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Yasutomo Morigiwa, “Lecture on the Philosophical Significance of Hermeneutics” (17
and 24 June)

After a brief account of the history of the theory of interpretation, or hermeneutics, the
aim and structure of Gadamer’s conception of hermeneutics were outlined.

In order to understand the philosophical significance of Gadamer’s theory, the
groundbreaking work by his mentor, Martin Heidegger, in his Sein und Zeit was
illustrated. In a word, Heidegger overcame the aporia of modern philosophy, which
Gadamer was able to appreciate and develop in his hermeneutics. The aporia can be
formulated as follows:

Knowledge consists in the transcendent knowing subject A gaining knowledge of a
transcendent object B. Knowledge, as distinguished from belief, is the acquisition of the
truth. The knowing subject A knows that object B is so and so if and only if A has
possession of all necessary information of the properties that makes true the sentence
“The object B is so and s0.”

How is it possible for a transcendent subject to gain such information about a
transcendent object? Even if it were possible, how can the subject know when
knowledge is attained without transcending himself into the position of God, who can
compare the thought and reality to see if there is a match? The term “transcendent” by
definition means that something is unfathomable by another. The Kantian question



“how is experience possible” comprises a sub-theme of the question “how is knowledge
possible.” Man as subject is the central theme of modern philosophy: independence,
indeed the existence of man as subject depends on his capacity for knowledge. Hence,
proving that man can know becomes the central issue for modern philosophy. However,
since the subject is independent and free, the creative subject must be transcendent: the
metaphysical presupposition of man precludes the possibility of knowledge. This is the
aporia of modern philosophy.

All attempts before Heidegger were unable to overcome this aporia. It is well known
that the Cartesian method leads to skepticism and solipsism. What was regarded as the
most hopeful candidate, phenomenology, was also unable to overcome this schematic
problem without the philosophizing subject playing God; though some may disagree.
What is the problem here? Is it the assumption that man is a transcendent being? No. Is
it that the object is transcendent? No. Is it the dichotomy of knowledge and belief,
episteme versus doxa, which is problematic? Many modern minds do believe this to be
the problem: that there is no such thing as episteme, what exists are only beliefs
supported by reason and evidence, a matter of probability not certainty. This cannot be.
The knowledge of your own name, your age, your gender, or your marital status: if such
were matters of probability, the world as we know it can no longer be the same. There is
nothing wrong with these basic assumptions. Then, wherein does the problem exist and
how are we to solve the aporia?

The problem lies not in what we can see, but in what we cannot see. In this simplistic
scheme of a subject A knowing object B, there is an element invisible, hence hidden, to
the modern eye: language. There was a hidden assumption in this scheme; hidden
because it was transparent. Language is assumed in this scheme as being a perfect
vehicle for transmitting information, so perfect that it seems as if information carries
itself from object B to subject A. Language is assumed to be a transparent vehicle of
communication.

Obviously, language is not transparent. It needs to be written or spoken. It requires time
and energy to transmit information. Language incurs cost. What was missing from the
simplistic scheme was this element: language, the vehicle of information.

In the lecture, how the recognition of language changes the basic scheme and brings
about what was later coined “the linguistic turn” was explained. Language in its normal
everyday state is transparent; when it is working without speech impediment and
infelicities in expression. It becomes opaque and visible only when there are such
hitches, or intentionally, when used in a pun, or becomes a poem, a work of literature.
By thinking through the properties of language using these phenomena as explananda,



the lecture demonstrated in plain terms how the aporia can be dissolved into issues that
through research may be given appropriate answers.

Shoichi Sato, “Textual and Ideological deconstruction of Feudalism” (15 and 22 July)

1) My interest in European medieval history

2) Middle Ages as historiographical concept

- We know the names of a number of writers who put it as concept of “ medium
tempus”. In 1382, Filippo Villani wrote down in one of his works a phrase “priscis
mediis modernisque temporibus”.

- “Historiarm ab inclinatione Romanorum Imperii decades” (The Ten History Books
after the Decline of Roman Empire)

- Christoph Keller, a German philologist in the 17th century

- the Reformation movement launched by Martin Luther in 1517

3) Which type of society the historians saw in the Middle Ages ?

- Montesquieu “De ’esprit des lois”, Geneve, 1748.

- Voltaire, J-J. Rousseau, Adam Smith etc.

4) Appearance of Karl Marx and his idea

- all of the human societies starting from “primitive tribal” society to that of communist
society, all thorough the slavery, feudal, capitalist and socialist society.

- Karl Marx, “ Das Kapital” vol.1, Hamburg,1867.

5) Heavy weight of Marxist theory of historical evolution, especially on academia in
Japan

- Alain Guerreau “ Le feodalisme: un horizon theorique”, Paris, 1980 : Jerome Baschet ,
“La civilisation feodale. De 1’an mil a la colonisation de 1’Amerique” Paris, 2004.

6) Feudal theories other than that of Karl Marx

- Jules Michelet, Jacques Le Goff, Georg Waitz, Heinrich Brunner, Charles Martel,
Max Weber, Otto Hinze “ Nature and propagation of Feudalism” 1929. Charles

Petit-Dutaillis, “La monarchie feodale en France et en Angleterre”, Paris, 1933. Marc
Bloch, “La societe feodale,” Paris, 1939-1940, HORIGOME Yozo (JikJif =)

7) Idea of Feudalism as *“ Tyranny of construct”

- It was in 1974 when the course of things changed. An American historian of medieval
France, Elisabeth R. Brown published in “American Historical Review” a critic against
an accepted view of Feudalism and feudal society with a title “ The Tyranny of a
construct: Feudalism and Historians of Medieval Europe”.

- Georges Duby, “La Societe aux Xle et Xlle siecles dans la region maconnaise”, Paris,



1953.

8) An attack frontal given by Susan Reynolds

- Susan Reynolds, “Fiefs and Vassals. The Medieval Evidence Reinterpreted”, Oxford,
1994,

- The idea of this development derives ultimately from a small piece of conjectural
history put forward in the early twelfth century by one of the Lombard lawyers whose
little treaties were soon after combined into the Libri Feudorum

9) Five important points

- 1) the relationship between the lord and vassal as having been described by the
lawyers of 16th century can not be traced back to the war-band conglomerate in the
early Middle Ages, 2) there has never occurred a junction of the vassalage and the
beneficial system, the former remaining mainly means of political ordering, the latter
the donation with full and permanent property, 3) So called “ vassals” owed service, not
because they were vassals of a lord, but because they were subjects of a ruler, 4)
Kingdoms were seen as communities and medieval values laid great stress on authority
of kings. Public sense was never lost in the thought-world of medieval men and women,
5) In so far as anything like feudo-vassalic institutions existed, they were the product
not of weak and unbureaucratic government and expert law that began to develop from
about the twelfth century.

10) Feudalism and seigniorial regime

- Dominique Balthelemy, “ L’ordre seigneurial, XIe-XIlIe siecle”, Paris, 1990.

11) Weight of Statehood

- Chris Wickham “Framing the Early Middle Ages, Europe and the Mediterranean,
400-800, Oxford, 2005.

- M.M.Postan

B (77 A MNERRES ] OB

Fawmll (ZL—v s Tx Tz VT HREAE, EREN)

T A MiE ARG E LA 1| TiE, fR4ENESHOBMERICA LT 2
A M EA S A R L.

RSBV TIE, BAHRICI T HIEGIE EATECGED T 7 A MM IZ D
THARKELHMOGERIZEA LT, K777 2038757 7 A MiEDX
K> TN H - 721212, 18 O FEREEICR LN DT 7 A Mi#E O R
PRLR 272 E 0 7236, RFIC K DA T 7 A N OBRIEOMRZ @ U



T, BERENOHMEAREZRLDE L TOMOEIERNZERLDICEIND Z L 2R
L. 20 ET, w7 7 A N ORBRRMEORITSH 2 WIXFERE EHT 518
FEDS, 20 HALDNA N—=F 7 X ORI T 7 A ME O KA Z O HEEE
DTCWNWBHY 2T —/b s VaRry PRIVl 7—a—ZBWVWTHLERIND
ZE AR L.
INLOFEBUTC, HiloT 7 A MIEOMEEEAILT 5 2 L oLEE
DHER SN W2 5. T70bb, DIEROFERNZRMAEETIER, AIEMT
RIS U TCEDORBREZRELSEDL LI R VAT AL L TOMEMETHY,
D& T 7 A NOIRREERT DO TIE/RL, &7 7 A MEOBEGRMZ ERT 540
BHEATHY, X512 )RR T D Z & TR 2R OETERELE 7] REM: & B
GULEE D L) R MEMATHD. Z) LM EAET L0 L L CTHEMS
EHENMET DIk - T, #RT 7 A MEBE TIEZE 02K E R
LIC o TeffBRAT# & 7 7 A MATEBLE OBRMEIZOWT, I —KAYTHE
AER 7o FE I AT RE e M A 2 SR T A Z E N TE D & Z 2 b b.

T, ZOHTT 7 A MEBEENTER T 5 RBEMEOSED W DIz DON
THHERIIBWTERLEZ. T7hbb, a)lilftithoRt:2 645727 2 & (fl
ZANTVERNT 7 A NRRET 7 A N) OIFEE ED L D ITHT- 72 AT NNIfE
EEDLZONEVIRBETHY, ZHIET 7 A MERIOFESEERTHLOTHA
9. FTo, b)&T 7 A MNHOBRRMEA IS L LT < MEMEIE, £ 2T
nhn HMEE ) < E ) OFEMbZ bRTEAS. LWnHDh, BHEMES
MDD DT 7 A MZBWTIE, #ic MEE] oFEENMEWEBESND
NWHTHD., —FHT, Bl mEfScB T I5E 1T, 77 A MERICH)H
OO THIRE L LTHICHELY D, 2o EE2E285bE5 L, EE)
R THE] OBFBERBICEL T, ZN0 2T H2HGEORHANEEND
Zlehd., T AMNEOMROMEIL, ala=r—Ta VIET VI
SLARETIF L, TNEEIHOF A EZEF L CNDIOTH D, Kk
I, CYFERRAT 25\ 2 5EAT T D B ORHE & B 2 A EMESICHA LIET Z &3k
LNABTEAS. TXEx~—N0N AR ELTELL, #ETH Eils &L
TR SN ZOFATHMRIL, IRLTHITARBOEE L L TEXLNDL D
TIE72 <, AIEMRAAE VAT MIH > THICEFFN RO E ST 6 O
ELTIZLNRIZR LR, ZLTING EEERN 2T 7 A b L RBRICAR
BEYATAORPTHEL TCNDIOTHY, TOXREZTLIRT D 2 L T O
DODAEEZH LT HZENEETHD.

LED X1z, & Il TiX, 77 A MEOBREEFREB SO LIS 5 2
& T, MREDSBARMEZ IR L, RO SCEEME A RIES N D VAT Lk
LTDOT 7 A MAEOPHEAZ TR LTz,



£V EiET (616, 30, 7/7, 14, 21)

G T O DEMRKEOES & SUbAlE)]  (FiE i [ E8S07 & YiEia]
Vidkds, 2010 4F) 2%k & LT, XFET 7 A N ERET 7 A N EPHBET HE
M7 7 AL T 7 A P OBRICOWTEHEFE Lz, L0 ST kR
IZolz a2 E BEf L LT, ZOMARLEDO—RERZ bR LR L,
AL BTFAR, NERARERERAR, A (AR) LEal BB
ERNERCHEN R ER EOBRICOWT, £ Lz, ITiai oK T
X, BRFEO JRIKLME] LHEA LT AR R MR OO HEIRCIFEFIRIC X 5 5
HERPORDIRE L, KL D2 EAN TR A/METRFESND LD 7
RSB E BRI D, £, BEIRR EORRZ2MER OBRVER TIIRED
AR L TN WEERH 208, B H 50T L0 KRR ERICE W TR
#Hi< bbb, FRHNLLHAMOERTIIREDOHEZH Z N E@ETH
S22 ENDL, T T I A NDOEELERICOWTHEHEE L, WIS
T L72IRERR 7 EOERIZ OV T H 50, FDOEZLFIRIC OV TR
AT ARMIONWTHERL,

Kam Vo BEBZRERS (5/26, 6/9, 23)

BT 7 A MO SN R TH D it B RO FAICI R S T = ZE R
T, WFET I A NORRLPTEMGA A — LEILFTTED AR DT 7 2 k036
BINTHELTIADL, Zhvbokr RET 7 AN & LTHEEL, SMAHED
T A NOMBEEAMEEZEFEANCERL T, TOHRABEEFEHEL LD LR
2o

F—iETlE, BALFEZ I LD ASUAEOER O THRIZIER S D ICE
STe, FMTFRICBW TR A INDGHET 7 A b, Vb THEH Lk
PRENDLEAEZ MR E LT, IO <HOIRR> 2R T 5058
DHEEINTZ LZ2RRRD, 20 RAT 7 AN OKERLEHOL(T —
v R)TdH D FBEDORIESCREIZ DWW T, IO SCRRFIFHE DR KE L . £ D B
T T —FnbEE SN EZHT 7 A MSROEFROEHEZW D, &l
TR, BEEF R CORELBE U CESSNI-MA L BT 7 A MERO
HEBIOHERL, RO ASUENFERO M L T 257-00 TR E R+ 5,
OARGIL, FHSCFER PR 22 FERFERS Y VAT U L [EBEE R & it
SIS (201045 H 29 H) Rl E LTl MEREZIT- 722 &2k
KL TN,

B SETCIE, FRREEWOEERFZHT 7 A MO TH DI H>V T,
MENZIT 22 OFENA Z MG 2, BV E IS ASM S 7ot [ H AR
23, RERIZ L D FERIERZ W T MY 7 N FEOFERNEG S NI EA DO EM



ZERY | FE AR AR e ERR LA U < ERNCFE SN D B L |
BHER OfEHE & RO T 5, BICHHEVH =ikt O TR A A SCERFEERIZR
FELTCREERICBIT DMEOBNIN G, VWO EILT 7 A hoo, KL 7
HARHTER S KOG RS LG OFF CIRRIb S, 2o ot
MFIZEN SND Z LR Lz, BIZEOMEOERIL, FEHEVI R
NE LTEBDT 7 A MEREN L THIRBOUEDOFH (AARR) &1L T
WAT 22 b, Fio, FARGEE U CAR SN H oM IRt AR e
TR0 ] I8N T, ZORLREFLEENMEL LN TS Z EE2Fm T,
OARGFEIL, FhE R YRE 22 FEE RSO aE T2 m s OS2 R —
BHZ O DHEHT 7 A SOF#M] (201046 20 H) ICpEE LTARBREH
776

5T EERE Y B B AAB O SR R SEFTEN SN BER %
<o T, FOFRBEMENERT DFRBT 7 A NOWMNBEELETHZ L &l
LT, ZNoEME LAERT AHMEREZED, &L I T, ERESF
RN KEF72 ERFEBIFFRICIE SN A B E LT, K32 Ik N
Tﬁ SO FERE Y | BRI RR %ﬁﬁ@?&x%ﬁ%ﬁ%:%ﬁm
IZEY HEnDd, FUE, “AEET MEECH OB SR L UTEIL LB
O &, it@ﬁ%ﬁﬁ b L7451 ;oT%ﬁ——zﬁm%@ﬂ1_$ﬁ
D, EFEMEE L CEEYR EOERNRIY B MHRATH S, ZIHA
PNV A DT EXEDORILTH - RAEE N2 5, BIZBEOFHE
ST OBLEIZ L5 (EBXFNRBESCHAREZ N2 2B EEE) O
WEAEZ LT, RRBILDOT A4 R & L TR OFEHZERIIEENEEA T
HZ LD, INODOKRTREHET 7 A NOEEZZIX, FHRERET I A D
JEAE L U TR b BRI el &2 K 9, OARGRIZ. AARRBCUERE 75+
Bl K& OFL & [ ﬁk?@ﬁﬁ@——ﬁ%%@éé¢ﬁ$ﬁ%&xh%%
DR (201046 A 26 H) IZBWWTZEDRRE AR L7,

B gCOE F#HZ= DR

A O B L (R T AT =)L KRZE(CNRS W 7E 7 L — 52 )
BE XU TEEANE VAR OHFEK——A T AT — L RFATEE —~ ]
DR = AR ——

HIRF : 2010427 A 20 H (Uk) 15 RF~17 1§

i U R R S =S

SRERARIE X, 1971 FICHEBICAEEN, METEIRFEED %, 77 A
BH¥L, ANTAT— )V KRFETHEMREEZHLL, 544 5 HIZ [m—~#~1E



RY ZAOEFLE] T, ANTRAT—VRFENA TV RFEFREND
JEE B ot 5 2 B LT,
ZDEENBBIC—FRE L7 ES 2 2 CGREEZBVWL, EHLLED
DTHDH,

EHO EEITERAE L SRS E L TRE LENEZ . D)RE L ALEDY
W, 2)E T - 7o/ SE VA SCEOE, 3)FLHEE O I 7 v 2 NE, 4)EE DR
E RS, D)L FE O~ 7 n 2R — BT AROM AR, )& AT
EZTHRESNL, BRIFESNTED, © 6 HEZFEIED LD TH S, NEDME
B EZTEEE VD L0, HEIGEWERE K722, HRA U IVICE
FITHIZAR O THIREVNAE Th o 72,
FTENINTZOE, WAL LTS ENVALEEZETARIERICE LT 57200
FELELT, (7AXFATAOEE] EWIHBEXEL2FRLIIEHTE TS Z
EThdH, ZH LIHINMFEROHIRM AT, ¥V T iEEEEROFRES,
T OFAER., D WITER D kA OEZRBEROME DO, TVX
N E T 7 —F VA —N—F o ST 5L TIVE TRV EBREIRTO
BAfEIC b RNLTVND,

NENLVZAMFEIZ R TP XAFIBTOZ T R, ~ILERY 2B NT, B
WDT DI SN2 L T2 ORRELEORm TdH 528, BHERDIIZNH X
ERHWONLZOMELFTHY, ZOREEZ TRV ICHEERNZO—EH L
M LTz, kioctg 2 kdwld o= U7 MZBIT A4 - SRITHBEO =772 58
FESY Th D, HEDOHZEIL, BlOTMBINIIE L, EFIC L5 X
FABE OENEIZ L= - T, W&, B2 EEBE I 5 2 & < ZFEH
W CHRETHHFANEEZ LT REEEZ, FIEREWR B L TS,
Z DGR LA~ DBEEZ B OFHm A T A7 — LK Tld lexceptionnelle | |
INA T L7 KT Tsumma cum laude) & SN 72D H TR 5072 Th D,
(& - Lz —)

B gCOE R % v 7S k@

B (QCOE SH¥EHEEM Y3 - £, EH fmEd)

6 H21 A~y 7 A« 7Z7 (33— v NEf8) BFERTICT, BIFfTRO It

YT va hTAAEEEN 14 L, KD 9 AR~10 R0/ TOEBRE

i “Interpretation by Another Name: Interpretation of Law in the Age of Enlightenment”
R, TDOETZDH/IT? ) IZOWTHAEEEIToT2, RAYNLDOSMNF %

EE L, B TOBREGRIFICOWTHRE Lz, 77 A Mgl % &3 L7WSEIC

Lo T, 18 Al m —nr v BT DIEMRHRIC OV TEMR 2 FT B D 48]0



W, ZoOMEICET I HEZEREIT 22 L TH D, BIHOERBREESZEICH D
BWHOET RO TR THoTe), N @RI > THEERERZF O
BTHoT,

WD A — LR NewslLetter OF471%£ 2010 4E 9 AthA) 2 TEL CTWET,

GCOE 7 7 A N DOfIRFERINIFE & H0E |
Hermeneutic Study and Education of Textual Configuration
http://www.gcoe.lit.nagoya-u.ac.jp/

NewsL etter No.35
1T GCOERREESH
FREEFH Y « BRMPRAT
Copyright(C) 2010 NAGOYA UNIVERSITY, GRADUATE SCHOOL OF LETTERS




