
Abstract:ThispaperwaswritteninEnglishprimarilytofacilitateresearchexchangewith
EuropeancolleaguesduringmystayinBerlininthewinterof2004/05,butatthattimeI
missedtheopportunitytoputitintoprint.Sincethecontentand,inparticular,thetheoretical
argumentsmaystillbeofusetoforeignresearchers,however,Ihavedecidedtopublishthe
papernowinthisReview.AlthoughIconsideredupdatingthefiguresintheempiricalsection,
thatsoonprovedtobeimpossible,andformorerecentdatathereaderisreferredtomy
book,TheContemporaryJapaneseEconomy:BetweenCivilSocietyandCorporation-Centered
Society[J](KoyoShobo,2006),andmyarticle,‘TheProblemsofJapaneseEconomic
DifferentialsandPoverty:SearchingforaPolicyofSocialSolidarity’[J](RitsumeikanSocial
SciencesReview,Vol.44.No.3&4,December2008&March2009.)
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Foreword

TheoreticalandempiricalstudiesoncivilsocietyhavebeenmadeinJapanaswellasin
manyothercountries.Inrecentyearstheresultshaveappearedinalargenumberoftheses
andbooks1.Concerningtherelationbetweencivilsocietyandtheeconomy,orbetweencivil
societyandthemarketeconomy,variousviewshavebeenputforwardtodiscusstheconcept
ofcivilsocietyanditsrangeinthecontemporaryworld.
Therehasbeenlittleresearch,however,intothepreciserelationbetweencivilsociety

andeconomicinequality.Forexample,inthethesesofJürgenKocka,aworld-famous
researcherwhohasworkedintensivelyandcomprehensivelyontheproblemsofcivilsociety
theory,therelationsbetweencivilsocietyandeconomy,andbetweencivilsocietyandthe
marketeconomyareoftenreferredtoandexaminedfrom variousperspectives,butthe
relationbetweencivilsocietyandeconomicinequalityishardlydealtwith.Onlythefollowing
generalformulasareoffered:“Civilsocietyisnotcompatiblewithanexcessivesocial
inequality,”or“Withoutmakingacaricatureofitself,whichdegreesocialandeconomic
inequalitycancivilsocietypermitdomesticallyandinternationally?”
Theaim ofthispaperistoputmyideasonthetheme“civilsocietyandeconomic

inequality”inorder.Thisworkmaybeusefultoexaminemoredeeplycivilsocietytheory,
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andwillserveasapreliminarystudyforfutureresearch.
Theorganizationofthispaperisasfollows:sectionIpresentsatheoreticalexamination

ofthebilateralcharacterofthemarketprinciple,andalsodiscussestherelationwiththe
capitalisticmarketeconomy.Basedonthisdiscussion,sectionIIconsidersthetheoretical
relationbetweencivilsocietyandtheeconomy.Finally,insectionIII,therelationbetween
civilsocietyandeconomicinequalityisconsideredinlinewithseveralcasesofcontemporary
economy.

I.TheBilateralcharacterofthemarketprincipleandtwotypesofthe
capitalisticeconomy

Regardingthesocialandhistoricalsignificanceofthemarketormarketprinciple,various
evaluationshavecoexisteduptonow.Whileontheonehandtherehavebeenpositiveviews
thatstressthegeneralvalidityoftheprincipleintermsofresourceallocation,ontheother
handnegativeviewshaveemphasizedtheinevitablerelationbetweenthemarketprinciple
andspeculativeeconomicactivityaswellasthesocialinequalityofthedistributionofincome
andwealth.Iwilldealfirstwiththebilateralcharacterofthemarketprinciple.
Alongwiththedevelopmentofcommodityproduction,especiallyatthestagebywhich

thelaborforcebecomesacommodity,itbecomesincreasinglypossiblethatanindividual
escapesfrom regulationofthefamily,grouporcollective.Thisistheclearestexpressionof
civilizingactionofthemarketeconomy,andthisisthemainreasonwhythecapitalistic
marketeconomyhasexpandedacrosstheworlddrivenbytheso-called“satanicmill”2(K.
Polanyi).
Comparedwithothersocialandeconomicorganizations,themarketisafreeandeasy

organizationforanindividualtoenterandtoleave.Throughoutmuchofhumanhistory,
individualshavebeentiedfatefullytotraditionalorganizations,suchasthecommunity,
village,tradeassociations,craftsassociations,orfamily.Thisisoneofthestrongesthistorical
reasonswhypeoplehaveviewedthemarketeconomyasalmostunconditionallyprogressive.

Historically,thecompetitionamongcommodityproducershashingedonthefollowing
point,namely,thequalityandpriceofcommodities.Ifthequalityiseven,thepriceis
decisive.Thestatusorupsanddownsoftheproducerorthevendorofgoodsisirrelevant.
Peoplewhohavelongbeendiscriminatedagainstinhistorycanenjoylibertyandequalityin
marketcompetition(theworldofA.Smith’s“theWealthofNations”3).

Ofcourse,however,theconversecanhappenandcouldhaveexistedinhistory.Namely,
in pricecompetition peopledonotcareabouttheproduction relationsin which the
commodityhasbeenproduced–whether,forexample,inthecapitalisticsystem,thefeudal
system,thesemi-feudalsystem,orslavery.Inthemarket,thereisalwaysapossibilityof
competitionwithpersonswhosellacommodityproducedunderapre-modernsystem of
production.Thereareoccasionswhensuchproducersaresuccessfulinthemarket.But
viewedinthelongrun,capitalisticcommodityproducersbasedonhightechnicalproductive
capacityfinallyprevailinthemarket.
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Butthereisacomplicatedanddifficultproblemfacingthemarket,whichformsaspiral
ringanddrawsaninfiniteorbit.Thatistheoldandnewproblemconcerningtheparticularity
ofthelaborforcecommodity.Becausetheusevalueoflaborliesinthefactthatityields
morevaluethanitsowncost(=wage),thevaluelawbecomesherethesurplusvaluelaw
becauseofthefactthatlaborforcebecomesacommodity.Anunequivalentexchangeis
realizedthroughthepremiseandbythemediationofanequivalentexchange(theworldof
K.Marx’s“TheCapital”4).Thoughvaluelawhasacivilizingaction,itpreparesthegroundfor
economicinequalityregardingthedistributionofwealth.Herevaluelawstatesthatthevalue
ofacommodityisdecidedbytheamountofsociallyaverageabstracthumanlaborrequired
toproduceit,andsurplusvaluelawholdsthatlaborforcecommodityyieldsmorevaluethan
thevalueforreproductionoflaborforcecommodity(=wageorsalary),andthatthecapitalist
ormanagertakesownershipofthemorevaluablepart.
Inotherwords,thecommodityproductionsocietywhichmakesprivatepropertyofthe

meansofproductionandisfoundedonthesocialdivisionoflaborisoftwokinds.Thefirstis
thesimplecommodityproductionsocietyinwhichcommodityproductionanditsexchangeis
donebasedonone’sownlabor.Theotheristhecapitalisticcommodityproductionsociety,in
whichthelaborforceiscommercializedandcommodityproductionanditsexchangeisbased
onthelaborofothers(i.e.,basedonexploitationofthelaborofothers).Theformeristhe
worldofvaluelaw,thelatteristheworldofvaluelawplussurplusvaluelaw.
Thus,thecharacterofthemarkethastwosides:ontheonehand,wecanfindit,

performingapositiverolesuchasinitscivilizingaction,rationalresourceallocationandthe
securityofequalcompetition,conditionedbythevaluelaw.Ontheotherhand,themarket
hasanegativesidesuchastheinequalitybroughtaboutbythesurplusvaluelaw,the
productionandreproductionofwinnersandlosers,inequalityofdistribution,speculativeness
andviolentpower.
Iwouldliketoreconfirmonemorepointinrelationtocontemporarycivilsocietytheory.

Fundamentally,themarketeconomyactstodestroyacollectiveoracommunity(andits
regulation)from theinside.Thepeople’sindividualization,‘me-ization’,atomization,isolation
andfragmentationaretheresultsofthehistoricalandsocialactionofthemarketeconomy.
Unlessthemechanicsofthesocialassociationopposingthemarketeconomyand/orsocial
regulationagainstitwork,thetendenciesofthemarketeconomywillkeepdissolvingsocial
cooperativenessinfinitely.Weneedtopayparticularattentiontothispoint.
Whenweconsidertheproblemsbetweencivilsocietyandtheeconomy,thereisone

moreissuethatwecannotoverlook.Itistheproblem concerningthemutualrelation
betweentwotypesofcapitalisticeconomywhichisadistinctivefeatureoftheglobalization
process.AsMichelAlbertpointedout,therearetwotypesofthecontemporarycapitalism,
namely“theAnglo-Saxon-type”and“theRhine-type”,althoughhereisnottheplacetodiscuss
thecharacteristicsofthesetwotypesindetail5.

Butatleastthismuchiscertain.WhencomparingRhine-typecapitalism withAnglo-
Saxon-typecapitalism,theformerissuperiorandmorehumanethanthelatterregarding
workers’rightsandpeople’swelfare.Nevertheless,thefactisthatthroughtheprocessof
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globalizationtheformertypeisimitatingthelatter,andnotthereverse.Thedevelopmentof
thesetwotypesofthecapitalisticeconomyisnotonlyoneaspectoroneepisodeof
globalization,butprobablyshowsthetruenatureofglobalization.Rhine-typecapitalism is
underpressure from both sides,on the one hand from Anglo-Saxon-type capitalism,
neoliberalism and marketprinciplefundamentalism,and on theotherhand from the
developingcountriessuchasRussia,China,India,andBrazil,whichbegantocompeteinthe
worldmarketinearnestafterthefalloftheBerlinWall.

Insteadof“thehistoryofallhithertoexistingsocietyisthehistoryofclassstruggles.”
“Workingmenofallcountries,unite!”6,theideathat“humanhistoryisthehistoryofprivate
propertypursuit”isgaininggroundallovertheworld.
Cantheideaandhistoryofcivilsocietycontributetotheconstructionofamorehuman

society?Howandtowhatdegreeisthispossible?

II.Civilsocietyandeconomy

Oneofthemainpointsofdisagreementbetweenscholarsconcernsthequestionof
whetherthemarketisincluded in thecontemporaryconceptofcivilsocietyornot.
RepresentativeoftheformerviewareMichaelWalzer7andJohnKeane8,andthelatterare
JürgenHabermas9,JeanL.CohenandAndrewArato10.However,hereisnottheplaceto
reproducetheirinterestingdiscussion.
Here,firstlyIwanttoconsidertheviewsregardingcivilsocietyand(market)economy

ofJürgenKocka.Kockastandsbetweenthetwosidesofthediscussion,preciselyspeaking,
becausehetriestointegratetheviewsofbothsidesonthegroundofmorecomprehensive
historicalscience.(Incidentally,Kocka’sopinionisclosesttomypresentview.Ofcourse,I
learnedmuchfrom histheory.)Hisviewcanbroadlybesummedupasfollows:11a)Civil
societyisnotcompatiblewithanexcessivesocialandeconomicinequality.Ofcourse,
traditionalinequalityofstatuscannotexistthere.b)Civilsocietypremisesaneconomywhich
isde-concentratedandisdifferentiatedasanindependentsphere,thatisunitedwiththe
marketeconomybutincontainingtensionwithit.c)Themarketeconomywithitsnon-
centralizationofdecisionmakingandpowerisanindispensableelementofcivilsociety(the
affiliationbetweenmarketeconomyandcivilsociety).Parallelsarealsofoundbetweenthe
realizationofamarketeconomyorderandtheexpansionofcivilsocietyininternational
historicalcomparisons.d)Civilsocietyisdifferentiatedfrommarketeconomy,whichisbased
oncompetition,exchange,andthelogicofpersonaldecisionandpersonalprofit.Civilsociety
isnotdissolvedinmarketsociety.Iftheprinciplesofthemarketpermeatedsocialrelations,
culturalactivitiesandthelivingworldbeyondtheeconomy,thatwouldthreatencivilsociety
andrenderithollow.Thepresent-daycharmofthecivilsocietyconceptisalsoderivedfrom
thehopethattheprinciplesandmeansofcivilsociety(discourse,conflictandunderstanding,
respectofhumanrights,solidarityandsocialization,civicvirtueandorientationtouniversal
welfare)mayimposeinternallimitationsoncapitalismwhichdevelopsunrestrained,threatens
todominatethewholeworld and permeatesallsocialphases.e)Entrepreneursand
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enterprisesbehavefirstofallandgenerallyaccordingtothelogicofthemarketandmustdo
so.Butatthesametime,itisalsoimportantthattheycanbeactorsincivilsociety.f)Onthe
otherhand,therearetheothervarietiesofcapitalism,typesofcapitalistsandmarket
entrepreneurswhodonotgenerallyengageincitizenparticipationanddonotstrengthen
socialunionbutgnaw awayatit.Wecanclearlyseethisnegativerelationbetween
entrepreneurshipandcivilsocietyintheformofmobileandspatiallyunsettledentrepreneurs
inthepastandpresent,intheNewEconomyofyesterdayandintheinternationalfinance
capitalismoftoday.Thereisatypeofcapitalismthatisrelativelyparasiticoncivilsociety.g)
Theundoubtedadvancetowardscivilsocietyinone’sowncountryshouldbeseenagainstthe
backgroundofincreasinginequalityontheworldwidescaleandhasbeenachievedpartially
attheexpenseofthelatter.h)Howmuchsocialandeconomicinequalitycancivilsociety
toleratewithinitselfandonaninternationalscalewithoutbecomingacaricatureofitself?The
abovepropositionsareveryimportantandshouldbeborneinmindwhenconsideringcivil
societyandeconomicinequality.
In2001,PaulNolte,whocollaboratedinresearchwithJürgenKocka,publishedan

interestingpaperentitled“CivilSocietyandSocialInequality”12.Thoughthisthesisaddressed
theproblemsofsocialinequality,noteconomicinequality,italsoproposedanumberofideas
regardingeconomicinequality.HereIintroducethepartwhichismostcloselyrelatedtothe
themeofmyownpaper:a)Radicalattemptstoremovesocialinequalityhavealwayshad
tragicresultsforcivilsociety,asthehistoricalandlarge-scalesocialexperimentsguidedby
politicalandideologicalpowerinthe20thcenturyshowed.b)Ahomogeneoussocietyand/or
aleveledsocietytooktheinternaldrivingforceandregenerativepowerawayfromthesociety
concerned,and broughtafterallconformism and thelossofthepublicsphereand
publicness.c)Toadmitandpermitdifferences(includingthedifferenceinthematerialstatus
intheclassstructure)seemstobeoneoftheindispensablepremisesofcivilsociety.d)
Whichform anddegreeofinequalitycanbelegitimated,isverydifferenthistoricallyand
culturallybycountryandarea.e)Atthesametime,socialinequalityanditsextremeforms
bringsdangertoboththetheoreticalconceptandsocialpracticeofcivilsociety.Itispossible
toclassifytwoformsofsocialdifferenceorinequality.Thatistosay,dichotomicalinequality
(inthecaseofsex,dominantlanguage,nation,race,etc.)andhierarchicalinequality(inthe
caseoftheincomeandpropertyofindividuals,familiesetc.).Respectively,theformershould
gotothedissolutionofexclusionthroughsocialapproval,andthelattershouldgotothe
differentialcorrectionthroughsocialredistribution,asaresultbydoingso,thesocial
resourceforcivilsocietyincreases.Thekeyconceptsinthedevelopmentofsuchprocesses
arejusticeandsocialfairness.f)Thenextpointisafundamentalpoliticaldilemmaforcivil
societytheory.Namely,civilsocietyformationisdifficultwithoutsocialgoalsettingand/or
withoututopia,butatthesametimeanextremelyideologicalutopiaandanexcessoforder
willthreaten,hollow anddestroycivilsociety.g)Thedevelopmentofindividualization
promotescivilsocietyformationontheonehand,butontheotherhandbringsacrisis,i.e.,
thefragmentationofthelabormarket,thepolarizationofincome,theoccurrenceofmass
unemploymentandtheincreaseofthoseneedingsocialsupport.Weshouldtakeheedofall
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theabovementionedviews,butaddthatinrelationtod),howandwhichdegreecanwe
admitandpermitinequalitiesseemstohavetobeprescribedspecifically.
Whenconsideringtheproblemsofeconomicinequality,itisalsousefultorememberthe

viewofAmartyaSen.Hisessentialpointisasfollows:13a)Tounderstandfullyandprecisely
theproblemsofeconomicinequality,anexclusiveconcentrationoninequalitiesinincome
distributioncannotbeadequate.b)Povertyshouldbeunderstoodascapabilityfailure.Here
capabilityistheabilitytofulfillessentialandbasicneedsinlife,andweshouldplacelow
incomerelativelyandproperlyincapabilityfailure14.c)ButatthesametimeSensaysthat
“Theclaimshavenotincludedanydenialthatlowincomemustbeoneofthestrongest
predisposingconditionsforcapabilitydeprivation”.d)Actually,“’realpoverty’(intermsof
capabilitydeprivation)maybe,inasignificantsense,moreintensethanwhatappearsinthe
incomespace.”e)“relativedeprivationintermsofincomescanyieldabsolutedeprivationin
termsofcapabilities.Beingrelativelypoorinarichcountrycanbeagreatcapability
handicap,evenwhenone’sabsoluteincomeishighinworldstandards.f)Thededicatory
pageofhisbookOnEconomicInequalityreadsasfollows:“ToAntaraandNandana,withthe
hopethatwhentheygrowuptheywillfindlessofitnomatterhowtheydecidetomeasureit.”
HereIwouldliketooutlinemyownunderstandingoftherelationbetweencivilsociety

andeconomyandcivilsocietyandmarketeconomy.Ithinkitisnotappropriatetoexclude
theeconomyormarketeconomyfromtheconceptofcivilsociety,inordertocollateralizethe
independenceofcivilsocietyfromthestateandtheautonomyinmarketaswellastomake
gooduseoftheadvantageofitscivilizingaction.But,nordoIinsiststronglythatthe
economyormarketeconomyshouldbeincorporatedinaconceptualizationofcivilsociety.
Becausetheunrestraineddevelopmentofmarketmechanismwithcapital-laborrelationmakes
income distribution unequaland constantly destroyssocialcooperativenessand social
solidarityamongpeople.
IfIdaretopresentmyownviewaboutthemarketeconomy,Iseeitinapositivelight

regardingthemarketasaspaceindependentofthestateandthemarketeconomyasa
relativelyfairandefficientmechanism forthedistributionofresources,butopposethe
capitalisticmarketeconomyasamechanism forunequalincomedistribution,asapower
element,andasafundtransfermechanismconnectedwithspeculation.
Lastly,Iwouldliketorefertotwoproblems.Oneistheproblemofindividualownership

anditssignificance.Themarketisaplaceofcommodityexchange.Andtwomainconditions
ofcommodityproductionareprivateownershipofthemeansofproductionandtheexistence
ofasocialdivisionoflabor.Thereforeitisactuallysynonymouswiththeapprovalofthe
marketormarketeconomyandtheapprovalofprivateownershipofthemeansofproduction.
Todayfollowingthecollapseofthesocialistsystem andtheglobaldevelopmentofthe
capitalisticmarketeconomy,thereishardlyanyonewholodgesafundamentalobjectionto
privateownership and privateproperty.Ofwhatsignificancetodayistheconceptof
“individualproperty/ownership”(notprivateproperty/ownership)thatMarxreferredtoat
theendofCapitalVol.1asthethingtobereconstructed“onco-operationandthepossession
incommonofthelandandofthemeansofproduction”andthatthelateProf.KiyoakiHirata
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advocatedasthebasicform ofpropertyunderSocialism basedoncivilsociety?15 Does
individualownershiphaveanyrealsignificanceasaform ofownershipbywhichprivate
ownershipisreplaced?
Individualownershiprefersprimarilytothewaythatmedievalfarmers(serfs)occupied,

usedandinheritedtheirdwelling,residentialland,andlandforcultivationintheGerman
collective(=landholding)16asifitweretheirownproperty,thoughtheywereinrealityunder
theupperownershipofafeudallordandwereboundbytheregulationsofthecommunity
(concerning forest,pastureland,wasteland etc.undercollectiveownership).Itmaybe
comparedwithaformofownershiponestepremovedfromprivateownership,oraformof
privateownershipcontainingcircuitstocooperativeness,orprivateownershipallowingfull
rightsofusebutkeepingearninganddisposalrightsundercollectiveregulation.
Itseemsimportantforustodaytousetheconceptofindividualownershiptorelativize

privateownershiptakingamedium andlong-term perspective.Butitisunfortunatelyvery
difficulttodrawitsconcreteimagetodaybecauseoftheworld-widemovementfromallforms
ofownershiptoprivateownershipunderaprocessofglobalizationwhichhaslittleprospectof
beingreversed.
Whydoesprivateownership/propertymaintainsuchstronggravity?Firstly,private

ownershipstandsoutduetothelegibilityofitscontents.Privateownershipmeans,obviously,
tobeabletoexerciseuser’srights,earningrightsanddisposalrightsovertheobject,in
otherwords,theexclusiveandabsoluteownership/ruleofanobject.Ontheotherhand,
individualownershipistooequivocal,complicatedandobscureinitscontentandmeaning.It
issaidthattheword“individual”overlapsetymologicallytheword“undivided”.Butitisnot
clearwhetherthisindividualmeansthesmallestbasichumanunitimpossibletodivideany
more,orthatahumanbeingcannotliveseparatelyfrom acollective(orcommunity),or
whetheritmeansbothatthesametime.Additionally,itisunclearwhetherindividual
ownershiprefersdirectlytoaform ofcommonownershipofthemeansofproduction,or
meansindividualownershipregardingconsumptionmeansbasedoncommonownershipof
themeansofproduction,ormeansprivateownershipcontainingelementsofcooperativeness
(inthiscase,usingrightsarefullysecured,butearningrightsanddisposalrightsaremore
orlessundertheregulationofacommonorganization.).Furthermore,itisnotobvioushow
differenttheconceptofindividualownershipisfromthatofjointownership,i.e.,aformof
commonownership,namelythecasethateachonehasseparatelytheownershipandhasthe
divisionclaimrightofone’sownshare(theothertwoformsofcommonownershiparepart
ownershiphavinglimitationtoalienationofshareandnoseparateclaim rightofshare,and
collectiveownershiphavingnoeachshareandofcoursenoitsseparateclaimright.)17

Bythissituationitisnotpossibletoestablishindividualownershipastheconceptwhich
cansetitagainstprivateownershipandmakerealisticsense.Moreover,atthebeginningof
the21stcentury,whatkindofsensecantheindividualownershipcategorymakeina
situationinwhichthedemandsanddesireofthepeopleforprivateownershipandprivate
propertyhavebecomeverystrongandconsolidatedviathehistoricalexperienceofthe20th

century?
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Ithinkitisbothnecessaryanddesirablethatcivilsocietyhasabasisofownershipother
thanprivateownershipifitistosomehowregulatetheunrestraineddevelopmentofthe
capitalisticmarketeconomy.Iam sorrythatIam unableatpresenttoindicatespecifically
whatform thatownershipshouldtobe.Whetheritshouldbeindividualownership,another
typeofcommonownershiporsocialownershipisnotobviousnow.Anyway,judgingfromthe
world-widepopularityofprivateownership,thereseemslittlehopethattheownershipform
whichwillreplaceprivateownershipwillappearanytimesoon,atleastinthenearfuture.
However,itis certainly possible thatan understanding willdevelop thatitis

characteristicofandtotheadvantageofthecivilsocietystrategytopursueachangeinsocial
realitywithoutafundamentalchangeattheownershiplevelandthrough multilateral,
multistory compound combination ofassociations,cooperative society,semipublic joint
venture companies,socialeconomy,foundations,donations,etc.Probably such an
understandingseemstobetheideamostwidelysharedbypeoplewhofocusontheconcept
ofcivilsocietytoday.
TheotherproblemthatIwouldliketorefertoconcernstherelationbetweenequalityof

opportunityandequalityofoutcome.Muchoftheargument,bothdomesticandabroad,in
recentyearsinsiststhattheemphasisplaceduponthelattertakesawaytheincentivetowork
from societyandthatequalityofopportunityismoreimportant.Itisnotimpossibletofind
somereasonsforthisview.Butcanequalityofopportunityactuallybesecuredinaplace
whereequalityofoutcomedoesnotexisttoacertainextent?Itseemstomethatequalityof
opportunitycanbesecuredtosomedegreebyequalityofoutcome.Itisdifficult,however,to
specifythedegreeofequalityofoutcomerequired.Itisandwillbeanimportantpolitical
subjectandanobjectofresearch.However,atleast,Icannotsupposethatitmeansfurther
expansionofthepresentsocio-economicinequality.

III.Civilsocietyandcontemporaryeconomy

First,Iwillconsiderasynopticchartofthecontemporaryglobaleconomy.Whenwe
chartthepercapitaGNPforeachcountry,wefindthefollowing:ofthe5.829billionpeople
intheworldin1997,2.048billionpeoplewerelivinginlow-incomecountrieswheretheper
capitaGNPwaslessthan$785,2.855billionpeoplewerelivinginmiddle-incomecountries
wheretheGNPperpersonwasbetween$786and$9656,and926millionpeoplewereliving
inhigh-incomecountrieswherethepercapitaGNPwasmorethan$9656.Expressedin
percentageterms,35%oftheworld’spopulationlivedinlow-incomecountries,49.0%inmiddle-
incomecountriesand 15.9% in high-incomecountries.However,whilethelow-income
countrieshad35.1%oftheearth’spopulation,theyaccountedforonly2.4%oftheworldGNP,
ontheotherhand,thehigh-incomecountries,withonly15.9%ofthepopulationhad79.5%of
theGNP(thatofmiddle-incomecountries,18.1%).Furthermore,whiletheaveragepercapita
GNPinlow-incomecountrieswas$350,thatinhigh-incomecountrieswas$25,700,73.4
timesmore(thatofmiddle-incomecountries,$1,890)18.

Whenwelookatthetrendofsuchincomedifferentialduringthesecondhalfofthe20th

RitsumeikanSocialSciencesReview（Vol45.No.1）196



centuryasreportedintheannualreportoftheUnitedNationsDevelopmentProgram
(UNDP)of1999,theincomedifferentialbetweentherichest20%oftheearth’spopulation
andthepoorest20%expandedfrom30to1in1960,to60to1in1990andto74to1in1997.
Whiletheworld’s200wealthiestmenhaddoubledtheirassetstoatotalof10trilliondollars
intheprevious4years,thenumberofthepeoplewholivedonlessthan1dollaradayhad
remainedat1.3billionpeopleforthesameperiod(increasedto1.5billionpeoplein1999by
theestimationoftheWorldBank)19.

Another1998reportprovidesstatisticsconcerningconsumptionintheworld.Whilethe
richest20%ofhumanityaccountedfor86%ofprivateconsumptionexpenditureintheworld,
thepoorest20%accountedforonly1.3%.Morespecifically,whiletherichest20%consumed
45%ofmeatandfish,thepoorest20%consumedjust5%.Regardingenergyconsumption,the
ratiois58%tolessthan4%;telephonelines,74%to1.5%;paper84%to1.1%;vehicles87%to
1%20.

Furtherstill,12millionchildrendiedeachyearofeasily-preventablediseases,160million
childrenwereinastateofmalnutrition,250millionchildrenwereengagedinchildlabor,and
130millionchildrencouldnotgotoschoolasoftheendof20thcentury21.

Itisdifficulttodenythatthehistoryofmodernimperialismanditsparasitismforseveral
hundredyearsandtheexistenceoftoday’sso-called“structuralviolence”liebehindthese
facts.Theexistenceoftheserelationsandimbalancescanneverbecompatiblewiththeideas
ofsocialjusticeandsustainabledevelopmentwhichrelatedeeplytothehappinessofall
humankind.Itwillbedangerousforthepeacefulhumanlifeandbealsoabigobstaclefor
theimprovementofeconomicwell-being.Ofcourse,theefforttocorrectithastobemade
bybothdevelopingcountriesandadvancedindustrialstates.
Next,Iwilllookattheindexesregardingtheincomeandassetsofpeopleinthe

Japaneseeconomy.Theannualaveragesalaryofaprivateenterpriseemployeein2000was
4.61millionyen(inthecaseofmale,5.66millionyen;female2.8millionyen,accordingto
theNationalTaxAdministrationAgency)22.Theaverageannualcashearningsperemployee
inmanufacturingindustriesin1996was4.46millionyen(ofwhich,inenterpriseswith1,000
employeesandover,6.77millionyen;andinenterpriseswith4-9employees,3.06million
yen)23.Accordingtoa1999reportbytheNationalSurveyofFamilyIncomeandExpenditure
(ManagementandCoordinationAgency),theaverageannualfamilyincomewas7.61million
yeninthecaseofageneralhouseholdwithtwoormorepersonsand8.01millionyeninthe
case ofworker household24.And according to the Investigation ResultofIncome
Redistribution(MinistryofHealthandWelfare),theaverageyearlyoriginalincomeofall
households,includingsinglepersonhouseholds,was5.83millionyenin1998,andthatafter
redistributionwas6.13millionyen25.

AccordingtoareportoftheFundamentalSurveyoftheNationalLifeJapan(Ministryof
Health,LabourandWelfare),theproportionofhouseholdswithanannualfamilyincomeof
lessthan1.5millionyenwas10.7%,andtheproportionofhouseholdswithanincomeofless
than2.5millionyenwas21.9%in2000.Conversely,theproportionofhouseholdswithan
incomeof3millionyenandoverwas72.5%,andhouseholdswithanincomeof5millionyen
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andover,50.1%.Theaverageannualincomeofallhouseholdssurveyedwas6.17millionyen
andthemedianvaluebywhichthetotalhouseholdsweredividedintotwogroups,5million
yen26.

Withregardtofamilysavings,theaverageamountofsavingsperworkerhouseholdat
theendof2000was13.56millionyen(liabilities5.8millionyen;thatofsavingsper
householdforallhouseholds,inclusiveofindividualproprietors,corporativeadministrators
andindependentprofessionalsetc.,17.81millionyen,liabilities5.38millionyen).Themedian
was9millionyenandthemodewas2.65millionyen27.

Thoughtheaverageannualfamilyincomeoffarm householdsandthatofworker
householdsin1998wasrespectively8.68millionyenand7.07millionyen,thedifference
betweenthem expandedfurtherregardingtheamountofsavings.Attheendofthesame
yeartheaverageamountofsavingsperfarmhouseholdwas29.72millionyen(liabilities3.27
millionyen,netsavings26.45millionyen),andthatofworkerhouseholdwas13.52million
yen (liabilities,5.74million yen;netsavings,7.77million yen).Thesavingsoffarm
householdswere2.2timesthoseofworkerhouseholdsandwere3.4timesinthecaseofnet
savingsdeductingdebts28.

Accordingtoa1999reportoftheNationalSurveyofFamilyIncomeandExpenditure,
thesituationoffamilyassetsinJapanisasfollows:theaverageamountoffamilyassets(net
value)forallhouseholdswithtwoormorepersonsstoodat43.87millionyenperhousehold
(comprising26.77millionyeninresidentialland,8.95millionyeninfinancialnetassets,6.2
millionyeninhouses,and1.94millionyenindurablegoods)andthemedianwas28.71
millionyen.Astheaveragevalueoffamilyassetswas53.72millionyenin1989and53.75
millionyenin1994,aconsiderabledecreaseisseeninthesecondhalfin1990’s.However,
theabsolutevalueoffamilyassetsin1999wasstillalargesumregardingboththeaverage
andthemedian29.

Furthermore,accordingtoareportcompiledbyMerrillLynchJapanSecuritiesasofthe
endof2002,therewere1.24millionpeoplewhopossessed$1million(=117millionyen)or
moreonlyinfinancialassetsinJapan(40,000peoplemorecomparedwiththepreviousyear)30.

Theabove-mentionedindexesabouttheJapaneseeconomyindicatenearlythatthe
majorityofpeopleinJapanareaffluent,meaningthattheycansecurethebasicmeansof
living(Iwanttoemphasizethatby“affluent”peopledonotmeantheprivilegedrichpeople
whopossesssufficientpropertytofreethemofthenecessityofworkingforanincome)31.

Thisdoesnotmean,ofcourse,thatthereisnounstableworkerstratum,nolow-income
groupsorpoorpeopleintoday’sJapan.NordoIdenythatthereareconsiderableproblems
withthestateoftheincomedistribution.

Keepingtheseveralindexesmentionedaboveinmind,letuslookatthechangesinthe
incomedifferentialsinJapanthathaveoccurredinthemeantime.Inthisrespect,astudyby
ProfessorToshiakiTachibanakibasedontheInvestigationResultofIncomeDistributionby
theMinistryofHealth,LabourandWelfareismostimportantandreliable.
AsshowninTable1,accordingtotheGini’scoefficient,theincomedifferentialamong

householdsinJapanhasbeenexpandingafterredistributionaswellasbeforeredistribution
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sincethe1980’s.Toexplainthis,whilefocusingontheperiodofthesecondhalfin1990’s,
Tachibanakimadethefollowingpoints:32a)theincreaseinpeopleonlow-incomesdueto
risingunemployment,theincreaseinhouseholdsreceivingwelfareassistanceandtheriseof
cheaplaborwasconspicuous.b)thetrendinwageincomewasawayfromasenioritysystem
andtowardsameritocraticassessmentsystembasedonabilityandresults.c)Thedifferential
betweenwealthypeopleandpoorpeopleinthefieldoffinancialassetscontributedtothe
incomedifferential,thoughtheireffectwasrelativelymitigatedthaninthebubbleeconomy
period.d)Thebusinessincomeandtheprofitfrominitialpublicofferingofventurebusiness
founders,thelargeincomeofsuccessfulsoleowners,i.e.,authors,professionalsports
players,performingartistsanddoctorsetc.,stoodout.e)Becausetheincomedifferential
betweentherichandthepoorwaslargerthantheothergenerationsoriginallyfortheaged
people,itbecameclearerincreasinglybythedevelopmentofaging33.

Regardingassetsdifferential,thechangeinGini’scoefficientforthefinancialassets
differentialandthelandassetsdifferentialisshowninTable2.Thoughbothdifferentials
showatendencytodecreaseafterthecollapseofthebubbleeconomy,thechangeinthe
financialassetsdifferentialhasbeenslight(therewasareversetrendinsomeyears)while
thechangeinthelandassetsdifferentialhasbeenconsiderable(herealsowecanseea
reversetrendinsomeyears).But,thefiguresthemselvesregardingthedifferential,ofcourse
asexpected,havebeenlargerthanthatoftheincomedifferential.

FinalRemarks

Whilerecognizingthatideologiescallingforradicalequalizationbroughtabouthistorical
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Table1.TrendsinIncomeDifferential

(Gini’scoefficient)

Afterredistr.Beforeredistribution

0.3140.3541972
0.3460.3751975
0.3380.3651978
0.3140.3491981
0.3430.3981984
0.3380.4051987
0.3640.4331990
0.3650.4391993
0.3610.4411996
0.3810.4721999

Source:TACHIBANAKIToshiaki,TheJapanese
EconomyJudgedfrom Households,[J]Iwanami
Shoten,2004,p.129.

Table2.TrendsinAssetsDifferentials

(Gini’scoefficient)

LandassetsFinancialassets

0.59920.52031980
0.56390.50971985
0.65310.52101987
0.64750.51281988
0.65100.51461989
0.63130.50921990
0.60980.50151992
0.60410.49381994
0.61770.48621995
0.58030.49031997
0.56240.47071998
0.57560.48341999
0.56010.48392000

Source:WhitePaperonNationalLife,[J]2004,
p.203.



tragediesforhumankindinthe20thcentury,Ithinkthatthereisstillgoodreasontoaimat
thereductionofeconomicinequalitiesintheadvancedcapitalisticcountriestoday.Thisis
because,ontheonehand,intheadvancedcountries(alsointheworld-widescale),therestill
existgreatinequalitiesofwealthandincome,whichaswellasbeingmorallyrepugnant,have
severe and unbearable effects for nota few people.On the other hand,private
property/ownershiphasalreadyspreadacrossallsectorsofsocietyandthepossibilityofan
eventliketheRussianRevolution,theChineseGreatProletarianCulturalRevolutionorthe
Cambodiancivilwaroccurringintheadvancedcountriesisnearzero;namely,theproblemin
theadvancedcountriesisnotashortageofprivateproperty/ownershipbutanexcessofit.
Thecorrectionofeconomicdifferentialsinadvancedcapitalisticcountriesshouldbe

pursuedthroughapplyingthedifference[correction]principleofRawls’justicetheory“the
greatestbenefitoftheleastadvantaged”.Forexample,wageincreasesshouldbedetermined
asfollows:inthecaseofanaverage3%raise,thelayerwiththelowestwagesreceivesan
increaseof5%,andthelayerwiththehighestwagesreceivesanincreaseof1%[insome
cases,0%],andthelayersbetweenthemreceiveincreasesof(5%)…4.5…4… …1.5…1%…(0%).
Inthisway,theeffectsofwageincreasesshouldbesociallydistributed.Conversely,inthe
caseofwagecuts,ofcourse,theburdenshouldbedistributedsoastofallmoreheavilyon
thehighwagelayerandlessheavilyonthelowwagelayer.Andthiswayofthinkingshould,
ofcourse,begenerallyappliednotonlytowagesbutalsotothedistributionofsocialresult
(oraccomplishment)andthedistributionofsocialloss(orburden).Additionally,thefollowing
politicalmeasurewhichintegratesbothwaysofthinkingmentionedabovecanbealsobe
possible.Forexample,ineachlevelofsociety,industryandenterpriseetc.,settingtheborder
oftherespectivemedians,drawofwagesisputintoeffectinsalaryframelowerrank50%
andwagecutisenforcedindominance50%.Then,tothewayofdrawingwagesandcutting
wagesinsidetherespectivestratatheabove-mentionedideaonthedistributionofresult(or
accomplishment)andloss(orburden)shouldbeapplied.Itissimilaralsothattheproblemis
thecaseofnotwagesbutpension,namelynotthesalaryamountbutthebenefitamount.
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thatofanordinarydirector.However,thisdoesnottakeintoaccountotherbenefitsand

conveniencetodirectorsincludingtheentertainmentexpenses,caruseetc.norkindsof

provision,includingretirementbonusandpensionafterretirement.

[MyEnglishmanuscriptwasproofreadbymycolleagueatRitsumeikanUniversity,Associate

ProfessorIanHosack,forwhosehelpIam verygrateful.Ofcourse,theresponsibilityforany

mistakesinthepaperrestsonlywithme.]

RitsumeikanSocialSciencesReview（Vol45.No.1）204



CivilSocietyandEconomicInequality（MATSUBAMasafumi） 205

＊立命館大学産業社会学部教授

市民社会と経済的不平等
──予備的考察──

松葉 正文＊

本稿は，もともと，２００４/０５年にかけてベルリンに滞在した折に，そこでの研究交流のために英文
で執筆されたものである。そして，当時この論文は，ドイツおよびヨーロッパの研究者との交流に際
して，役立ち有益であった。しかし，私は，自分の不注意と怠慢のために，当時もまたその後も，本
稿を活字化して公表するチャンスを逸してしまった。ただし，本稿の内容，とくにその理論的部分
は，今も幾分かは内外の研究者にとって有益な部分があると思われるので，この度本誌上で若干の補
筆修正を加えて公表することにした。
なお，本稿と関連した論文として，私は統計数値のアップデイトと理論的部分の追加を行ないつ

つ，次の文献を公表した。「市民社会と経済的不平等：予備的考察」『現代国家と市民社会：２１世紀の
公共性を求めて』（山口定，中島茂樹，小関素明各氏との共編著）ミネルヴァ書房，２００５年１１月，所収。
今回，この日本語論文に上述の通りさらに幾分の補筆修正を加えて，本英語論文をまとめた。
さらに，本稿の内容について，私はその後，著書『現代日本経済論：市民社会と企業社会の間』晃

洋書房２００６年；論文「格差と貧困の諸問題：社会的連帯政策を求めて」『立命館産業社会論集』第４４巻
第３号・第４号，２００８年１２月・２００９年３月などで，統計数値を更新しつつさらに展開して論じてい
る。ご参照下されば，幸いである。

キーワード：市民社会，経済的不平等，格差，貧困，連帯，階級，階層，所得，資産


