses
and should have been rendered exactly into each appropriate word. For üıis point see Tosio Iwamura,
"Kyokuio Kinrosya Taikai nihon daigiindan saitaku koryo [The hogram adopıed by üe Japanese delegaüon
in üe Far Eastern Toilers' Congress]", Sirin Pournal of Hisory], Vol. 62, No. 3 (May 1979), pp. |37-|39.

ıa See Nosaka, Fuseru no ayıani, Vol. 3, pp.289-296; Kyu'iti Tokuda and Yosio §iga Gokutyu zvuhati
nen [18 Years in Jail] (Tokyo, 1947),p.32,

ı5 For the newest biography of Sen Kaıayama see Ateksei I. Serıatorov, Sen Kağama: NaııEnaja
biogr@ja (Moscow, 1988). For biographis of Taguti and Suzuki see Masatıiro Ogino, Tyosi naki syuen:
Intanasyonarisuıo Taguıi Unzo $tıe End of üıe Life without Any Poem of Condolence: The Internaıionüst
Unzo Taguti] (Tokyo, 1983); Tetıuo Suzuki, Suzııkj Mosaburo: Syüaisyugi unfu si no iıi danmen
[Mosaburo Suzuki: An Aspect of üıe History of üe Socialist Movement], 2 Vols (fokyo, 1982-). For the
biogıaphy of Jansons see Valentine §teinbergs, Ğarlrs Skoıs no Latvijas [Charls Scot from Latvia] (Riga
1985); Valentin Augustoviö §ğnberg, Öarlz Skott, ego druz' ja i wagi. O Karle Jaısoıu (Moscow, 1983).
See also üıe Japanese revised edition of ıhese biogmphies in ıhe Olıara Syalcaümondai Kenlgıısyo 7assi
[Ohara lnstitute for Social Research Joumal], Nos 374-392 (January 1990 - July 199l), rarıslated and
supplemented by Yoiti Murata. By the way, in the Soviet Union it wa§ not revealed until recently that
Jansons was a Comintern representative in Japan, and üis was still üe case in üıe Latvian periodical
Komunists of 25 July, 1989; however, üe Sovetsluya Laniya of 2 Augusç 1990, broke üe taboo o reprint
the comment of Muraıa from üe above-mentioned joumal.

ı6 Fridrich Igoreviö Firsov, Lenin, Kominıern i stanovlenie kommıuıisıiöeskich parıij (Moscow, 1985), pp.
258,29|-292.
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Yamakawa, üough it did not succeed well enough to cope wiüı the universal süfrage movement.l7

2. Tlıe Inlıerltance of the Firsı Party and ılB Birth of ılıc Front Organizations

Indeed, after üe aITests of some eighty of its members and sympaüıizers on 5 June 1923 and üıe assassination
of Sakae Osuğ and oüer Japanese socialiss as well as üıousarıds of Korean immigrarıs under cover of the gıeat
To§o earthquake on 1 September LY23, üıe JCP ended is ephemeral early period wiü the decision o disband
itself wiüout any Comintern sarıction in April lgZ, üıough üıe Fouıttı Comintern Congress had officially
recognized iı as üıe Japan section of üe Comintern in November L922,|ı Above all, the white tenor under üıe
To§o earthquake also shocked the Communiss who had been deüained in üe ltigaya jail in To§o at ttıat time.
The following romark of one of them, Kiyosi Koiwai, is worth o be cited here: "'They say üat üe socialists
agiıate the Koreans to commit cruellies.' Such a rumour was talked about by general prisoners every day. [...]
Before anyüing elso, we suddenly realized that we socialists wer€ too unpopular arıd not understood among the
average people. They do not know at all what socialism is. Whenever will the Japanese proletariat be
emancipated, if üey go on üis way? Socialism should wipe a past disgrace to be litoratly üeiıs."ı9

But üe Fint Japanese Communist Party left a heritage, e.g. üe Selfguard-Aid Association (Bo'en-kai)
and tiıe Indusrial labour Research Bureau (Sangyo Rodo Tyosasyo or Sarıro). On 2O April 1923 üe former
came into existence on üe iniıiative of Mosaburo Suzuki, who, during his stay in the United Sıates, had

experienced the battle of üe American Communiss against üe Palmer raids. On 1 March L924 the laüer was

founded by Sanzo Nosaka afıer üıe example of üe I-aboıu Research Depaıtment in London, whose s€cretary was

Nosaka's friend R.P. Arnoı Alüough the Ohara Institute for Social Reseaıch (Ohara Syakai-monüi Kenlryusyo
or Ohara Syaken) tıad been founded on 9 Febrııary 1919 in Osaka, Nosaka intended a similar institute in To§o.
By üe way, boü üese insdnıtes were in üe possession of the prominent Comintern archives. Whereas lhe Ohara
Syaken moved to Tokyo in 1937 and merged with Hosei University afor the war, üe Saruo was deprived of
its aıchives by the authorities in lvtay 1933, just before its closing.

Besides these üere were oüer fronı organizaüons like ttıe so-called "IJft" and üıe Federation of

ı7 Tosio lwamura, Kominıerun to Nilıon Kyosanıo no seiriıu [Comintern and tiıe Foundaüon of üe
Japanese Communist Party] (tokyo, |97'?), chapters 2 aü 3, Fo tiıe passive attitude of the Japanese

Communists toward üe universal suffrage movemenç see also Takayosi }danıo, Funsenlcyo seido seiiu si
no kınlcyu [Studies of the Hisory of üe Esıablishment of üe Universal Süfrage System] (To§o, 1989), pp.

u8-254, 239 -295, 301-305, 325-327 .

lt For üe diverse aspects of üe JCP at üıe early period, üıe so<alled First Communist Party, see also
Giiti Inumaru, Nilıon Kyosanıo ıo şoritu [The Foundation of üıe Japaırse Communist Party] $okyo, 1982)
and Masahisa Kawabata, Kominterun ıo nilon [Comintem and Japan] (Kyoto, 1982), even if both of them
contain several assertions under dispute and Kawabata handles üe more limiıed period before lanııary 1922,

For üe mass assassination of Korean immigrants under cover of üe Tokyo earüıquake, see in English
Michael Weiner, "Koreans in the Aftermaü of üe Kanto Eaıthquake of 1923", ın Imnigrants and
Miııorities, Vol. 2, No. 1 (March 1983). In prewar Japan, taking üıe accused of a supposedoffense to court
for Eial, üe judicial auüorities drew up thıee kinds of documents, i.e. the protocol of ttıe explanaüon by üe
judicial police officer, one by üe prosecutor, and üıe protocol of the prelimiııary examination by üe judge.
They aıe important materials for üıe studie of the hisory of ttıe JCP, but not all of üem are available now.
For the Fiıst JCP, however, a part of üıem were printed in Takayosi ivtatuo (e&),7ıku Genda§ siryo
[Documens of Modern History, second series], Vol. 2 ğokyo, 1986). Those of some of üe accused who
were arrested in |928-1929 were printed in üis book and in Kenıaro Yamabe (d.), Gendaisi siryo
[Documens of Modern History), Vol. 19-20 (Tokyo, 1967-1968), but most of üem still have not been
printed yel For üe fıve documenıs of üe Firsı JCP kept in the Hoover Insütute, Stanford University, see
Takayosi Matuo, "Soriiı-ki Nihon Kyosanıo si no trme no oboegaki [Materials conceming the Japanese
Communist Puty, 1922-|923: An Inroducüon and Commeniary|", Kyoto Daigahı Bungaku-bu Kenlcyu-kiyo
[Memoirs of üe Faculty of Leüen, Kyoo University], No. 19 (lvtarch 1979).

19 Kiyosi Koiwai, "Zisin tozi no gokuryu no hıki flhe Atmosphere in Jail under tiıe Earthquake]",
Susume [Go Ahead], February 194.
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Students (Gakusei Rengokai or Gakuıen), boüı of which had a more limited influence. Aiming at the JCP
sympaıhizers in üıe ırade union§, üe former held is inaugural conference in Nosaka's home in üe spring of
1923; Suehiro Nisio was one of the participans. Being founded on 7 November 1922, the lauer originated üıe
Student Social Science Federation (Gakusei Syakaikagaku Rengokai or Gakııren), which held is fırst congress
in §eptember 19Z.

Only ttuough these front organizations about a hundred members of ttıe tiny Fiıst JCP could - without
üe srict discipline of democraüc çenralism - conünuously have a considerable influence on broad srata of üe
democratic people, who successfully urged üıe Japanese troops to wittıdıaw from the Soviet Far East by the fall
of |922 and went on demanding üe estabüshment of diplomatic relations wiü Soviet Russia When üe League
of Comradş for Non-intenııention in Russia (Tairo Hilransyo Dosi-kai) held its lectııre meeting in July 1922,
even üe non-socialist Dietmen Seigo Nakaııo arıd Ryutaıo Nagai took up a positive arinıde to meet üıe requests
of is Communist promoters.D

Moreover, anoüer secret inheriıance prepaired üıe "rebirüı" of üıe First JCP. When üıe Krestintern held
is Constituent Congress in Moscow in October |923,it waı aıtended secreüy by Sen Katayama and another
Japanese activist, Tosio Onisi, who returned home in the next monü to be a socreary of ttıe reformist Japanese
Peasants' Union §ihon Nomin Kumiai or Nitino) and started a successfull collaboration wiü one of its
secretaries Yu'iti Nisina"zı

3. Atıempıs to Reconstruct ıhe Parry

The reconstnrction of üe JCP ranges from mid-1924 to l^ta 1926.Its process reflected fairly ruely ttıe conilict
benveen boüı factions in Moscow. Kazuo Füumoto, Kyu'iti Tokuü, idasarıosuke Watanabe and other leftists
were conn@ted wiüı a Zinov'evist-Trots§ist, Grigorij Vojtinskij, whereas Kanson Arüata, Tunao Inomata,
Hiosi Yamakawa and oüıer rightists were in collusion with a Bucharinist, Kaılis Jansons.

The fust Japanese Communist whom met Jarısons, üe Comintern instruçor o üe JCP, immediaıely
afıer his arrival on 8 June |V25 in his capaciry as a Soviet embassy collaboraor (sotrudnik posol'stva),2 was
a gıadııate from the KUTV, üe former aııaıchist printer Seniaıo Kita'ııra. He soon inroduced an Okinawa born
barrister, Kyu'iü Tokuda, to üıe latvian revoluüonary. Very soon the two differed in opinion wiü one anoüer,
although üıey had in common üıat üey did not come from gmd families, urüike most of the Japanese
communist leaders before the second world war.

In late 1923 üe former promoters of the Bo'enkai, Suekiti Aono and Mosaburo Suzııki - both of them
escaped from prison after their arest on 5 June 1923 - began to prepare a legal proletarian party. In lune I92/l
üe Society for üe Study of Poüücs (Seizi Keüyukai or Seiken) was founded as 8 caalyst to involve varioıs
democratic individuals and mass organizations, including the Sodomei and Nitino in ıheir project. Sen Kaıayama
and Tunao lnomata sent their own reliable comrades }v1asayuki Nonaka (who used Masa'iti Hosi as a
pseudonym) and Minoru Takano to is headqııarters as seçretaries.

But üeir plan did not succe€d Perhaps it is not too much o say that such a fault could not be attributed
to üem. To blame for it were üe reformist leaders of üe Sodomei, including ttıe former Communist Kauımaro
Akamatu and üıe former sympathizer Suehiıo Nisio on üe one hand and üe so-called "left" Communisıs on üıe

D lwamura, Kominterun to Nihon Kyosan-o no seirinı, pıp. 153-159, 17G196. See also Suzuki, Suzuki
Mosaburo, Vol. 1, pp. 157-165; Nosaka, Fusetu no ayumi, Vol. 3, pp. l12-133, Vol. 5, pp. 5668.

2ı Tosio lwamura, "Wakaki hi no Nisina Yu'iti to sono syuhen: Nitino soritu no sisosi teki igi" [Young
Yu'iti Nisina and his Environments: The ThoughçHistorical Significance of üe Foundation of the Nitino],
paır 2, Nilıonsi Kenkyu Uournal of Japanese History], No. 147 §ovember |974), pp. 3342.

22 In the literature on the subject Karlis E. Jansons and Jacob D. Janson, a trade represen0ative at üe
Soviet embassy in Tokyo, sometimes have been confounded, the laüer having been taken for a Comintern
agenL Even the former Soviet acting ambassador Grigorij S. Besedovskij commited such an error, overlook-
ing an embassy collaborator in his memoırs Den Klauen der Tscheka entronnen, Erinnerungen, (Iaipag,
1930), pp. 26,42, M46. As regards the studies in English, the same confusion was spread by Swearingen
and Langer in üıeir book ied Flag in Japan, p. 26. Even recently Germaine A. Hoson still clings üis
rumour in her work Marism and the Crisis of Development in Prewar Japan (P'rnceton, 1986), pp. 96, 309.
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other hand.
Three Parties for üıe Defence of the Meiji Consünıdon (Güen-sampa) won the elecüon of the Imperial

Diet in May |9?ı4. Theiı new cabinet sigrıed a convention for üe normalization of üe relations wiüı the USSR
and very soon - in January 1925 - passed rwo laws in üe Dieu üe Peace Preşrvaıion Law and üe Universal
Manhood Suffrage Law. The Goken-sampa Cabinet of Minıbisi's son-in-law Taka'aki Kato successfully dıove
a wedge ino the democratic camp, meeting a pan of its demands both in Japan and abroad.

The Peace Preservation lıw was certairüy aimed at the JCP tiıat was being re-established, intending
to isolate it fıom üıe broad democratic strata. Gıave fears of ttıe JCP's influence had been felt already under tlıe
white tenor in early September 1923, as mentioned above. The funıre of üıis law, however, was hardly foreseen
at this momenl The law left room for loose interpretation, that became actual very soon in üıe process of
formation of üe monarchy-fascism. It prohibited any organizaıion to ctıange üıe "national poüty (kokutıi)" or
the "system of private property", tiıe former of which had an ambiguous sense. At last, even some liberals and
reügioniss were regarded with suspicion.

Several weeks after üıe inuoducıion of the Universal Marıhood Suffrage Law, Grigorij Vojtinskij wrote
in üıe Bol'siıevıt §o. 7, 15 April 1925) üıat a "relative stabilization" of üıe Japanese capitalism could not be
found by "even üe most right elements of üıe world communist movement". He stiıred üe Japanese "leftists"
to join üe battle against any schemes to convert a Worker's Party ino a "paılamentskaija partija demoltraıii".

A Christian socialist, Toyohiko Kagawa, who was criücized by Vojtinskij by name in his arıicle, called
out to the delegates of the Fifü Congıess of üıe Nitino in March 1926 against "syndicalism in France or
Leninism in Russia", to find himself isolated and purged from üe union. The radicalism of is youüı üvision
made Yu'iti Nisina too much opıimistic, blinding him to üe fauls of üe so-called Füumotoism and
consequently he now had a jump on even his comraĞ Tosio onisi.

A considerable number of radical adherents of Kazuo Fukumoto occupied the full-time offices of ıhe
workers' and peasants' mass organizations. They recruited new graduates fıom üe Society of Freshmen (Sinzin-
kai) and other student socieües, most of whom came from relatively good families and at the very best had üe
spirit of the "sisi".a Before üe Seiken was dissolved during üe convention of April 1926, Mosaburo Suzuki
and oüen had alıeady left it out of discontentment with üıe leftiss. But it was üıe Comintern tıım to üıe left
that bound karlis Jansons o sit on his hands, who had been constarıt in his devotion to win Hitosi yamakawa

to üe leadership of üe reconstrucüed JCP and once tıad arbinaıed between Kanson Araiıata and Kyu'iü Tokuda
to ğect the latter in late l925.u

Moreover, it was an unluc§ circumstance for Jansons that in May lV25,just before his arrival in
To§o, üıe left unions had left ıhe Sodomei !o set up üe left Council of Japanese Labour Unions §ihon Rodo
Kumiai Hyogikaia or Hyogikai) agairut üe real intenıion of üıe Profintern, üıat had invited Suehiro Nisio to
Moscow in üıe previous summer, expecüng loo much of his initiaüve in advocating the founding of a uniled
International, meaning üe re-unifıcaüon of the Amsterdam Inıernational and üe Profintem, under neiıher of

a For the spirit of üe sjsj of üıe radicalists, see a review by Fumio Moniya of Henry DeWitt Smiüı, II,

Japan's First Sıııdenı Rdicals (Cambridge, Mas§., |972), n: Unfusi Keıılçlu, No. 4 (August 1979). Using
the word "kokusi" instead of "sisi", üe reviewer censures the author for his indifference o üe spiıit of üe
"sisi" founded among most of üıe Japanese radical students, üıough ttıis reference is not always to üe maüer
in his book. The Japanese word "§isi" meant public-spirited, selfless, but elitist ex-samurai (warrior), even if
in fact he wa.sn't a man of ex-warrior's birür. It is needless to say üaı such an attitude is common among
young graduate-radicalists, who stuüed üe Japanized Confucian spirit above all at a few selected senior high
schools. The word "sisi" is derived from üıe Chinese "chihshih jejien" ("sisi zinzin" in üe Japanese
pronunciation; a person wiüı lofty and benevolent principles even at the risk of his life) in the Confucian
Anaects. Such a mentality was even §carcer among the radicalists of no good birüı and no regular school
caıeer, like boüı Yu'iıi Nisina and Masanosuke Waıanabe. In addiüon, wiü regard to üe gıaduates from üe
Founders' Federaüon (Kensetusya Domei) organized at Waseda University, among whom were Tosio Onisi
and Sin'iti Miyai, the Japanese "naıodııiğestvo", üe spirit of the "sisi" seems to have been one of the lacks
in üeir personality. This seems to have led to their indifference to üe Fukumotoism. For this point, see also
Syo'iü Miyake let al.] (eds) Kensenısya Domei no rekisi [History of the Founders' Federation] (fokyo,
1979), pp. 346356,

1 See Iwamura, Kominterun ıo Nilan Kyosanto no seiriıu, pp. |96-267:, Iwamura, "Wakaki hi no Nisina
Yu'iti", püt 2, pp. 4349.
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whom the §odomei belonged.
Indeed, when a Riga-born Bucharinist, Ivan Ivanoniğ Lepse, arıd oüer Soviet trade-union delegates

visited Japan under üe scheme of Jansons in August 1925, even Suehiro Nisio welcomed üıem in Osaka.
But in üe fouıtiı session of üe Central Council of üe Profintern in March 1926 Aleksanü Losovskij

blamed him for having broken his promise of a united International. ln üis session Leo Heller and Li Li-San
also severely criticized üe president of üıe Sodomei, Bunji Suzuki, for his intention of founding the "coloııred
labour Intemational" togeüıer wiü an Indian reformist, S.M. Joshi, who met a§ laboıır delegates o ttıe ILO in
May 1925. Sincç üıe events of 30 }vtay 1925, üıat proved the proletarian leadership in üe Chinese national
liberation movement, üe Chinese Trade Union Federation had been atracüng üe Profintem officials, who now
gave up üeiı expectations of cooperuion between Sıızuki, Nisio arıd oüer Japanese reformists. In üe above-
mendoned session Lro Heller deplored üu üe Japanese rade ıuıion movement was far more scattered and
ideologically mor€ unstable üan üe Chinese. Indeed, the Japanese leftiss made too many sacrifices !o get üeiı
own tiny unions, hardly taking any noüce of üe bulk of üeir sacrificş. Ultimately üey had no idea of what
a united laboıır union meanl2s

4. Tle Exposed Conflict between tlıe Right and Left Facıbns: ıhe Split of ılu Party

The year 1926 recorded a new height of üe workers' and peasants' movement ttııough the period_of üe so-
called relaüve stabiüzaıion of Japaııese capitalism (fable l). But this relative stabilization üd not show the
fragility some extJemists liked to see in it üen and like to do so now. On the contrary, it can be said that in üıe
l920s üe economic stagnation did not evenly cover all secto$ı, uıd besides in L925-L926 ttıe economy
apparently revived except for üıe "Eadi[ional" sector, incluüng agriculture, cotüage industry, and facories
employing at most a few scores of workers. Even in üıe villages, üe middle semitenant peasanıs wenı, on
gıowing tkough the so-called ckonic agricultural depression as small producers of commodities like silk
raisers.6

Soviet scholars already in 1934 mentjoned a point worth remembering even now: "The Wakatsuki
cabinet, which succeeded the Kao cabinet, was able to continue üıe poücy of üıe latter owing to üıe paıtial
indusrial boom which took place in üe year I925-L926. It is signifıcarıt that the Wnkasuki cabinet also
endeavored (at least outwaıdly) not to compromise itself too much by openly supporting tlıe feudal landlords in
the class sruggle whiçh was steadily growing more acute in üe rural districts."?

It is needless b oy, üıaı the more miserable sraa like pery poor teııanı peasants and employees of
the medium and small enterprises should not be ignored, just like üe broad mass of unskilled labour in the
cocon spinning and Üıe silk indus§, most of whom were tender daughters of ıhose.

Their basis was formed by üıe greaı number of immigrarıis from Korea and üıe Ryukyu (Okinawa)
Islands in üe industrial cities and by a numerous Hisabenı-Burakumins (a disoiminated minority of Japarıese
descent) boüı in üıe country and in üe citiş.

g 
§ee Tosio lwamur4 "Kominterıırı to Taiheiyo Rodo,kumiai Kaigi' lCominıern and üıe Parı-Pacific

Trade Union Conference], in Toru Waıanabe and }vtasaırıiti Asııkai (eds), NjIıoı syakıisyugi ııııdo si ron
[Studies of üıe Hisory of the Japanase Socialist Movement] ([okyo, 1973), pp. 162-178. For ıhe role of both
Suzuki and Joshi in the plan of an Asiaıic laboıır Congıess (Azia Rodo Kumiai Kaigi), George Oakley
Toüen gives a too simple explanaıion in accordance with Japanese semiofficial soıırces in his work Tlıc
Social Democraıic Movemenl in Prcwar Japan §ew Haven and London, 1966), pp. n2,274.

E See Hoston, Marism in Prewar Japan, pp. 7-10, where üıe auüıor, in opposition o üe staıistics
mentioned by herself, insists on üe common view üat "on the whole, üıe 1920s marked a üfficult perid
for üıe entire Japanese economy". §oviet scholars' views form a remaıkable contrast o hers. For example
see Anna B. Kozorovitskaja, Bor'ba za edinsuo raboĞego klassa lapoüi Moscow, 1962), p. 61.

'O. Tanin and E. Yohan, Miliıarism and Fascism in Japan ([,ondon, 1934), p. 1O9. Auüıors followed
and revived Oleg U. Pleıner, who insisted upon üe same in his work Agrarny vopros v Japnii (Leningrad,
1928), pp. 138-225, though üis book was one-sidedly critizised by the prominent Communist scholar Eitaro
Noro, and therefor it had been nearly ignored in Japan immediately after üe publication of üe Japanese
edition in March 1931.
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The skilled labour of the military and naval anenals and üe most important pluocratic (zaibatu's)

heavy-indusrial enterprises did not have any trade unions or supported üıe reformist ones. The left could have

some influence at üe most on an extremely limited paıt tiıe of worters and peasanS. But üıe All-Japan
Proletarian Youü League (Zen-Nihon Musan Seinen Domei or APYL), led by üe impromptu disciplas of
Fukumoüo, atracted many yoııng students and workers. They believed üıat if Japanese capitalism hcame
bankrupı it would be easy to defeat not only the right reformiss but also üe "right" CommunisS and their
sympathizers.

The labour dispute of üe Nihon-gakki Co. in tlamamatu City from late April tfuough early August 1926
was distinguished by some mıuıoeuwing ultra-leftiss who belonged to üıe APYL but never worked for the
factory. Immediately üe dispute suffered defeat, over a üousand employees were rid of a trade union affiliated
wiüı the Hyogikai, and moreover, it did not disturb üe president of üıe company o win üıe municipal elections
on 3 September, which took place under üe universal manhood suffrage laws for üe flrst time all over üıe
country.2t

The leftiss of the Communisı Group determined to be tfuough wiüı Hiosi Yamakawa as an auüıority
jusı afterwards, on 19 and 21 September 1926. Consequently Kazuo Fukumoto atıacked him for underestimating
üe left in üe November number of is organ Marııkısusyugi (ivlarxism). The subtdiıor talked oıpenly about
discord wiü üıe chief editor, who had written only in üıe Sepıember number of üe organ and at once obained
consent of his fellows, including ivlasanosüe Waıanabe. This was accompanied by the reorganizaüon of boü
üe Worker-Peasant Party and the organ magazineTaisyu (Masses), which were started at once in Maıch 1926.

By late 1926 some supıport for üıe Worker-Peasant Party came from the Hyogikai and the Nitino, except
for its right half, üat formed the All-Japan Peasarıts' Union (Zen Nihon Nomin Kumiai or Zen'nitino) in April
|927, The group of üe Taisyu choose not to mediate between üıe Commurıists and üe left social democrats,
converting itself to a üny sect of "right" Communiss and üeir sympaüıizers.

Indeed üıe Japanese Zinov'evists-Troskyiss held üıe Paıty Congress on 4 December |926 w re-
establish the JCP ofiıcially and dismissed Sentaıo Kita'ura as the chief editor of its organ Musanşya Simbun
(holeıarian News); a follower of Kaılis Jansons succeeded him. But they were too ignorant of ıtıe Seventh
Enlarged Plenum of the ECCI, which took place from 22 November o 16 December, to respond yieldingly to
the Comintern call in üe next early spring. Before his departure from Tokyo for Moscow in February 1927,
Jansons stined and financed üe anü-Fııkumotoist§ to organize an opposite faction, including of Kita'uıa, but this,
beyond expectaüon of Jansons and co., rşulted in the founding of the so-called Worker-Peasant Faction (Rono-
ha) hostile to the JCP in üe auuımn of 1927,

Meanwhile, üe Anti-Imperialist League held is fırst congıess in Brıssels from 1G15 February 1927
and the Pan-Pacific Trade Union Conference ook place in Hank'ou from 20-27 lvlay |927.In üe former Sen
Katayama wı§ one of the most active attendarıts, he emphasi?Dd ihal the Irague was the kind of non-paıtisan
organizaüon üıe Japanese left social-democrais supported. In ıhe luter üe Japarıese delegation included not orüy
Communists and pro-communiss but also the anarcho-syndicaliss.

In Moscow, Karlis Janson§, under üe auüority of Buçharin, played a vial role as üe draftsman of üıe
1927 Theses, üıat denounced both factions of üe JCP. Despite this Jansons waı not able to fulfil his wish of
re-uniting both.29 Although üıe JCP, wiü a membership of 409, was not wiüouı sectionalism, it was
neverüeless able to have some results in üe rııral disricts in the prefectııral elecüons in üe autumn of 1927 and

a See Tosio lwarnura, 'Nihon-gakki sogi o Rodo Nomin-to saihensei kııtai, Nilıonsi KeııJcyu, No. l 14
(September, 1970), pp. 3-20. For üe APYE and üe laboıır dispute of ıhe Nihon-gakki Co. see also Isamu
Saia, Nihon lqosansyugi seinen undo-si [A History of üe Japaııese Communist Youth Movement] Ctokyo,
1980), pp. 38-111; Samon Kimbara Taişo dımolaırasii ın syalui ıeki lceisei f[he Social Formaıion of the
Taisyo Democracy] (|okyo, 1967), paıt 3, ch. 2; Sinsüe OM, Haııaııatu Nilıon-gakki sogi no l<ııılülu
[Stuües of tiıe Labour Dispute at üe Nihon-gakki Co. in Hamamanı] (tokyo, 1980). 0n 25 September 1926
üe Soviet Embassy trade representative Y.D. Janson left Tokyo, but his resignation was misread by
Besedovskij as if he had ıaken responsibility for his own instigation of üe dişuo at the Nihon_gai:ki Co.,
financing ten üıousarıd dollaıs: Den Klaıun der Tscheltı enıronne n, pp. 4346.

29 See Iwamura, Kominterun to Nihon Kyosanto no seiritu, ch.4; "Nihon-gakki sogi to Rodo Nomin-o
saihensei katei", pp.20-30 and "Kominterun !o Taiheiyo Rodo-kumiai Kaigi", pp. L83-222,The L927 Theses
were pubüshed in full in the Comintern organs in early 1928, after is gisı had already appeaıed in the issue
of 19 August |927 oi the Praıda. The Comintern's tum to üıe left had probüly affected is codification.
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in the Diet elecüon on 20 February 1928, boü of which took place for the first time under üe universal
manhood suffrage laws.
The Worker-Peasant Party (Rono-to) won four sea§ in the Kagawa prefecuıral assembly and is president Ikuo
Oyama and another candidate had good results in üe same prefectural disricts in the Diet election. [n üe
Kagawa Prefecnıre the Nitino was proud of having won several electioru earlier on and secretly sent two actives
to üe KUTV, one of whom was üe orüy Japanese peı§ant ıhat studied üıere. But even here it were just a few
Communists and pro-communists under üe command of Sin'iti Miyai üat dominated t}ıe prefectural
organizations of the Nitino, whose membership never wı§ pro-communisı Instead, they were so "anti-
communist" üat some 12,000 members seceded fıom üe Niıino immediately after üe nationwide mııss alTesıs
of the Communiss broke out on 15 ty{aı§h 1928, which maıked üıe end of the second period of reconstrırcting
the JCP.

In oüer prefectures also. üıe results of boü those elecüons led some leaders of the Rono-to to believe
that üe rank and file of the Nitino never wası so radical. A flexibility still lay hidden within üe Rono-to. In facı,
üere were even rumouıs about a Irft League "in üe French style", including the Rono-o, after üe general
election.30

In adütion, üe auüıorities disbarıded the Rono-to, tiıe Hyogikai and the APYL as pro-communist on
l0 April 1928. Wiüı üe exception of Kagawa, üe Niıino bore a heavy blow and reunited wiüı üıe Zen'nitino
on27 lvlay 1928. This might have been üıe only product of üıeir united front tactics üat üe JCP broughı home
from Moscow. But within üıe Nitino as well quite many non-partisarı leaders had been discontent wiü the so-
called fraçtion of üe Communists, whose aırest§ hastened üe amalgamation of both peasarıt unions ino üe
National Peasants' Union (Zenkoku Nomin Kumiai or Z,en'no). Having Mooziıo Sugiyama as iıs president, üıe
new union denied ııny support for proletarian parties, admining its members to enter any prolearian paffy.3ı

5. Tlıe Esıablishmenı of ıhe knlqo aııd Oıher Pseııdo-commınist Parıies

After üe Sixü Congress of üıe Comintern in üe summer of 1928, Syo'iti Itikawa and Sadaki Takahasi came
home, where üey were anested in laıe April 1929. Though üey üen sıill believed in üıe 1927 Theses, a sign
of clear effects of the Congress was theiı negaıive indication of any legal worker-pğ§arıt party, as Kenzo
Yamamoto reported proudly in üe Tenü Plenum of the ECCI in July 1929.32

Nevertheless, Ikuo Oyama, llazime Kawakami, Kiyosi Koiwai and others established üıe new Worker-
Peasanı Party (Sin Ronoto) legally in November 1929, re-concenraıing üe legalist facüon of üıe old Hyogikai,
the left of the new Zen'no and oüer so-called legalist left forces under its influence. The Sin Ronolo could have
played a positive role just like üe Workers' Paıty in Bulgaria did in 1927-1934 and üe workers' and peasaııts'
faction in the Saeimas in l_awia in 1928-1933; boüı dişlayed legal activity under the leadership of their
respective illegal Communist Parıy.

Indeed üıe JCP merely abided taiüfüy by üe so-calted These.s on the national-colonial question as

adopted by üe Sixü Comintern Congıess. Alüough facing with similaı situations, the two Comintern offıcials
wıote utterly different prescriptions. Acnıally, üe Sin Rono-to was based in O§aka, where, also, Kiyosi Koiwai
and oüers were compelled to alter üeir opinion by üıe summer of 1930. But most of üem joined neiüıer üıe

30 Tosio lwamura, "Futusen§osei-ka no musan seito no kiban" fthe Base of üıe Proleıarian Parties
under the Universal Suffrage System], Akira Fuziwara and Takayosi Manıo (eds), J?oısyıı gendıisi
[Collected Articlesı Modem History] (Tokyo, 1976), pp. 

'45-254, 
and "Musan seiıo no seiri[ı" lFormaüons

Of üe Proletarian Panies], n: Iwanami Koza: Nilıon Re,bsi [Iwanami Lecnıres: The History Of Japan], Vol.
18 (Tokyo, 1975), pp. 310, 315-316,3|9-332. For another view of üe mağer see Itaru Yokozeki, "1920
nendai kohan no Nitino, Rono-to" [The Niüno and üe Rono-to in üe Latter Half of ttıe 1920s], Rekisisahı
Keı*yu Uournal of Historical Studies], No. 479 (April 1980).

3ı See Nomin Kumiai-si Karıko-kai (ü.), Nomin kıııniai undo si [History of tiıe Peasant Union
Movement] (Tokyo, 1960), pp. 429445.

32 See Syo'iti ltikawa, Itikawa Syo'iti syıı [Coltected Works], 3 Vols (Tokyo, 1985), Vol. 3,pp.24,0-255;
Senatorov, Sen Katajama, pp. 266-267 .
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JCP nor the Naüonal Council of üe Japanşe l.aboıır Union (Nüon Rodo Kumiai Zeüoku Kyogikai 91
Zenkyo).33

The Zenkyo was founded in late 198. But, declaring in favoıır of üıe üe JCP and against any oüer
legal proletarian party in a draft of one of is resolutions in April 1929, it reJected all legalist elemens of üe
old Hyogikai, for which üıe Federaıion of Korearı Labouıs in Japaı,ı (Zai Nihon Tyosen Rodo Sodomei or Roso)
subsıituded. The affiliation of üe Roso to üe Hyogikai had alıeady been accepted by a Japanese delegate,
Goitiıo Kokuryo (alias Genziro Nakano), dııring üe Foıırth Congıess of üe hofintern on 27 Maıch 1928, and
moreover, reçonfirmed by Kenzo Yamamoto (alias Kenzo Yamagata) at üe Second Parı-Pacific Trade Union
Conference in August 1929.

ln May 1930, in üe process of t}ıeir amalgamaıion, a considerable number of Korearı female spinners _

about one-third of over five hundred women employees - striked against lower pay in the Kisiwada Boseki Co.
in üıe southern suburbs of Osaka. Theiı direct action shocked Koiwai and oüıen enough to be disturbed about
üe Sin Rono-to.

During the world-wide economic crisis of |929-|933 üe Korean immigıarıs suffered üe most terrible
penecution. The Zenkyo used most of is energy to subsıinıte üem for people from the broad mass of Japanase
workers, most of whom were out of its reach. Far from üaı, it was composed of üıe so-called revolutionary
opposiüon goups wiüin üıe Japanese legalist left rade unions as well as of cenralist unions üke üe Naüonal
Labour Union Federaüon (Zenkoku Rodo Kumiai Domei or ?awo), ıhaı was founded by üe opponens of üe
more rightoriented Sodomei in June 1930. They were too tiny and weak to overwhelm üe leaders.

Among üe Japanese people, üıe Hisabetu-Burakumins resembled üe Koreans in Japan in üıeir extreme
misery. Rejecting üıe need o defend üeiı specific interests, the extremists advocated the rash disbandment of
üeir organization, üe National Levellers' Associaıion (Zenkoku Suiheisya), during its Tenth Congress in
December 193l, to merge it ino boü üe Zenkyo and üıe below-mentioned Zen'no Zerıkai. But üıey worked
hard wiüout any success and had to beat a retreat by bits üıe following year.I

The Zenkyo and oüer front organüations, including üe Indusrial Labour Research Bureau (Sarıro) and
the Japan section of the MOPR or üıe Red Aid (Sekisyoku Kyuenkai), did not just become pro-communist, but
became pseudo-communist, being hardly inüstinguishable from üıe JCP, except for üeiı names. Above all, ıhe
Zenkyo rastıly adopted üıe slogan of "üıe overthrow of üe monarchy" by a nalTow margin in üe Central
Committee of September 1932 to shut ways of dodging üe wholesale application of üe Peace Preservation Law,
which led to iıs ruin by late L934.35

Indeed, going sometimes to extremes, üe Zerıkyo succeeded in gening a considerable number of
activists within some unions affiliated ıo üe Japan General Alliance of Transport Workers §ihon Kotu Rodo
Soremmei or Koso), such as üe Tokyo Transport Workers' Union (Tokyo Kotu Rodo Kumiai or Toko) and üıe
Osaka Society for Self-Help of Municipal Traruport Workers (Osaka Siden Zizyokai or Zizyokai). But üere the
Zenkyo's auxiliaries (Zenkyokei) often acted for the Zenkyo, alüough they, sricdy §een, were anoüer

33 See Iwamura Tosio, Niioz zinmin seıaen si zyosetu, ch. 2; Toru Watanabe [et al.] (eds), Osala syal<ai

rodo undo sı [Hisory of üe Social Laboıu Movement in Ogka], 3 Vols (Ogka, 1986-1989), Vol. 2, pp.

|507-|522.

* Sçe Toru Watanabe, "Zenkoku Suiheisya kaisyo ron to bunku iinkai" [The Campaign for üe
Dissolution of üe National lrvellers' Associuion and the Origin of ttıe Village Committee Movement],
Zinbıaı Gakulıo Uournal of Humanistic Snıdiş], No. 47 (March |979); Z.Y, Khanin, Burahıminui:
disbiminiruemoe men'ğinsno laponii. Istoriğeskii oğerk 1900-1937 (Moscow, 1989), pp. 140-141, 150-154

35 See Toru Watanabe, Nilıon rodo hımiai undo si ltIislory of the Japanese Labour Union Movement],
(Tokyo, 1954); Toru Watanabe (ed.), 1930 nendai nihon kyosanryugi undo şı ron lEssays on the Hisory of
the Japarıese Communist Movement in üıe l930s] (Tokyo, 1981); Tosio lwamuıa, 7ıiniti ryosenzin to nilnn
rodosya kailüyu [Koreans in Japan and üe Japanese Working Class] (tokyo,1972), ch. 4-6; Kyongsik Pak,
hiniıi ryosenzin undo si [The History of the Koreans in Japanl (tokyo, 1979), ch. 4, and Ten'nosei kolcJa to
zainiıi tyosenzin fthe Monarchical State and üe Koreans in Japan] (Tokyo, 1976), pp. 122-130; Hirosi
Nisikawa, "Zainiti tyosenzin kyosanoin dotyosya no zittai" [A Statistical Analysis of Korean communis§ in
Japan, 1930-L934], Zinbun Güuln, No. 50 (Maıch, 1981). For boü the closing of the Sanıo and üıe dispute
on ttıe Kisiwada Boseki Co. see Nosaka, Fusetu no ayumi, Vol. 7, pp. 97-116; Tyantyong Kim, Tyosenzin
zuoka no uıo [Song of üıe Korean Women Workers] (To§o, 1982).

l1

t

TÜ
ST

AV
 

TÜ
RK

İY
E 

SO
SY

AL
 T

AR
İH

 A
RA

ŞT
IR

M
A 

VA
K

FI



organisation. In early July 1932 üıe JCP was forced to ap,prove üis.36
Only üe National Peasarıts' Union Nuional Corıference (7nn'no Zenkokukaigi-ha or Zen'no Zenkai)

escaped from tiıe same destiny as üe Zenkyo and othen by bringing back üe old left Nitino in the şring of
1931. But from the beginning only a few of üıe legalist leaders joined üıe organization. Because it followed üıe
old Nitino as a mas§ organization, where the middle semi-tenant peasarıts had carried weight, it was beyond üıe
reach of a handful of illegalisı graduates' powers, tiıough üey temporarily managed to take hold of iıs
headquarters.

After the summer of 1933 üe legüss endeavoured tro overcome üe left-wing deviation and soon made
üe affiliated prefectuıal federations return sepıately to üe 7-en'no, some of whose leaders like Hisao Kuroda
and Tosio Onisi of üe Rono-ha pulled üıe strings.]?

It is not easy to estimaıe üıe influence of üe Comintern and üıe hofintern upon tiıese Japanese
extremists. Having headed the Vladivosok Buıeau of üıe Parı-Pacific Trade Union Secretariat ıuıtil 20 July 1930,
Karlis Jansons bitterly blamed ttıe Zeüyo for "'left' deviation from the general line of üıe Profinıern" during
is Fifüı Congıess in August 1930.3t And fiırüıermore, commenting on üe breakaway of the 7ın'no Zarüai
from the Zen'no in the 1932 Theses, üıe Comintern officers wiüout mercy condemned the JCP for "tiıe
extremely harmful confusion of üıe left peasant unions wiü the Communist Party'."

But only üe Zenkyo Renovaıion lıague (Zerüyo Sassin Domei or Satudo) at best was found around
the JCP. The so-called right deviationists like üıe Rono-tıa were no longer within üe Party. The "left"
deviaıioniss could üerefore not be exp€cted io be "self-critics" and üıey consequently always had the leadership
of üe JCP.{

6. Paradoxical Shifts of ıhe Revoluıionary Sıraıegy and ılıe Koza-lw

As Bucharin did so in the Comintern nırn to üe lefı some former Bukharinists paradoxically bore a hand in
abolishing the |927 Theses and led üe Japanese Communiss o üıe left again. Among üem Sen Kaayama and
Karlis Jansons were üıe best-known. Indeed üey played an imporunt part in overcoming üıe left adventurism

36 See Tutomu Hyodo, "Syowa §oko-ka no sogi" [A Dispute under t}ıe World Economic Crisis], in
Mikio Sumiya (ed.), Nihon rosi kınlcai si ron Bssays on üe History of Japanese Labouı-tvtanagement
Relations] (fokyo, L977), pp. 142-14-1, 158-169; Akiıa Fuziwaıa [et al.] (eds), Nilıon minsyu no rekisi
[History of üe Japanese People], l1 Vols (fokyo, |974-L976), Vol. 8, pp.237-238,U7-248.

37 Kei'itiıo Aoki, Nj/ıoı nomin hımiai unfu si [A Hisory of Japanese Peasant Union Movement], 6 Vols
(Tokyo 1958-1962), Vol. 4, ch. l0-1l; Nomin Kumiai-si Kanko-kai (ed.), Nomin hımiai uıı.do si, pp. 572-
616; Suzuki, Suzııki Mosaburo, Vol. l, pp,342-355, For üe imporıance of the young middle semi-tenant
peasants to üıe Zen'no Zerıkai see the following case snıdies: Tosio lwamııra,'Senzi taisei-ka no nomin
undo" [Peasants' Movement under üe Wartime Regime], Tiikisi Kenkyu lBüetin of üe History of
Amagasaki], No. 18 (IVlarch 1977), pp.7-14; Yosihiro Sakane, Seıılrıı*i noıi seisahı si kııılqu [§tudies on
the History of ttıe land Policy between the Two World Wars] (Fııkuoka, 1990), pp. 101-137.

" Pjatyj lcongress Proİlnıern*, sıenografich. oCeı (Moscow, 1930), p,320. See also §teinbergs, Öarlzs
Skots no Lanijas, w.287,293-294, arıd Stejnberg, Öarlz Skoıt, ego druz' ja i wagi,pp.234,239-2N.

39 I.I. Kovalenko, Oöerki istorii komırunisıiöeskogo dvilenija v Japonii, p. ?46l luerıaıioııale Presse-
Korrespoııdenz, No. 42 (20 May 1932\, p. 1309; Internatioıal Press Conespondcnce, No 23 (26 lvlay 1932),
p. 471.In üe English text "krest'janskie sojuzy" or "Bauernyerbdııde is mistaken for "Peasant leagues". In
the view of üıe auüor, üıe Russian original text was published for the first time in 1933, under false preıense
of "translation from üe German text".

s For the §atudo see Watanabe, Nihon rodo hımiai unfu si, pp. 158-187. For the Rono-ha see Sıızüi,
Suzuki Mosaburo, Vol. 1, pp. 194481; Yosiaki Yosimi, "Rono-ha no sosiki !o undo" [Organization and
Movement of the Woıker-Peasant Faction], in: Ohara Syakai-mondai Ken§usy, Hosei Daigaku (ed.), Roııo-
ha kil<ansi: Rono, knsin [Organ of üe Worker-Peasant Faction: üe Worker-Peasant and üe Advance],
special vol. (tokyo, 1982).
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of üıe Zenkyo in üe Fifüı Profintem Congress, where üey also spoke on üe "fascistization of sociat-democracy"
or üe "social-fascist§".aı Properly şeaking, üıe "thesi§ on 'social-fascism' was not included in tiıe documents
of the Sixth Comintern Congress and, at last, it was thrust upon it after üıe removal of Bucharin fıom üe
leadership of the ECCI".a2

When üe Japanese edition of the Pan-Pacific Worlur, üe organ of üe Pan-Pacific Trade Union
SecretariaL was started under üe command of Kaılis Jansons in Vladivosok in February 1930, a Japanese
graduate of the KUTV, Zyokiti Kazama, became its edior. After agending üıe Fifüı Profintern Congress, he
came home and became üe leader of the JCP in üıe early şpring of 1931, to üaw up üe 1931 Draft Political
Theses wiü üe cooperation of Yosimiü Iwata and in accordance wiü üe instructions given by Jansons, Georgı
safarov, ya. volk and ottıer officials in Moscow.

In the Enlarged Plenum of üıe Central Committee of üe JCP in March 1931, üe attendants - including
a prominent Mandst scholar, Eitaıo Noro - were unanimously in favouı of üe 1931 Draft Political The,ses. The
Central Committee sent an absentee, Sanzo Nosaka, to Moscow to report on it. Being on bail !o treat his left eye,
he left Japan wiüout problems on 21 tvtarch 193l.

Still regarding üe Japanese monarchy as üe bourgeois state, üe new Draft Theses denied üe so-called
two-stage revolutionary §trategy of the L927 Theses and srikingly showed the ıeft deviaüon. With this weak suit,
üe new Draft Theses naırowly escaped from being anachronism liked üe coming 1932 Theses proved o be.
But a return to a twc§tage revolutionary strategy must have been misıaken by some officers even in Moscow.
For instance, a contributor cited üe 1927 Theses in an item of the encyclopedia, that presumably was written
in Moscow by late August |932 ü üıe latesla3

otto w. kuusinen submired a skerch of üıe 1932 Theses to üıe session of the hesidium of the EccI
on 2 March 1932. Though here he limited still üıe number of üe "krupnoe pome§öiki" in Japan to 40,000
famiües wiü over ten cho (Z.5 acres) in Japan, he had already misunderstmd üem as rasembling üe Russian
ones. Such a mistake led the Comintern draftsmen of üıe 1932 Theses like Ya. Volk and oüıers asrayİ

Being groundlessly based on identifıcation of the Japanese monarchy with the Russian tsarism, üeiı
two-stage revolutionary strategy was distinguished at sudden disappearance of a prescription of ttıe bourgeois
state for the Japanese monarchy, coırunon ıo Comintem precedent platformal documents on the JCP, the 1931

Draft Political Theses included.
Unluckily it overlapped wiü üıe preceding abandonment of the category of "absolutism" by a prominent

Soviet historian, Michail Nikolaeviğ Pokovskij, a categopry üıat he had advocated himself as "üıe commercial
capital wearing t}ıe Monomach's Cap", according to arı appropriate expression in his own article containing self-
criticism in ıhe Bor'ba klassov (No. 2, 1931). The leaders of üe JCP and üeir followers like ttıe l,ecture faction
(Koza-ha) üd not understand at all what he criticized himself for, nğ could üey distinguish between the L927
Theses and the 1932 Theses. They don'ı seem to have suşected üıe lacer !o be anachronisücj5

They were a group of }vfarxisı intellecnıals contributing !o üe seven-volume scholarly Nilıon sihonşugi
hanaa-si koza Ç.ootwe on üe Hisory of the Development of tlıe Japanese Capitalism") which was published
in Tokyo from May L932 to August 1933. Though wiü a few exceptions, most of the conributors took the side
of üıe Comintern and üe JCP, being hostile to ttıe Rono-ha

o' Pjatyj l<ongress Protinıerıu, pp, 279,320. See also Senatorov, Sen Katajamıı, pg,269-270.

42 Fridrich Ivanoviğ Fiısov, "N.I. Bucharin v Kominüerne", in V.V. Zwavlev (ed.), Bııkcariı: öelovek,
politik, üenyi (Moscow, 1990), p. 190.

g 
Tosio lwamura, "GroPgrundbesitzer no nazo" [A Riddle of the GroPgrurıdbesitzer], in lvIaaıo,7ıhı

Gend.aisi slryo, Vol. 2, Supplement.

a5 Tosio lwamura, "Pokurofus.ıki sigaku to Koza-ha" [Polaovskij's Historiography and üe Lecnııe
Faction], Siso, No. 689 §ovember 1981).

13

43 "Kommunistiöeskaja panija Japonii", n Bol'§aja sovetsluja enciklopedija (Moscow, 1931), pp. 698-
699. Though it is beyond his recollection, the author must have been Sanzo Nosaka, who used his pseudo-
nym Okano for the fiıst time after his anival in Moscow by late April 1932. It is noteworüy that üıe
quotaüons from üıe 197 Theşs contained üe words "üe struggle for the democratization of üe Japanese
State, the liquidation of the monarchy". On üese words see below.
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Neverüeless, after üe fascist coup d'6tat aıtempted on 15 lvlay 1932 they until mid-September 1932
vainly endeavoured to adapt the 1932 Theses to üıe newest political situation, in spite of üe fact üat üe
dıafumen of the Theses were unable to foretell üe coup at ail.46

The Russian original ıext of üıe Theses was sigııed by Kuısinen, Safarov, Volk arıd Ludwig Mayer and
datedz April 1932, at üat time when üis text waIı not yet adopted by üe Presidium of the ECCI. It denounced
üe Japanese ruling classes and the social-democrat§ for üe "manoeuwes consisting of üe fact that üıe existing
monaıchisı regime and the growing oppression of the reaction are cloaked behind üıe bugbear of üe menacing
fascism'.a7

Keeping a one-stage revolutionary stra0egy, tiıe execuüves of the JCP had intended !o have visions of,
so to speak, "the phase of üe popular revoluüon against Fascism", but üıe new two-§tage revoluüonary straıegy
deprived üem of such a possibility. Using üe term§ "ıhe struggle for the democratization of üıe Japanese State,
üe liquiüıion of üe monarchy", the |927 Theses put up boü slogans "Dissolution of parüamenü Auflösung
des Parlamens; Rospusk parlamenta" and "Universal suffrage for boü sexes from tiıe age of l8" together wiü
"Abolition of the monarchy". But the 1932 Theses renounced these two slogans and even claimed "dispersal;
Auflösung; razgon" of parliament itself.s ln oüıer word§, boü Theses had diverse views on how to evaluate
üe results of üıe Taisyo Democracy. It is evident üat the 1932 Theses made üıe Koz-ha also unjustly ignore
üem, as finally was pointed out twen[y odd years after üıe Second World War.ag

Alüıough a two-stage revolutiorıary strategy was reconfırmed also in üe Conference of üe Sparıish
Communist Pany @E) in March 1930, Ruggero Grieco (alias Marco Gaılandi), Comintem instrırcor o üıe
PCE, had a|ıeady excluded any "perşpective of üıe democraıic phase" aııd separated üe "peo,ple's revolution"
from iL50 The conception of "la rivoluzione popolaıe antifascista"5ı once meant such a phase of fte 56çialiş1

a6 See üe unpublished paper of the author: "32 nen ırıze to Koza-ha" [The 1932 Theses and ttıe Lectrre
Facüon]. For the controyersy of the Koza-ha against üıe Rono-ha see also Sinkid Nagaoka, Nilıon silıorsyugi
ronso no gıuızo |A Group of Rival Iraden in üıe Conroversy on Japanese Capitalism (Kyoto, 1984); Nelli
Fedorovna Le§öenko, "Revoljııcija Mejdzi" v rabotach japonskich istorikov-marksistov Moscow, 1984);
Hoslon, Marism in Prewar Japan.

47 The words "bugbear of üe menacing Fa§ci§m" ("jupel ugrojajuĞego fa§izma") in the Russian original
text of üe 1932 Theses were changed for "alleged struggle against fascism" (mnimaja bor'ba protiv fa§izma),
when it was published in Moscow in 1933. The Russian texı agIe€s wiü the words of "Schreckgespen§ı des
drohenden Faschismus" arıd "bogey of a fascist menace" of üe 1932 Theses in üıe German and English
versions of the Inıernationale presse-korrespotıdenz and üıe Internatiotul press correspondence.T'he
original text of üe Theses is well-preserved in üe Aıchives of üıe Insünıte of Marxism-Leninism in
Moscow. This fact was verified for üe iust üme in July 1989 at the request of üe authoı who visited üıe
Institute to make suıe of its existence. The auüor could read i§ copy, which prof. Yoiü Murata didn't
receive from üıe Insünıte till February 199l. Prof. Muraıa intends to publish üıe text before long together
wiüı several oüer documents of üe JCP preserved in üıe Moscow Insıitutç, Tho auüor very much
appreciates tiıe kindness of boüı the Institute and Prof. Murata In üe Moscow Archive üe English original
text of the The,ses is kept aside also, bearing, according !o üıe information üe auüıor got in the Insdnıte, üe
signature of Sanzo Nosaka.

48 Boüı types of revolutionary srarcgie for coıırıtries of medium capialist development in the Comintern
hogram of 1928 had a defect in "ignorance of a struggle for democracy", as Boris Lejbzon and Kirill §lrinja
point out about üe Poüsh Communist Party in üıeir book Povorot v Politilca Kominterıw (Moscow, 1960,
pp, L62-I63. But one of üe 1932 Theses on üe JCP was probably the most rigid internationally. By the
way, to be exact, üe word "Auflösung" in the German version of these Theses should be replaced by
"Auseinandertreibung". On this point see Tosio lwamur4 "Teze no seibun" [The Original Texts of the
Theses], Nilıonsi Kenkyu, No. 237 (September 1982).

o9 See Matuo, "The Development of Democracy in Japan", p. 613.

so " ,,,nu[isüğeskii Internacional, No. 13-14 (20 May 1330), pp. 102-105.

)tato Operaio, No. l (October |927),p.99.
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revolution o üe Itıalian Communist Party, whereas ıhe JCP as well as the PCE now tıad to ııccept üe slogan
of üıe "people's revolution" as merely a synonym for the Communisçled "bouıgeois-democratic revoluüon".sz

Indeed, after üe aunımn ot 1932 tiıe Koza-ha had been under restrainı of anachronism of üe 1932
Theses. But it was only a kind of isolaüon ward where some radical intellecruals were taken, a considerable
number of whom were not Communiss but merely sympaüizen, üıough a Communist, Eitaıo Noro, played a
dominant part not to underestirnate. Consequenıly right or wrong it hardly affected scarcely üe populaı
movement itself.

7. Tlu Collapse of the Party or an Aıtempı ıo Establish a People's Fronı

In spite of the waming of Karlis Jarsons in üıe Fifth Profintern Congress, playing still witiı üe "one separated
and abstract slogan", the Japanese Commıuıists went on to attach too much importance to üe üıeoretical sruggle.
The JCP could not easily get out of üe so-called "personalism ttırough the medium of 'üeory"' peculiar o ttıe
above-mentioned sısi-gıoup.s3 The "üeory" was not induced from the "practico", but was deduced from üıe
Comintern instruction. The "tİıeory" of üe Koza-ha was üıe model of such a "üıeory". Naturally such a "th@ry"
was not useful for any "practice". As a former head of the Communist faction wiüin üe illegal headquarters
of üıe Zen'no Zenkai, Isamu Miyauti writes in his memoirs that he felt "impotent and disheartened" as an
organizer in norüeastern Japan, where the agricultura.l depression was the most severe.s4

It is characıeristic of üe Japanese authorities üo have been in fü control of many a Communist,
advising him that he should swear an oath of tenko (conversion) to avoid rigid enforcement of the Peace
Preservation [aw. Except for Eitaro Noro, who died in jail in Febrııary 1934,55 ail conribuors of the Koz-ha
obeyed this advice. It was not so hard for a "bookish agitalor" wiü üıe sısı şirit o pretend t}ıat he subsütuted
the principles of üe national poüty (kokutai) for Marxist "th@ry". The emperor (ten'no) was gracious enough
to replace Marx as a founder of a "theory" for such a convert.s

But we can find a new tendency toward üe people's front also in üıe wave of mass conversions during
the l930s. It was in Osaka tiıat a Communist, Sisasi Wada, a pro-communist, Kiyosi Koiwai, and others had
prepared and developed this tendency, abandoning both enmity wiüı the Ronoha and üıe Communist-led
"parallel union§" by üe summer of 1933 o lead many subleaders of üıe cenrali§t union 7nwo a an approach
üe united social{emocratic party, üıe Social Mass Party (Syakai Taisyu-o) founded in July 1932.

They successfully took üe initiative of a coalition between üe lower bıraııches of both the Zerıro and
the righıoriented Sodomei in April 1935, and moreover, advanced a slogan of "For the defence of the
Consütution" to unite all üıe forces against Fascism in December 1936. Being confırmed by §anzo Nosaka - who
was staying abroad at üat time - üe next }vlay, üıis suıely meant the wiüdrawal of the slogan of the 1932
Theses: "Down wiüı monaıchy (ten'nosei)', but it did not necessarily indicaıes that üıis mearıt "for the defence
of üe monarchy", naming üıe dualist consütuüonal monarchy as one of forms of government. It was not until
then üıat üey distinguished üese from the political regimes, i.e. wheüıer democracy or Fascism, as Georgi

52 For anoüıer view which revaluates somehow üe "people's revoluüon" of ttıe 1932 Theses see Muraıa,
Kominterwı siryo şu, Vol. 5, p. 619. Edward H. Can seeıns not !o have noticed üıis matter in his book Trı€
Twilighı of Comintern, 1930-1935 (ındon, 1982), pp. 3l5, 38l.

53 Hiroaki Mattzawa, Nihon syakaisyugi no siso [Ideas of Japanese Saialism] (Tokyo, 1973), pp. 2I9-
220.

g 
Isamu Miyauti, 1930 nendai Nilıon Kyosanto sisi [A Personal History of the Japanese Communist

Paıty in the 1930s] (Tokyo, 1976), p. 134. Four years after his anşt in 1934 he admitted himself to have
been only "a too bookish agitator" in his prison üary. For üis see Isamu MyauE,Toyoıama keimusvo nite
[In Toyotıama Prison] (Tokyo, 1980), p. 241.

55 For üe biogıaphy of Eitaıo Noro see Tuyosi Man,ımoto, Noro Eitaro §agoya, 1983), and Noro Eitaro
(Tokyo, 1985), though üıe auüor was paıtial.

56 In English see Richard H. Mitchell, Tlıoughı Control in Prewar Japan (Iıhaca and London, 1976),

chapters 4-5; Hoston, Marism in Prewar Japan, pp. 31-32, 184-185, 349.
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Dimirov did so for the iust üme dııring üe §evenü Comintem Congress on 13 Augusı 1935.57 But üıe aıTests
of Sisasi Wada arıd many oüer Communists and sympatiıizers began in late November 1936. Also many acüvists
of üe Rono-ha were aıTested between December 1937 and February 1938.

Though it was extremely diffıcult to oppose üe upward tendency of chauvinism aftpr üıe outbreak of
the aggıessive war against northeastem China in September 1931,58 some former Communists kept on working
under false converts in the Hyogo prefecuııal branches of üe subsidiary fascist Eastern Association (Toho-kai)
during üe Second World War. They were very skilful at keeping the lower organizations of the former 7-en'no
Zerkaı, Being implicated in üe case of 15 March 198, its leader Ta'motu Nagao polled six per cent of the vote,
i.e. 8622 votes, in üe whole Second Disrict in Hyogo Prefecture in üıe April L912 Diet election. He gained
l38l votes in comparison to his own result in February 1936. Above all, he obtained üıiıty per cent of the vote,
i,e. 3593 votes, in Mihara County, where he had alıeady won his seat in the prefectıııal assembly's election wiü
24 pet cent of the vote, i.e. 2839 voı€s, ln September 1927. Being locaıed st the §ouüern end of Awazisima
Island, the Mihara County still is a pııre and simple rural disrict

At last, in October 1943 Nagao arıd his comıades were aırested for üe violation of the Peace
Preservation law. The auüıorities arrested üıe president of the Toho-kai, Seigo Nakano, and his companions
because of anti-governmental activities, but distinguished üıe former from üe latter.sg

8. Epilogııe

The ruü is ttıat some Profintern officials like Karlis Jarısons consistenüy were not only discontented wiüı üe
1932 Theses, but even, like Ya Volk, altered üıeir view of üe Japanese monaıchy by early 1936 at the latesL
admiaing that a semi-religious aıtiode t,owards üe monarch never disturbed üıe unification of üıe broad
democratic sratıa against Fascism.

Toiling at clearing üe sumbüng stone, Kh.T. Eidus (alias U. Khayama), one of Jan§ons' followers,
cleaıed away all ttıe rests of üıe 1932 Theses from the second edition of his book on the Japanese modern hisory
printed in early 1938, at üıe latesı,o when the Japanese monarcho-fascism had not only been aiready
establi§hed, but also a small number of JCP members remained in jail in Japan and in Moscow.

Indeed, even Moscow was dangerous for üıem, and so it was for Janson§, who was shot by the Stalinist

57 Georgi Dimitrov, SelectedWorlu,3 Vols (Sofia L972),Yo1,2, p. 10l. See Tosio lwamııra, nMonar-

chofa§izm i tezisui KPYa 1932 godan, lecuıred at ıhe Irısdnıe of üıe History of the Latvian Communist
Party under CC LKP on 20 July 1989. For ıhe tendency to ıhe Japanese Popular Front see lwamııra, Niiıon
zinmin sensen si zyoseıu, pp. 168-188, 2ü-25ll Giiti Inumaru , Nilon zinmin şensen undo si [A Hisory of
üe Japanese Populaı Front Movement] (tokyo, 1978); Füito Kand4 Nilıon no ıoitu sensen unfo IA United
Front Movement in Japan] Cfokyo, 1979), pp. 3l-t28.

5' The 1932 Theses put up a slogan of "Against imperialist war, fotr the conversion of imperialist war
into civil war". So rigidly it obeyed üıe Japanese Communists thaı üey were behind social democrats and
liberals as regards boüı a new Soviet new proposal for a Soviet-Japance non-agression pact in late
December 1931 and a call for üe Shanghai Anti-war Conference held in late September 1933.

59 lwamura, "Senzi taisei-ka no nomin undo", pp. 14-63. For a phenomenon similar o ttıis about Sin'iti
Miyai in the wartime Kagawa Prefecnıre see also lwamırra, "Futusenkyosei-ka no musan seito no kiban", pp.
256-275, By üe way, describing Nagao as a Toho-kai Diet candidaıe n L942, in his book Tlıe Social
Democraıic Movemenı in Prewar Japan,p.423, Totten writes üut Nagao also "became naüonal socialist".
The auüor is too superficial ıo note even üe fact that Nagao's election campaign was interfered üe most
fiercely by üe poüce in the Hyogo Prefectııre, aIı was üıe case with üıe very famous anti-fascist conservative
Takao Saio in üe Fifü Disrict in the same Prefecture. The Japanese authoriües were more realisüc and
more seyere wiü Nagao and his "tovariği", most of whom joined in the reconstrucüons of ttıe JCP and the
Japan Farmers' Union §ihon Nomin Kumiai or Nitino) soon after üe Second World War. On üıis point see
also üe item "Tohokai" writıen by Tosio lwamura in Toru Watanabe [et al.] (ed.), Nilnn Kingeııdai-si Ziten
[Dictionary of Japanese Modern Hisory] (Tokl,c, 1978), pp. 4594ffi.

60 See Iwamura, "32 nen iıze tD Koza-ha".
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banacks socialists on 8 April 1938. Sanzo Nosaka baıely escaped to Yan'an in the spring of 1940, where he,
in a represenuıive capacity of üe JCP, beforetund agıeed tJo üe dissolution of tiıe Comintern in June 1943. He
stayed in China during tiıe war to re-educate üıe Japanese prisoners who were captured by üıe Chinese Red
Army.

A small number of non-converts, including üe leaders of üıe postwar JCP like Kenzi Miyamoo and
Kyu-iti Tokuda, were set free by üe American occupation force after üıe war. Most of them were eager
adherents of üe 1932 These§, buı had too few a knowledge of ttıe dıastic switch in Comintern policies to adapt
üemselves to üe new compücated situation. The üıird and last period of development of üe prewar JCP sıarted
wiüı üe suppression in March 1928. This so-called tiıird period was üe catogory worüy of the Communist
movement, but not üe capitalism in prewar Japan. As regards üe JCP, it closed bit by bit, but not suddenly.6l

Table ]
Number of labour sırikes aııd ıenanı dispuıes in Japaıı, 1916-1929

year strikes Disputes Yeaı Suikes Dişuıes

l916
|9L7
1918
1919
L920
l92l.
|922

l08 (M13)
398 (57309)
4L7 (ffi57)
497 (63|37)
282 (3637l)
u6 (58225)
250 (4l503)

85
256
326
408 (34CI5)
1680 (t45898)
1578 (125750)

|923
|92ı+

|925
|926
L927
|928
1929

270 (36259) 1917 (ı34503)
295 (48940) 1532 (110920)
270 (3u,72) 22M 0346/,6)
469 ($eq 2751 (151061)

346 (4369) 2f.52 QI336)
332 (36872) 1865 (75136)
494 (ffi93\ 2A34 (8L998)62

6ı A talented spy, Richard Sorge, had stayed in Tokyo after September 1933 to send üıe most useful
intelligence to Moscow, but his paıty was someüing else üıan üe JCP, though he himself was perhaps a
Buchaıinisı The üird period may be divided into npo, as }vlasamiti Asukai aıgued in his book l{iion
poruretaria bungakıı si ron [An Essay on üıe History of the Japaııese Proletarian Literary Movement]
(Tokyo, 1982), p. 26: "Lhe fourth period, i.e., üe period of collapse and conversion since the summer of
1933". Alüıough üis may be üıe case with the Federacio de Proleıaj Kultur-Organizoj Japanaj (Nihon
poruıetaria bunka renmei or KOPF) and some front organizaüons affiliated to it, such a tıırning point can not
be found so easily in the whole JCP at üis time.

62 Number of üıe participant labours and Peasants in brackets. Soıırces: According O Tosio Iwamura,
"Nihon-gakki sogi to Rodo Nomin-to saihensei katei" [Dispute of the Nihon-gakki Co. and the Process of
Reorganizing üıe Worker-Peasant Party], Nihonsi Kenlcyu, No. 114 (September 1970), p. 1.
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As regards tiıe extent to uhich the develolment of the Japanese Cmını-
nist rııovenıent rıas deteıınined bıı Ccnıintern policies or by other factors,
ttıe role of the Koreans in tlıe Ief test trade union, i . e. the National
Council of Jalnnese Laboıır Union or Zenkyo night be the best exaııple.

As rry paper shotıs, the Korearı iııınigrants ıJere plarıning to aııalgaıate
tıith t}ıe zenkyo according to ttıe lrcliqı of the Fo,ırth profintern con-
gress wıder the great uorld depression. Thcnıgh the Zenkgo adopted the
slogan 'the overttırw of the ıırcnarcir]ı' in Septerııber 1932 arıd consequent-
ly suffered frcııı tıholesale applicatiorı of the Peace Preservation Lanı,
even for the Korean activists the slogan inıplied ınerely the independence
of their hcmelarıd .

In Korea also, the Peace Preservation Laı gas applied to the Korean
Ccrııııı:nists, tnıt it involved Inssibility that thtıı ıcot]ld acquire ıırcre
confidence of ttıe Korearı people. In 1930 the JaInnese aııthorities had to
to hesitate to lrunish orıe of the top leaders of the Korearı Cgmırıist
Party Un-hgoııg Yo nicknaııed 'Korean Lenin' for the crime of ctıanging the
'nationaI polity'. Ttıe IiCP demanded the independence of Borea, and not
the ovenıhelıning of the Japarıese ınonarctDı. T}ıe Jalnnese colorıial author-
ities had to reccnırse to the farfetctıed interIıretation that the indepen-
dence of Korea gcnıld treslnss on ttıe dgıain of the Japanese ınonarctDı and
üıerefore ctıarıge the 'nationa]. polity'.

The sane slogan 'Overuhe]-n the nrcnarcLry!' of the Zenkyo rcas taken
differently by the Jaınnese arıd the Koreans. The Zenkw absorbed üıe na-
tionalistic enerElı of the latter rather than its class ener§ı that was
expected by the Coııintern and the Jalnnese Coıın:rıists. lıloreover, ttıeir
rıationalistic enersı uas eı*ıausted frcııı stıbstituting for the class ener-
sa of the Jaııarıese rcorkers. ApInrently the Cgnintern policlı öıelt on
playing doın the nationalistic factor of the Korean iımigrarıts, but in
fact tooh advantage of it. Ttıe segıingly spectactılar rise of the Zenkııo
badly depended on it. Indeed the Korean sectiorıs of its affiliated or-
garıisations rıere belatedly foımed arıd even Korean editiorı of their or-
gans issıııed, tnıt it never led to sııctı a 'national fom of the labcnır
rııovgııent', ös Georgi Dinitrov ııentioned in the Seventh Cqııintern Con-
gress.

As my pap€r shous, one of the most fmous Iabour disputes in an Osaka
suburb that the Zenkyo led proved the p@er of Korean fmle spinners,
but it becane the turning Ircint, since uhen the neıc $orker-Peasant Party

-one of the front organisations rıas destined to be disbanded. TLıe sı:b-
stitution in the Zenkao uas too expensive to the Japanese left also.

Richard i{itchell writes the folIoıcing in his book: The Korq,n tlinoli-
ty in Jap,n (Berkelery & lrcs Angeles, L967) p.6L, 'Bıı 1933, rırcre than
half of the ınerııbers of Zenkyo ıcere Koreans, uho had so fiııı a grip on
the rınion and the party (JCP- I.T.) leadership that the Jaııarıese coıııtn]-
nists fcn:nd it iınpossible to act uithcnıt their cooperation'. I}tıt the au-
thor is +ıite different to the nature of so-called 'cooperation'.

The so-called tenko (conversion) of the cccıınınist to the nationalist
meant aöııiration of the 'natiorıal polity' to the Japanese, but it didn't
aluays so to the koreans, as un-Luıong yo shoced aftemards. on such an
aspect of his 1ife see Tok-sang Kang '1930 nendai no Yo Un-hyorıg (Un,
hgorıg Yo in 1930s)' in Sanfyolri, no 50 (Tokııo, Dec. 1988).

As is genarally knoıırı, G. DiJıitrov condecnrıed soııe ccııımınists for
their 'national nihiligıı' in the Seventh Ccuııintern Congress. If ııe are
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{j
nevertheless intent on finding merely the so-called national nihiligıı
.ııK)ng one resolution and another of the Coıintern arıd its sections, Tre

shall miss the latent 'nathional feeling; Haqnoıı.ıJıbıııe wBcısa; nation-
ale Gefİİhle of the broad ııorking nnsses'. Stalinists kneu it ııell enough
to exIıe11 the non-Rııssian 'deviationists', often labelling tiıem the 'na-
thionalists', and persecute the nııopo,a4ı-non-Rııssian rninorities in So-
viet Union, scınetiııes forcing theın ıchole to ınigrate, as 2OO thcnısand Ko-
reans along the river Ussuri in 1937-1938, against that ınerely the Japa-
nese gııbassy in üosccnı ironically filed a protest ııith the Soviet for-
eign coııissariat.

Another one is the probleııı aboııt the teııı nnove\u]ı", i. e. "land-
lord'. "Gıütsherr", thoııgh it isn't noticed even in Japan. Ttıis teııı is
used as a synorT]ım for the Jalnnese "jinusi" in ıııost of the coııintern
1iteratures on Jaınn. Bııt the latter shcnıld be distingıısished frcıı the
foıııer at ttıe linage.

The noueıqtır is a descendant of t}ıe $eoilalı; feuful lord, but ttıe Japa-
nese jinusi isn't so. Hcnıever ıırcst of the Coııintern officers uere iqno-
rant of this fact. Neither E. S. Varga nor Ya. Volk kner aboııt this.
IJhen K. Jansorıs reported on the JCP in üoscqı in lılay L927, he reasorıably
argıued that 'be can not use the slogarı 'conf iscate and divide the larıd',
because there are so fq big landouners in Jalıarı". I}ut he didn't raise
amı objection to the slogan "confiscation of the estates of the i.iikado,
landlords, goverT]ınents and ctıurch" in the draft of the 1927 T}ıeses of
the JCF, ıchich he received in ü:ly 1927. IJe can't malıe sure of his real
intention nqı.

As is ııeII kncnın, the i{arxists-Leninists used the teııı "big landoun-
er" in the ııeaning of the iandaaııer descending froı the feuü,l lord,
that is as a şırıomım for the landlord. Houever the Japanese Ccıııııunists
misunderstood its ıneaning. Theıı erroneously stıplrcsed that the slogarı
"Ligı:iCienıng des Grofuırundbesitzes" of the Geı:nan text of the 1932 The-
ses of the JCP had to be replaced ııittı the slogan "Abolition of Imrasit-
ic landownership" of its English text. Thely had no kncnıledge that both
phrases rıere the saııe arıd ınisread as if Lhe Gro&gırundbesi fz rıere merely
the öio Hrasitic landownership. Bı]t it rmde theııı belive that the Ccgnin-
tern officers correctly grasped the Jaııanese jinusi.

The ııords landlord, Gutsbesitzer, nawq,uK, etc. have been ınistaken to
be the hıropean ııords egııivalent for jinusi up to ncrı. §ıch a rnistake
disturbed the ccrııı:rıicatiorı about the ccıııintern docııııents. There are no
good Eııropearı uords for this Japanese uord. Thqı are the noeaü noHet$IıK,
neu landlords and the like, if ue insist- Blı the ua!ı, the Japanese word
jinusi literally me.ıns the landcnıner, tnıt it doesn't at all ınean the
@ner of the noweıque, Guf and the other hereditary doıains.

Ttıe Cgııintern Progaram of 1928 offered a definition of countries with
"significant recilnents of sgııi-faıdal relations in aglictılture". This Ce-
finition enıbraced in fact tuo types of stıch cotıntries, i. e. the first
type of these uıhere şere the noweuuKu and the second type of these uhere
were not Lhe noueıluxu. If ue can f ind "sigııif icant reıırıents of seıııi-feu-
Cal relations in aglictılture" in both of the tlTes, it ıneans just exis-
tence of the gnal1 tenant-peasants. Japan also shotıld have been classi-
fied as the second tıpe, as V. Kolarov's object ",] lras accepted on his
orın country in the Six Coııintern Congress.

Icsio Iraııra (Japn)
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