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ABSTRACT
Understanding Jimintd (Liberal Democratic Party) Factionalism as

a Structure of Elite Circulation in Japanese Politics

The factions of the Liberal Democratic Party of Japan (Jiminto/LDP) have been
subjected to different analyses over the years, each seeking to explain their origins
and functions, and to forecast their future. Factions have been studied from cultural
and functional-structural viewpoints, and have been characterized as being integral to
both the functioning and breakdown of the Japanese political system and the LDP.
This study aims to expand the discussion on the factions by moving beyond both these
existing viewpoints by using the works of Weber, Michels, Pareto, and Mosca, and by
introducing a new model for attributing levels of significance to the circulation of
elites. Thus, this study seeks to examine the changing power and influence of the
factions as a structure that is integral to the cycle of elite circulation in Japanese
politics. While doing so, this study also aims to reexamine the functions and
significance of the factions and the Japanese Prime Minister as a factional
representative from the viewpoint of elite theories, whilst locating the Japanese case
as firmly outside the scope of Japanese exceptionalism as possible by comparing it to
the case of Italy’s Democrazia Cristiana (DC). The findings indicate that the factions
of the LDP have functioned as conflicting elite organizations with discernible policy
involvements and differentiations. In addition, their powers have shifted in response
to the needs of the party and the nation, producing the leadership changes necessary

and ensuring that the political elites have been in a state of circulation within the LDP.



OZET
Understanding Jiminto (Liberal Democratic Party) Factionalism as

a Structure of Elite Circulation in Japanese Politics

Liberal Demokrat Parti’nin (LDP) hizipleri ortaya ¢ikislarini, islevlerini ve
gelecekteki durumlarini agiklamaya calisan bir¢ok calismaya konu olmustur. Hizipler
kiiltiirel ve islevsel-yapisal yaklasimlarla ¢alisilmis ve hem Japon siyasetinin hem de
LDP’nin islev ve yikilmasinda 6nemli bir rolleri oldugu 6ne siiriilmiistiir. Bu ¢alisma
Weber, Michels, Pareto ve Mosca’nin yaklagimlarini, elit dolasimlarinin deger
analizinin yapilmasini saglayacak yeni bir model ile birlestirerek, mevcut
yaklagimlarin 6tesinde ge¢meyi hedeflemektedir. Bu ¢alismanin amaci, hiziplerin
degisen giic dengelerini Japon siyasetindeki elit dolagimini saglayan bir dinamik
olarak ele alip incelemektir. Bunun yani sira, bu ¢alismanin bir diger amac1 hiziplerin
ve dominant hizbin temsilcisi olarak Japon Basbakaninin iglev ve 6nemini elit
teorileri gergevesinde yeniden ele alirken, bulgulari italyan Democrazia Cristiana
(DC) partisiyle kiyaslayarak Japon istisnailigini de analiz diginda birakmaktir. Bu
caligmanin bulgulart gostermektedir ki, LDP’nin hizipleri yarigma halindeki elit
teskilatlari olarak calismakta ve gézlemlenebilir derecede siyasi ayrimlara sahiptirler
ve siyasi siireglere katilmaktadirlar. Bununla birlikte, hiziplerin gicleri partinin ve
ulusun ihtiyaglarina gore degisim gostermis, ihtiya¢ duyulan yonetim degisikliklerini

yaratmig ve LDP’nin biinyesinde siyasal elitlerin dolagimini saglamistir.
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CHAPTER 1

FACTIONS, ELITES, AND THE LIBERAL DEMOCRATIC PARTY

The Liberal Democratic Party (Jiminto/LDP) of Japan has been — and still is —a
political powerhouse, both by Japanese and international standards since its inception
in 1955. Since then, the LDP has won thirty-eight out of the forty-two elections that it
has contested and has had such strong control over Japanese politics that it has been
ousted from power only twice in 1993 and 2009 for a total of about six years, only to
come back to the political scene stronger than before. Ideologically, the party has
occupied the center-to-right spectrum of Japanese politics with the conservative
political overtones overshadowing the liberal and democratic aspects but in turn
becoming overshadowed itself by the strong pragmatism and adaptability it has shown.
The LDP has a vast power base and resource pool for itself that has guaranteed it
control over the highest — elected — political posts in Japan; generated ties to the
bureaucracy, business, and interest groups which helps facilitate the political
processes; and made it near-indispensable for Japanese politics to function. LDP has
managed to project an image of itself, both at home and abroad, as being so strong
and resourceful that it is seen as a political machine that cannot be beaten and a party
that cannot be voted out of power except for brief periods at a time.

Yet, beneath this facade of power and resourcefulness is a party of continuous
conflicts and internal divisions that stretch back in history beyond the LDP itself and
will carry on into the foreseeable future. On the one hand, these internal divisions and
conflict which was highly organized at the intraparty level, threatened the unity and
power of the party by introducing political divisions and power struggles into the

party. On the other hand, they have functioned as the LDP’s basic internal units in



putting the party’s and its members’ power and resources to work by getting the house

in order. The “basic internal units” in question are the factions (Jk[# — habatsu, both

characters meaning faction, lineage, and clique) which have been conspicuous in
discussions about the power of the Jiminto and how it is wielded within the party
itself, acting both as blessing and curse for the LDP. When the party was formed in
1955, there were six such factions all formed around a particular leader namely,
Yoshida Shigeru, Hatoyama Ichird, Ono Bamboku, Ogata Taketora, Miki Takeo, and
Kishi Nobusuke.® Although the numbers have been subject to change and eventual
stabilization in the following years, these early factions were the basis of all later
factional lineages within the LDP.

Integral to the LDP, factions were analyzed in the existing literature from two
distinctive viewpoints. First of these was the cultural approaches, where Nakane

Chie’s “vertical society” and oyabun-kobun (#147--47, translated as boss-henchman

or foster parent-foster child) relationship figure prominently in explaining political
factionalism as a reflection of Japanese culture and society on politics.? Second was
the functional-structural approaches, which is a broad category which I am putting
forward here to simplify discussion by bringing together a number of different
explanations which focus on either or both political structure and function to explain
factionalism in the LDP. Chief here are explanations such as those of J. A. A.
Stockwin and Nathaniel B. Thayer that emphasize the Japanese electoral system
between 1955 and 1993, and the party presidential elections of the LDP as sources for

the existence and powerful positions of factions in politics.®

! Reed, Japan Election Data, xx. These factional lineages are mapped out in Figure A (Appendix A).
2 Chie, Japanese Society, 50, 59.

3 Stockwin, Governing Japan, 140; Krauss and Pekkanen, The Rise and Fall of Japan’s LDP, 108;
Thayer, How the Conservatives Rule Japan, 21, 35.
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Such existing conceptualizations have done much to improve our
understanding of the LDP’s factions through multifaceted analysis, despite eventually
running into problems in being unable to explain continued factional divisions and
power. These studies have tried to make sense of the origins of factions, situate them
within Japan’s political landscape, and eventually predict their future after the 1994
electoral reform. Factions have been noted as originating from the middle-sized
multiple member electoral districts, and their functions have been described as
securing party endorsements, distribution of funds, party posts, and leadership votes
when the time comes for the party to elect a new president.* Thus, both their functions
and their origins were attributed to the political system in which postwar Japan and
the Jiminto operated. This explanation turned them into party political machines,
power brokerages of the party that took over its day-to-day electoral affairs and
concerns and forces that decentralized the party and destabilized its power.

Subsequently, both the Japanese public in general and scholars such as
Tomohito Shinoda and Stockwin expected the factions to decline and the party itself
to rise in electoral campaigns and for policy-based politics to become more salient
from 1993-1994 onwards.® Their argument ran that as the old single nontransferable
vote in multi-member districts electoral system of the House of Representatives was
replaced by elections in single-member electoral districts and proportional
representation lists after 1994, the functional-structural basis of factions would also
cease to exist, leading to factional decline and the rise of the party and policy-driven
elections. Although it must be admitted that factional decline has occurred, with

Prime Minister Koizumi Junichird even going to war against them in the 2005

4 Richardson, Japanese Democracy, 60.; Krauss and Pekkanen, The Rise and Fall of Japan’s LDP, 18;
Shinoda, Leading Japan, 12; Thayer, How Conservatives Rule Japan, 17.

5 Richardson, Japanese Democracy, 83.; Krauss and Pekkanen, The Rise and Fall of Japan’s LDP,
254; Stockwin, Governing Japan, 37, 192; Shinoda, Leading Japan, 14-15, 213.
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elections and disregarding them in forming his cabinet afterwards, factions have been
able to remain in existence and as salient political structures.® As recent as in the
election of Kishida Fumio — who is a faction leader himself and was seen as the
faction man in the election —to LDP party presidency and prime ministry the factions
have played important roles in Japanese and LDP politics.” Whether this has come
about because the existing studies have been overconfident in their pronouncements
that the factions are political machines that rely on their structural origins and
functional prowess or because the ability of factions to reinvent themselves and
remain in existence has been underestimated is one question which should be asked
for its own sake. Certainly, the factions have proven themselves to be structures more
than what the existing literature has made them out to be and warrant a new approach
into understanding their power and place in Japanese politics. In this study, I intend to
address this particular conceptual failing in the literature and reevaluate the factions
from an analytical framework which has been absent from their discussion: elite
theory.

In this study, elite theory will be used as an analytical approach that provides a
much broader scope of analysis than the existing approaches do, with its
responsiveness and openness to a variety of evidence and sources of information.
Furthermore, elite theory allows for the human element to be integrated into the
discussion, which is an important factor in discussions of political organization and
action. As such, the aim here is to employ elite theory as a means of emancipating the
discussion regarding the factions of the LDP from constraints of culture, structure,
and function, and instead use an approach that is much more holistic and mindful of

the diversity of factors and actors that are involved in politics. In addition, the use of

6 Jain, “Why LDP factions still matter for Abe”.
7 Sasaki, “Faction politics take back seat in LDP leadership race as general election looms”; Takahara,
“The policies and backgrounds of each of the LDP leadership contenders”.
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elite theories is important as a move away from explanations that are either Japan-
centric or normative in their judgement of the LDP’s factions and factionalism. Elite
theory is an approach that is better suited as a medium that reflects information both
without any normative biases and in a way that can be situated in a global context.
Having been the party in power for as long as it has been, Jiminto has become
an integral and entrenched part of the Japanese political system and structures, with
near constant control over the legislative offices and the channels of communication
to all other politically significant groups — such as the bureaucracy, big as well as
small and medium businesses, agricultural and fishery populations — in the country.
Through its vast and continuous control over the Japanese political landscape the LDP
has formed the central pillar of the Japanese ruling class, functioning as the party of
the political elites which shape both the day-to-day and long-term policy and politics
of Japan. Within the party itself, the factions have become sub-organizations for the
Japanese political elites serving to further organize, coordinate, and direct the power
and energies of the Japanese political elites. Yet, the existing literature has handled
neither the LDP nor its factions from an elite theory approach — save for a few studies
on Japanese elites, which do not concern themselves with party or factions directly —
rather opting to use cultural and functional-structural approaches. This has led to the
situation in which the LDP and its factions have been visualized as cogs in the
political machinery, existing as they do and doing their part because the culture or
structures from which they emerge and the functions they must undertake necessitates
it. These approaches have done much to lay the groundwork for understanding and
further analyses of LDP’s factions but have fallen short because of their negligence of

the elite perspective and its explanatory faculties.



Moving away from such cultural and functional-structural explanations of
factions, elite theory can offer a new and fresh look into these structures and the place
they occupy in the Japanese political system and allow a reevaluation of their possible
future. Moving in that direction, I aim to undertake here a study of the factions of the
LDP from an elite theory perspective, especially focusing on what has been termed
“the circulation of elites” in the literature. Within the context of the factions, the
major question here is how can the changing power and influence of the factions of
the LDP be understood in terms of a manifestation of a “circulation of elites” dynamic
in Japanese politics. In seeking to answer this question, it is possible to both begin a
reimagination of the LDP and its factions from an elite theory perspective and to
reevaluate the functions, power, and place of factions in the LDP in particular and
Japanese politics in general as elite structures.

In the following discussion, there will be a reconceptualization of the factions
of the LDP as differentiated bodies within the Japanese political elite, that vie for
control over political power within the institutional structures of the party and the
legislative chambers of the National Diet. On one hand, the factions must go under
such rethinking as — mentioned above — their treatment in the existing literature does
not identify them or the LDP as institutions for the political elites and the discussion
must be opened up in this direction. On the other hand, once the factions have been
identified as structures of the political elites their power, functions, and position
within the Japanese political landscape can be questioned and restated. Furthermore,
the position and power of the Prime Minister, who rises to such a post first by being a

faction boss and remains as such during his tenure will also come under closer



scrutiny.® The Japanese Prime Minister should be reimagined as a faction boss, who is
inevitably — in reality or potentially — an elite leader within the LDP, that controls his
own clique of contenders for power.

Understood in these terms, both the factions and the Prime Minister become
viable subjects for a study on the circulation of elites within the Japanese political
elites, as the rise and decline of their powers become observable. This discussion will
be confined to a historical timeframe between the years of 1955 and 1993, in order to
formulate a broader picture of elite movements in this period when the factions were
operating under the original political system which led to their rise and set much of
their functions. Through these discussions, | aim to argue towards the viewpoint that
the changing power and influence levels between the factions of the LDP can be
understood in terms of power changing hands within the broader stratum of Japanese
political elites, where the ruling ideas and policies change but the overall ideological
direction remains within the conservative or right-wing/right of center camp.

Through such an analysis, which explicitly acknowledges the factions as elite
organizations and the Prime Minister as an elite leader, an alternative to the existing
cultural and functional-structural analyses can be introduced to the academic literature.
An elite theory approach is not based on a narrowly defined and constrained analysis
of culture, structure, or function, but rather on a much more holistic approach that
draws upon both these factors and others such as the actors involved, their interactions
and relative positions, social and political trends, and history. This makes it possible
for a much more flexible and holistic understanding of factions and the Prime
Minister to emerge, by removing artificial analytical constraints that limit research.

Furthermore, the analytical framework of elite theory goes beyond enlarging the

8 Krauss and Pekkanen, The Rise and Fall of Japan’s LDP, 100; Thayer, How Conservatives Rule
Japan, 21; Tsuneo, Japan's Backroom Politics, 149.
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scope and subject of analysis and also allows for the subjects in question to be placed
and conceptualized within a broader analytical space in which the “political” or the
“politically significant” are not constrained by culture, function, and organization.
The pull of history and society, for example, emerge as two factors in explaining the
powers and resources of these groups and actors, which are now considered as a part
of the ruling class that is as historical and social a phenomenon as it is a political one.

Particularly in this study, two categories of analytical sources will be used:
theoretical and political-historical. The theoretical aspect of the study, rooted in elite
theory, will be built upon the works of Max Weber®, Robert Michels, Vilfredo Pareto,
and Gaetano Mosca.? Weber’s study on types of authority provides a way to separate
the study of factions from the cultural and functional-structural analyses by allowing
for the internal organizational principles and norms of the LDP’s factions to be
understood by themselves. While keeping external factors that matter to the existing
approaches in mind, the Weberian categories move beyond them in their operations
and turn factions into independent subject of analysis to be understood on their own
terms. Michels’ study on the oligarchic tendency of the party organizations functions
in partially similar fashion to Weber’s categories by allowing the emergence and
functions of LDP’s factions to be analyzed and understood on their own terms.
Furthermore, Michels’ work allows for the logic behind the emergence of factions as
elite organizations to be analyzed in the context of party politics, as opposed to a
specific “Japanese” context. Pareto and Mosca provide the foundations for the
application of both the identification of elite organizations and the circulation of elites
an examination of which in the LDP’s factions is central to this study. Political-

historical sources are those that allow for the particular elite groups and actors to be

9 Although this sentence refers to elite theory, Max Weber is not explicitly taken to be a scholar in this
category. He is included here to mirror the structure of the study.
10 Michels, Political Parties; Pareto, The Rise and Fall of Elites; Mosca, The Ruling Class.
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scrutinized over the course of analysis. These include political and biographical
information on Prime Minister, as well as the political history of Japan, the LDP, and
the factions. An important primary source here are the Diet speeches of the Prime
Ministers, which — as shall be discussed in detail later — act as platforms for
competing elite agendas to be set out.

In a related vein, such an analysis also helps to reduce the sense of Japanese
exceptionalism which can be found undergirding much of the cultural and functional-
structural analyses. In such analyses, the emergence, functions, and powers of the
factions and the weakness of the Prime Minister are found to be of such a degree in
Japan that they constitute a unique or exceptional case, especially when compared to —
as one finds — to the United States or the United Kingdom. Of course, neither
factionalism nor weak Prime Ministers are unique to Japan, except for the way in
which they have been formed and integrated into the political system.!! Furthermore,
the point of reference being taken in both the case of the US and the UK is quite off
the mark when compared with the Japanese case, whose points of reference is better
found on continental Europe. Through the application of elite theory whose claims
and explanatory power are of a universalistic nature, and the employment of proper
points of reference and comparable cases this situation can be remedied.

The specific point of reference which will be employed in this study will be
that of the Italian Christian Democracy (Democrazia Cristiana — DC), which is
comparable to the LDP in a number of respects. Both parties occupied the center-to-
right spectrum of politics although the DC was not enjoy the LDP solitary situation of
the LDP on the right, formed dominant party systems, included several factions within

themselves which competed for control of top party and state posts, and were the

11 pempel, Policy and Politics in Japan, 8-9.



products of postwar politics and political contexts shaped by US influence.*?
Although both the DC and the LDP fell from power in the nineties, the former fell
apart whilst the latter returned to power after a brief two and a half years away from
the prime ministry.®® Thus, the DC and LDP can be seen as having moved in parallel
to one another — each being unique but also quite similar — which allows from them to
be studied in such comparative perspective.

In effect, Japanese politics and the factions of the LDP can be analyzed from a
position that sees them not as an exception but as a particular version of what emerges
across the globe under certain conditions such as intraparty elite competition, one
party domination, and right-wing consolidation in politics. In the context of this study,
this would also translate to a constant mindfulness towards exceptionalism and an
active rejection of it where possible, to deliver a sober account of Japan as unique but
not exceptional. The key point here is to remain aware that the case of LDP is a
particular manifestation of political factionalism — hence unigue — which can be
observed in parties across the globe — hence not exceptional.

Such an approach forms the third point of value in pursing an elite theory
analysis of Japan, in that it allows for the theory itself to be built upon by using the
evidence and experience that is to be found in Japan with regards to the ruling class
and the circulation of elites. Thus, what emerges from this study becomes new
knowledge and information that can add on to and alter both our existing perceptions
of Japanese politics and ruling class, and elite theories in general. Here, Japan
becomes less of an exception and more of a subject for a case study from which the
theory itself can benefit, by adding onto itself the insights to be found in this country

and the way in which its ruling class and political structures have been constituted.

12 Samuels, “Tracking Democracies — Italy and Japan in Historical Perspective”, 284.
13 Samuels, “Tracking Democracies — Italy and Japan in Historical Perspective”, 284.
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Structure-wise, the following chapters will each build up aspects of the
discussion that will take place in this study. Chapters two and three will set the
methodology and theoretical foundations of this study in two parts. Chapter two will
focus strictly on the question of factionalism through the lens of elite theories, and the
analytical framework which emerges in explaining political factions. Here the theories
of Max Weber on authority, Robert Michels on oligarchic tendencies in parties will be
discussed. Furthermore, chapter two will discuss elite theory and the circulation of
elites, working to define them in the narrower scale of factionalism and introduce an
analytical metric — drawing also upon prior work in the field - on identifying
significance in elite circulation between factions, which will essentially bring the
scale of the theory down to an applicable size. Here the works of Vilfredo Pareto and
Gaetano Mosca with respect to elite theory and the circulation of elites will be
discussed. Having established the methodology, chapters three and four will be
dedicated to a reimagining of the factions of the LDP as elite organizations. Chapter
three will focus on understanding the preexisting paradigm, whilst chapter four will
engage the subject through and elite theory analysis. In chapter five a discussion of
the Prime Minister as an elite leader will be carried out. Bringing the discussion in
these two chapters together, chapters six and seven will include a historical analysis of
the LDP between the years 1955 and 1993 — divided into the periods between 1995 to
1972, and from 1972 to 1993 — applying the theory and the discussion built up so far
onto the historical record. In chapter eight, a comparison of Japan’s factional
circulation of elites will be put into a comparative context with the Italian case, where
factionalism has been comparable throughout the postwar era. Chapter nine will bring

the entire discussion together and conclude this study.
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CHAPTER 2
CIRCULATION OF ELITES AND

THE SIGNIFICANCE OF CIRCULATION MODEL

The main focus of this study are the LDP’s factions as elite institutions, and the Prime
Minister of Japan as a faction leader and head of the executive, within the focus of
elite theory in general and the circulation of elites in particular. By using elite
circulation to track power between the factions of the LDP — manifested by their
leaders becoming Prime Minister — the ability of the party to survive and the political
relevance of the factions as elite organizations can be better understood. This will be
done within the timeframe of 1955 to 1994, which marks a period from the
establishment of the LDP to the enactment of electoral reform after it had briefly
fallen from power for the first time ever. This timeframe is beneficial because it
encompasses that period in which the party operated under a relatively stable
structural and electoral environment. Thus, analysis can be confined to a period where
the pressures that have been understood as leading to factionalism —discussed in detail
in the next chapter — remained relatively stable.

However, before applying elite theory to analyze either of these items in the
given timeframe, the methodological confines of this study should be set out. The aim
here is to reappraise these theories in the context of factionalism and to build upon
them. This will be done by reaching down to their cores, adapting them to party
factions and factionalism, and introducing ideal type examples to ground the
discussion. This will then provide the empirical toolkit, upon which the rest of the
study will be built. This toolkit will be comprised of both the works of established

voices in political sociology and a novel classification metric aimed at identifying
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significance in factional circulation. First, Max Weber’s classification of authority and
legitimacy will be discussed, with emphasis on how particular forms of authority and
legitimacy may be found in factions and influence their workings. Second, Robert
Michels’ “iron law of oligarchy” will be analyzed with reference to factionalism in
parties, as another manifestation of the oligarchic tendency that emerges in parties.
Third, elite theory and circulation of elites as set out by Vilfredo Pareto and Gaetano
Mosca will be discussed and restated in the context of party factionalism. Fourth and
finally, my own circulation significance model will be set forward, before moving

onto the application of the analytical toolkit.

2.1 Weberian authority and legitimacy at the faction level

The first component of the theoretical foundations of this study is the classification of
authority and legitimacy made by Max Weber. The classification set out by Weber
provides an analytical framework into authority and legitimacy that is well-
established and applicable in different contexts, without making recourse to context
specific analyses. Thus, just as Weberian categories can be applied to the West, they
can be applied to Japan and yield an objective analysis that does not legitimize
Japanese exceptionalism in order to obtain results. Moreover, the findings can be used
comparatively, allowing for the Japanese case to be better understood in a global
context. In this sense, using the Weberian categories is another method of countering
exceptionalism by deliberately moving the analytical toolkit into a universalistic and
objective position. Furthermore, Weber’s work can be used in harmony with elite
theories, especially in the context of factionalism and the circulation of elites, as they
play roles that support one another. Weber can be used together with Michels to

describe the organization and internal structures of the factions, whilst Pareto and
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Michels provide for their position within the circulation of elites cycle. Furthermore,
by allowing for their internal authority and power structures to be identified, Weber’s
categories allow for factions to be better situated as elite organizations in
circulation.'*

Weber has identified three pure forms of legitimate authority*®, which are the
traditional, legal, and charismatic forms of authority. Each pure type of authority has a
form of legitimacy that sustains it, and taken together a particular form of authority
and legitimacy shapes the socio-political space in which actors operate by controlling
power, its possible uses, and obedience. Despite their state-level scale of explanation,
Weberian types of authority and legitimacy can also be applied at smaller scales like
that of political parties and factions and explain their formation, power dynamics, and
continuation. This is due to the nature of Weber’s work in which authority and
legitimacy is understood as part of an organizational and institutional framework,
meaning that they can be used as analytical categories as long as socio-political
organizations and institutions are the subjects of analysis. Thus, they are not context
bound in the structural sense, which allows their use in different contexts.
Furthermore, they allow for the construction of particular faction ideal types to serve
as examples in the discussion.

Used here in accompaniment, Matheson builds upon these forms of authority
by identifying eight distinct sources of legitimacy at their foundation: convention,
contract, conformity with universal principles, sacredness of authority or norms,
expertise, approval of the exercise of power that the ruled extend to the rulers,

personal relations between the rulers and the ruled, and personal quality of the ruler.

14 Weber, The Essential Weber.

15 Authority and domination have been used interchangeably in the literature on and translations of
Weber’s work. Here, the term authority is used.

16 Matheson, “Weber and the Classification of Forms of Legitimacy,” 200-205.
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As | shall discuss below, Matheson finds that combinations of these eight sources of
legitimacy can be attributed to the three types of authority which Weber has set
forward. This further detailing of Weber’s work expands the scope of the analysis by
improving the explanatory power of the original categorization. In this way,
Matheson’s work allows for the discussion over factions in this study to encompass
both the forms of authority one might associate them with and the particular forms of

legitimacy as well.

2.1.1 Legal authority and party factions
First in the analysis of Weberian authority and legitimacy is legal authority. Legal
authority rests “on the basis of enactment” and “on a belief in the ‘legality’ of patterns
of normative rules and the right of those elevated to authority under such terms to
issue commands™.!” Thus, this is a form of authority that is “by the book”, with the
“book” in question being the body of legal documents — constitution, laws, ordinances
— which dictate the forms and uses of power available to its holders. Furthermore, this
is a form of authority in which procedures — of enactment and execution — relating to
the creation, modification, and upkeep of the body of legal documents that shape the
political system takes special importance. These sources form the metrics by which
power is created, distributed, and used, and also by which its legitimacy is judged.
However, these sources should be understood only as the “location” at which
legitimacy rests, rather than its explicit source in systems functioning on the basis of
legal authority. As Matheson notes, legitimacy under legal authority is formed and

sustained on the basis of “convention and the rationality of law”, the former resting on

"Weber, The Essential Weber, 133; Weber, On Charisma and Institution Building, 46.
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the “legality” of law and the latter on it being “enacted” or “rationally established”.!8
As such, legal authority can sustain itself so long as the holders of power can maintain
that their actions are legal by convention and that their orders are being put through to
others using the rational means of enaction. Moreover, obedience — which depends
upon the legitimacy of authority — under legal authority is owed to “the enacted rule,
which is therefore decisive for who obeys the rule and to what extent” and the “duty
of obeying is graded in a hierarchy”.!® As such, on the one hand, systems of legal
authority function as long as the body of legal documents which form the basis of
power and authority can be brought to bear upon individuals. The relationship
between these documents and those who are ruled has a direct bearing on their actions
and the effective use of power by those who exercise authority over society, as it
brings authority to bear upon individuals, distributes power, and prescribes its use.
Ultimately, this relationship affects both the perceived legitimacy of the system as
judged by the ruled and their adherence to the system. On the other hand, it can be
seen that legal authority manifests itself in hierarchies of authority, which Weber has
identified as being exemplified best as the bureaucracy.?® There are clearly defined
channels through which authority and power travels, and a chain of command which
determines the exercise of power and the effectiveness of authority at each level.
Furthermore, there is great predictability in the flow of personnel as well.

In the context of party factionalism, legal authority presents a challenge
because it appears to be a form of authority with an accompanying socio-political
organization that is less that of a faction and more of a ministry in its inner structures
and workings. However, an ideal type of a party faction that rests upon legal authority

can be constructed. A primary expectation here is that such a faction would be highly

18 Matheson, “Weber and the Classification of Forms of Legitimacy,” 211.
19Weber, The Essential Weber, 133, 134.
20\Weber, The Essential Weber, 133.
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institutionalized, with its own staff, ordinances, and a hierarchy of authority that binds
its members and determines their career paths. Such a faction would be quite stable,
as internal disputes could be minimized and group loyalties maximized through
allegiance to the body of legal documents which constitute the basis of the faction.
Furthermore, one can expect factions based on legal authority to have strong
collective and institutional memories guiding their actions. On the side of leadership,
factions based upon legal authority could either be constraining or free. Constrained
leadership would come about if the authority, power, and abilities of the leader is set
out in detail and the legality of the leader’s action are closely observed, leading to a
situation in which the leader is forced to work entirely within the system, lest they risk
a loss of legitimacy. Freer leadership would come about if the authority, power, and
abilities of the leader is set out in broader terms that allow more leeway, in which case

there is less chances to risk losing legitimacy and more for active leadership.

2.1.2 Traditional authority and political factions

The second type of Weberian authority to be analyzed is traditional authority.
Traditional authority rests “on the belief in the sanctity of orders and powers of rule”
and “the legitimacy of the status of those exercising authority under them”.?* In effect,
systems based upon traditional authority are based upon tradition itself, which is taken
as immemorial and inviolable, and is the source of all power and authority in society.
Here, tradition becomes the guide that shapes the way in which power can be used
and authority exercised in society, which is inevitably in keeping with tradition. In a

system of traditional authority, obedience to the ruler stems from “particular

2L \Weber, The Essential Weber, 135; Weber, On Charisma and Institution Building, 46.
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worthiness of his person that is sanctified through tradition”.?? Thus, the leader who
relies upon traditional authority is legitimized, as the keeper of tradition and the man
ordained by tradition.

Yet, tradition is only a location or a receptacle in which the sources of
legitimacy that holds up the system of traditional authority rests. Matheson finds that
underneath traditional authority there is the “sanctity of tradition, convention, and the
personal relation of power-holder to power-subject” as legitimizing forces.?® Key here
is the sanctity of tradition, where tradition acts as the metric against which the actions
of the leader is held up and evaluated, and where the leader must “keep the faith”
when it comes to matters that fall under the jurisdiction of tradition to remain
legitimate. Tradition is not to be violated because it is held to be inviolable, and to
force tradition becomes equal to forcing the legitimacy of authority itself. However,
Weber also states that outside of the scope of tradition leaders have freedom of action,
where the use of power and authority can be much more flexible and accepting of
personal initiative and arbitrariness.?*

Convention under traditional authority is similar to legality of law under legal
authority, in that it describes a source of legitimacy that exists as long as the power
and authority held by the leader is thought to be traditional by the ruled.?® This means
that the legitimacy of a given system is sustained, as long as the people believe that it
is rooted in tradition and that tradition itself is being kept alive, as compared to being
kept intact. The personal relations of the power-holder to the power-subject can be

understood in similar terms, in which there must be the loyalty of the ruled towards

22 \Weber, The Essential Weber, 135.
23 Matheson, “Weber and the Classification of Forms of Legitimacy,” 207.
24 \Weber, The Essential Weber, 135.
%5 Matheson, “Weber and the Classification of Forms of Legitimacy,” 207.
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the leader under systems of traditional authority.?® Here, loyalty is not an independent
factor but yet another traditionally defined element, as loyalty to the leader is a result
of a traditional dynamic of obedience to the leader and loyalty to his actions, as long
as they are legitimate.

As an ideal type, a political faction that is built upon the exercise of traditional
authority would be shaped by the norms and traditions of the society from which it
emerges. In fact, the faction itself may be held as a reflection of tradition itself in
politics, both by its very existence and by its integration of traditions and norms that
can be found in the society from which it originates. In its functions, the leader and
his followers most likely would be clearly demarcated, but group identity, based upon
shared traditions, would remain strong and the faction can rally around them.
Although codifiable, most operational rules of such a faction can be left unwritten, as
much of tradition usually is, and the flow of power and authority in the faction — as
well as its inheritance — would be left to the conscientious carrying out of tradition by
members. With regards to leadership, the impact of the norms and traditions upon
which the faction is built and which have a bearing on the form and functioning of the
faction would be the greatest arbiters. These may make leadership based upon
traditional authority easy, by promoting group harmony, obedience to the leader, and
by providing a set of norms which are easy to keep in order to maintain legitimacy.
On the other hand, if tradition promotes an open path for accusations of illegitimacy it
can easily throw a faction into chaos by allowing pretenders to rise up or by leaving
great leeway for internal dissent, which can delegitimize leaders or make it hard to

run a faction by tearing at its unity.

%6 Matheson, “Weber and the Classification of Forms of Legitimacy,” 207.
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2.1.3 Charismatic authority and political factions

Charismatic authority, is the third and final type of Weberian authority under analysis
here. Charismatic authority rests upon “devotion to the specific and exceptional
sanctity, heroism or exemplary character of an individual person, and of the normative
patterns or order revealed or ordained by him”.?” Thus, systems built upon charismatic
authority tend to include personality cults dedicated to the leader, as it is the
personality of the leader that creates and sustains it, which must be carefully
maintained for the sake of authority and legitimacy. The flow of power and the
possibilities of its use is nearly unconstrained, as the leader who relies upon
charismatic authority is only bound by the strength and extent of his own charisma
and rules. The leader can only be compared to himself and his legitimacy will last as
long as he can maintain that the qualities which have made him, and the system he has
created, retain their superiority in the eyes of his followers.

Legitimizing charismatic authority is the “sanctity or extraordinary quality of
persons, groups, or norms, and the extraordinary quality of an individual person”, in
which the quality of the sacrosanct and the superhuman are combined.? The
sacrosanct quality of the leadership legitimizes its position as the holder of power and
authority, much like the Mandate of Heaven legitimized the Emperor of China, by
elevating the leadership to the position of the chosen people and allowing them the
claim that they have an inherent right to rule. In turn, this inevitable right is based
upon the superior qualities which the leadership claims to have and whose possession
and application forms the second part of what legitimizes them, found in the form of
the individual leader at the helm. Furthermore, as obedience rest upon the “purely

personal, non-everyday qualities” of the leader which compels the people to pledge

27 \Weber, On Charisma and Institution Building, 46.
28 Matheson, “Weber and the Classification of Forms of Legitimacy,” 209.
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their allegiance in the first place, the person of the leader becomes doubly important.?°
Thus, the ability of the leader to exercise power and to bring his superior qualities to
bear down upon the socio-political space becomes paramount in both legitimizing his
authority and sustaining his rule. Obedience and legitimacy are equally demanding of
the leader, in that he must constantly perform his duty and prove his worth, if he
intends to keep his power and authority intact.

Under such conditions, the leadership must first gain the confidence of the
ruled, by getting them to believe in their right to rule and then the individual leader at
the top must work to prove that these qualities are “as advertised” by creating a new
order. Only then can the circuit of legitimacy under charismatic authority becomes
complete. The worthiness of a group to rule is of no use, if it cannot produce a leader
that will bring his superior qualities to bear upon the socio-political space and reshape
it. Then, this leadership group remains as group of pretenders to the throne, with
much potential but no action to back it up. On the other side of the coin, a leader who
has no following to back him up and no broader leadership group to prove to the
people his inherent right to rule through the possession of the ability to rule, cannot
exert much power or authority. The lone leader becomes a captain without a crew and
no amount of effort will be enough to get his ship to sail, unless he can form a
leadership group around himself.

A unique aspect of charismatic authority which should also be taken into
account is its “routinization” either through traditionalization, rationalization, or
both.%° Essentially, this process of routinization is the method through which systems
built upon charismatic authority sustains itself after the passing of the leader upon

which it depends. In this process of routinization, Weber points out three possible

2 \Weber, The Essential Weber, 139.
30 Weber, On Charisma and Institution Building, 54.
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outcomes: emergence of traditional authority out of charismatic authority;
transformation of the close followers of the leader into a “legal or estatist staff”; or
reframing of charisma to allow for a successor to be chosen.! If traditional authority
emerges out of charismatic authority, the charisma of the individual now becomes the
charisma of tradition and sustains itself in that form. If a managerial class forms, the
leadership group assumes the charisma of the leader onto itself and becomes a
hierarchic organization which can then either make use of legal or traditional
authority. Finally, if the meaning of charisma undergoes change, then the path to its
inheritability also emerges, with the charisma of the founding leader becoming
something that can be found in others and recruited to occupy the post of leadership.
As an ideal type, a political faction operating on charismatic authority would
be organized in a way that features a division between the leader, the leadership group,
and the mass followers. The faction would show strong cohesion and identity, as long
as the incumbent leader maintains his charisma and power. In such a faction, power
would be concentrated at the hands of the leader, with some also shared to key
lieutenants who help keep the order in the faction by forming the leadership group.
The leader can be acknowledged as being “charismatic” for having a variety of tools
and powers at his disposal, including but not limited to oratory skill, demeanor,
connections in the right places, and access to funds, which he can put to use towards
the faction itself. A leader that proves inept in using his tools and powers will
inevitably lose his followers due to his failure to translate potential authority into
reality, which is equal to being unable to prove one’s legitimacy through action.
Furthermore, the faction might not survive the retirement or death of the leader, if the

process of routinization is not carried out.

31 Weber, The Essential Weber, 142.
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2.2 Political factions and the iron law of oligarchy

Having discussed Weberian categories of authority and legitimacy and how they can
be related to the political faction in its formation and sustenance, here | shall discuss
how the work of Robert Michels offers complementary insight into what makes and
sustains a political faction. Key here is what Michels has describes as the “iron law of
oligarchy”, as well as the process and factors that lead to the full emergence of this
law in political parties. Here, oligarchy is that part of the ruling class that dominates
in the political sphere, who occupy the top of the political hierarchy both within the
party and in relation to society. What Michels’ work offers is an elite theory approach
into why an oligarchy emerges in all socio-political forms of organizations,
compromised of the leading members of the society or organization in question, who
then pursue their own political agendas and power politics as elite leaders atop of elite
organization. Thus, the theory lends itself to a discussion on the organization of the
elites in society and particularly in political parties, which can be adapted into a
context where the iron law of oligarchy takes place under conditions of competition
between members of the oligarchy.

The central maxim that leads Michels’ work is that “Who says organization,
says oligarchy”.3 Michels’ view is not that of an equivalency between the two terms,
in that organization does not immediately mean oligarchy by virtue of its existence.
What exists between the two is an organic relationship, in which “Organization
implies the tendency to oligarchy”.3® This relationship is a logical progression from
one to the other, which assures that once a socio-political organization emerges it will
inevitably spawn an oligarchy of its own. Thus, the emergence of an oligarchy is a

process that is tied into the development of the socio-political organization within

82 Michels, Political Parties, 365.
33 Michels, Political Parties, 70.
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which it is coming into existence, as it comes to occupy a certain niche in the socio-
political space. In the case of a political party, oligarchy emerges as the party seeks to
gain power by obtaining the highest offices of power in the land, electioneers, and
forges ties to interest groups across the socio-political space. This is the “iron law of
oligarchy” which Michels puts forward.

In identifying the steps in which oligarchy arises in a political party, Gilani
notes certain developments which must take place. First, ideological rigidity must
emerge, triggering the process that leads to the eventual transformation of the party to
big-tent status as it competes for an ever-greater share of the vote to stay in power.>*
From this, two aspect of a political party within which an oligarchy has formed can be
discerned. First, the party at hand must have eliminated any ideological cleavages
within itself, regardless of the method, and can provide a united front with all of its
members working beneath a shared political vision. This assures that the oligarchy
that is to emerge reflects the needs and values of the organization that they will be
leading and that ideological in-fighting — which can tear the party apart — will not
emerge later. Second, emergence of an oligarchy will transform the party
fundamentally, by diverting much energy to keeping it in power and by causing it to
have an expanded base. This leads to the point that the oligarchy in question is not
only an elite leadership group but also a self-serving community, which has a
prerogative to stay in power.

In between these two events, the party must become self-seeking — as
mentioned above — whilst leaders should emerge that can impose their goals on
members willing to follow them. As such, the oligarchy emerges once the party

assumes a unified ideological front and can turn its energies outwards towards

34 Gilani, “The Iron Law of Oligarchy: A Dilemma for Political Parties,” 110.
% Gilani, “The Iron Law of Oligarchy: A Dilemma for Political Parties,” 110.
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winning votes, ruling the country, and competing with opponents. Michels’ view is
that in modern parties, as well as in social organizations, there is an inherent need to
delegate duties and responsibilities, which forms the basis of oligarchic groupings.®
Understood as such, the oligarchy can be seen as a managerial leadership group that
emerges within the microcosm of the political party and in turn becomes a candidate
to rule the country. They emerge because the mass of the electorate and the party
organization does not have the time, resources, or skills to engage in politics full time
and feel a need to have a class of leaders to take charge. These leaders are
distinguished from the members by their “superior knowledge”, “control over the
formal means of communication”, and “skill in the art of politics”.3” The politicians
which make up the oligarchy can be found at the top party posts, controlling political
resources such as funds and posts, and they have their own networks and connections
which become the channels through which policy-making takes place. They are
effectively both members of the party elites and the political elites, but it must be
noted that the latter should be qualified by the ability to gain access to and remain in
power. A group of party elites that have no access to power at a higher — national or
state — level does not necessarily qualify as part of the political elites of a given
country, as their power and authority is constrained into its own particular space.
Once the oligarchy emerges, the leaders within this group along with their
followings, can become independent actors in their own rights.3® It is at this point that
the first instances of factionalism emerge from Michels” work. Whilst the iron law
does work to create an oligarchy — who are the party elites — that is ideologically

united, it does not prevent the rise of competition between leaders for the top posts

36 Michels, Political Parties, 66.
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and positions. The oligarchy will remain united and cohesive in its outward
appearance, and keep working towards a common ideological goal, but struggles over
leadership, access to posts and resources, and clashes of personality between members
of the oligarchy can lead to the emergence of competing factions. Thus, the iron law
of oligarchy creates an elite class within a political party and allows for differentiation
and divergence within this elite class over a number of political and personal
differences. Once contenders for top leadership emerge within this elite group and
create factions are formed, each with their own power bases, resources, and
competing aspirations for power, factional conflict and politics within the party are
the next logical step. Of course, particularly strong leaders may suppress this dynamic
but it is bound to reemerge once they are out of the political scene and their

suppressive existence is removed.

2.3 The circulation of elites
Pareto in his “The Rise and Fall of Elites” (Un applicazione di teorie sociologiche),
and Mosca in his in his “The Ruling Class” (Elementi di scienza politica) set out the
theory on the circulation of elites. Moreover, Mosca’s work also offers insight into the
emergence of factionalism, which will also be brought into the discussion as well. The
importance of Mosca’s and Pareto’s work on the circulation of elites theory is that it
provides the blueprint for how a circulation cycle takes place. The blueprint which
emerges here will provide the pattern of historicization and analysis of the case
studies in this study, informing the choice of evidence, relevant dynamics, and key
developments which will be a part of the analysis of the factions of the LDP.

One aspect of Mosca’s work to note before going detailed discussion is his

key assumption — or rather belief — that an organized minority will triumph over a
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disorganized majority.>® The emphasis here is not on the numbers either side has but
on their level of organization. It is the benefits of organization that brings Mosca to
this assumption, such as the ability to coordinate power and resources, and to manifest
and impose a united will upon others. The minority becomes a force to be reckoned
with and achieves its status as the ruling class because it can achieve levels of
organization that makes it easier to wield and exercise power and authority over the
ruled, who exist as a disorganized amorphous mass. From this perspective, Mosca’s
circulation of elites is one of clashing organizations and organizational durability, as
the ruling class declines and a challenger class of elites rises from within the governed
masses.

In shortly outlining his work, Pareto finds that the circulation of elites is
precipitated by a rise of “religious sentiment”, followed by the decline of the old elite
and the rise of a new elite.*? Described in this fashion, Pareto’s circulation of elites is
process where a new creed rises in society and replaces a preexisting one that is in
decline. Similarly, Mosca finds that as the “balance of political forces” shifts, a
certain capacity becomes more sought after that is different from what the existing
ruling class has — which loses its value — and elites can no longer fulfill their roles in
the socio-political landscape, leading to changes in the ruling class.** As a new
organized minority rises up in challenge to an older one, it does so in a socio-political
situation which has been fundamentally altered. This new balance point, undermines
the power base of the older ruling class and opens up avenues for a new ruling class to
emerge in competition. Both Mosca and Pareto identify elite circulation as a semi-
permanent event that is dampened when socio-political equilibrium is reached and

restarted once this balance is broken.

3% Mosca, The Ruling Class, 53.
40 pareto, The Rise and Fall of Elites, 40-41.
4l Mosca, The Ruling Class, 65.
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An important note for Mosca’s formulation is that his emphasis on the balance
of forces is when the cycle of elite circulation is started, numerous pre-existing
competitors vying to achieve the status of the ruling elite can be found in the socio-
political landscape. However, these challengers do not emerge because the changed
conditions favor them over the existing ruling class or because they have managed to
organize themselves in a manner that can challenge the power and resources of the
existing ruling class. These factors are important, since without them the emerging
challengers would stay as another group in the socio-political landscape without the
motivation or ability to challenge the existing ruling class. Yet, what is important here
is the nature of the socio-political landscape in which these groups operate, which is
in a constant state of struggle for power and “social forces” are always on the lookout
for paths to power.*? As can be seen, once the socio-political equilibrium is broken,
what emerges are not the contenders themselves but the competition itself for the
status of ruling class. The challengers are pre-existing actors in the socio-political
landscape, with a particular capacity and level of organization, who are integrated into
the socio-political system at times of equilibrium but engage in the struggle to achieve
ruling class status once the conditions allow it.

Delving further into what marks the beginning of a cycle of elite circulation,
Pareto’s “religious sentiment” and Mosca’s “political formula” and “social forces”
need further examination. The religious sentiment which Pareto has in mind, which is
not explicitly identified in “The Rise and Fall of Elites”, is not an actual article of
faith or religion but more a novel cause or rather the shift in “residues” which Pareto
stresses. Although numerous, most important here are the residues of combination and

preservation, with the former carrying a capacity to take risks and the latter carrying a

42 Livingston, Introduction in The Ruling Class, xix.
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capacity to provide security.*® Although not fully antithetical, these two residues —
found within the ruling elite — determine how they exercise their power and authority
vis-a-vis the class of people which is governed. Zetterberg notes, that in Pareto’s
terms circulation of elites does not simply entail a change of personnel but also a
change between the two residues as well, as one residue becomes dominant over the
other.** In effect, the shifts in “religious sentiment” is a much more secular event than
implied, as the dominant residue of the elites change. This entails changes not only in
how power and authority is wielded, but also a change in worldview that has broader
impact on the form, actions, and attitude of the ruling elites as a whole.

Further building on Pareto’s work, Ashin finds that “The constant succession
of one type of elite by another is a result of the fact that each type of elite has certain
advantages that, however, cease to meet the needs of governing a society as time
passes.”* As such, the shift in residues can be seen as a result of changes in the socio-
political make-up of a given people at a given period of time, that exerts pressures on
the ruling elites by removing their capacity to rule forcefully and efficiently. In this
context, the rising “religious sentiment” that precipitates the circulation of elites is the
emergence of socio-political factors that fundamentally undermine the existing order
or open up avenues through which challenges can emerge. This sets off the decline of
the existing elite whose dominant residue is no longer fit to keep it alive, and the
power and authority it wields falls weaker and inefficient. At the same time, it allows
for the rise of a new elite that contains a competing residue which is much more fit
with the times, and — although lacking actual power and authority — is on the path to

achieving these eventually.

43 Zetterberg, Introduction to The Rise and Fall of Elites, 7. There is little elaboration on what the
“residue” itself is in The Rise and Fall of Elites except for its categorization. However, “residue” could
be understood as a dominant worldview or approach to leadership, which dictates elite actions.
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Turning towards Mosca, the political formula is the basis on which the power
of the political class is legitimized, “which are in turn based on beliefs or ethical
systems which are accepted by those who are ruled”.*® Furthermore, Mosca notes that
the consent of the ruled is tied to their degree of belief in the political formula of the
ruling class.*’ In the context of the socio-political landscape, the political formula is
also the lifeline of the ruling class and performs two functions. On the one hand, the
political formula provides for the ruling class the grounds on which justifies its
existence and status to the governed. It fulfills a role akin to the foundation myth of a
nation but instead of providing a story to unify the people behind a common identity,
seeking to legitimize the form and functions of the ruling class. On the other hand, the
political formula serves as the connection between the ruling class and the governed
or the rest of the socio-political landscape. The strength at which it captures the minds
and hearts of the governed class becomes the measure of the power and authority of
the ruling class over the governed. When the socio-political equilibrium is broken, the
political formula is also broken, as the existing ruling class begins operating under
conditions to which it and its political formula is not adapted to. The result is a loss of
legitimacy and the opening of the path for accusations of inability to rule, which
invites others to challenge the existing ruling class to replace it.

If the political formula is the basis on which a ruling class justifies itself, a
social force is “any human activity or prerequisite that has a social significance”
around which the ruling class is formed.*® The social force is the foundation of the
“capacity” which any ruling class — and challenger — possesses, that informs its
functions as the ruling class. A social force brings individuals together around a

common cause and function, which are the foundations of organization, and allows

46 Mosca, The Ruling Class, 70-71; Livingston, Introduction in The Ruling Class, xvi.
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these individuals to exist together as a significant socio-political group. In turn, this
group hopes to make use of a disruption in the socio-political equilibrium and make a
bid to achieve ruling class status. These groups built around social forces exist in
multitudes within the socio-political landscape and Mosca writes that “the state is
nothing more than the organization of all social forces that have a political
significance”.*® As such, the social forces that are truly politically significant can
always be found operating at large, as they are a part of the equilibrium whether as a
part of the ruling class or as an outsider to it. Their activity becomes much more
intense once the equilibrium which binds their power is disrupted and the cycle for the
circulation of elites begins.

Both Pareto and Mosca agree that as a shift in the religious sentiment or the
political formula and the social forces takes place, the existing elite goes into decline
and loses the ability to remain in power, exert power and influence, and respond to the
needs of rule. Going further, Pareto argues that the declining old elites do not fall out
of power immediately but enter a period of struggle with the rising new elites in an
attempt to keep its hold on power. This is a period in which the existing ruling elites
become softer in their outwards attitudes and more rapacious in their actions.*® This is
a result of the ruling elites using measures to keep their power intact, by appealing to
the good graces of their challengers and by entrenching their own power by taking as
much out of the socio-political landscape as they can. The former is the policy of
appearing approachable and kind so as not to be vilified and thrown out violently,
whilst the latter is the policy of bearing down on the governed so as to keep control of

what sources of power remain.

4% Mosca, The Ruling Class, 158.
%0 pareto, The Rise and Fall of Elites, 59.
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On the point of becoming softer, Pareto finds that a declining elite becomes
humanitarian in its attitudes, losing the ability to defend its own privileges in the
process.>! As the declining ruling elites lose power, it masks its position by appearing
to increase the thoughtfulness it has for the governed and seeks to assure their
continued loyalty by an appeal to the humanitarian values and virtues that make up
good and moral government. However, this path of action is essentially that of
appeasement, deployed by the declining elite to ward off its rising competitor.
Zetterberg notes that Pareto recognizes this point as well, and that in his view “such
humanitarian sentiments would easily be a platform for rallying the opposition”.>? In
effect, the appeal to humanitarian sentiments becomes a sword that cuts both ways for
the declining elites. On the one hand, this can come about as the rising elites can
position themselves as the better defenders of such values, thus undermining the
position of the declining elites. On the other hand, such appeals inevitably entail the
declining elites losing ground to the rising elites, as it works to appease them by
making sacrifices in the name of such humanitarian sentiments. It is also possible to
see that by taking such a path, the existing elites also try to incorporate rising ones to
deflect the challenge coming from them.5® If successful, this could sap the power of
the rising elites and rejuvenate the declining elites in one stroke.

On the side of rising rapacious actions, Pareto finds that the softness which
overcomes the declining elites is simply a fagcade adopted at a time of weakness.>*
Thus, the adoption of an appeal to humanitarian sentiments towards the governed and
the rising elites, and the appeasement of the rising elites is only the outer shell.

Afterall, the declining elite is in such a position not because it wishes so but because

51 Zetterberg, Introduction to The Rise and Fall of Elites, 2.
52 Zetterberg, Introduction to The Rise and Fall of Elites, 2-3.
53 Allen, The Circulation of Financial Elites in Handbook of Geographies of Power, 5.
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of the external circumstances bearing down upon it, chipping away at its power and
authority. In this situation, the prerogative of the declining elites is to remain in power
and as the ruling elite, which directs their actions towards keeping control over what
source of power remains available. In fact, Pareto notes that the fraudulent practices
of the ruling elites rise as their power wanes.>® Although the term “fraudulent practice”
is not exactly filled in by Pareto here, it can be understood as the rise of corruption or
the use of force in the way in which the declining elite protects and makes its
remaining power and authority felt by others. A particular fraudulent practice that
Allen finds is that declining elites try to rewrite the rules of the game.*® As the
declining elite is set on staying in power, and despite being weaker than before, is in
power until the moment comes that it is replaced by the rising elite. Thus, the struggle
to stay in power is drawn out and having enough strength to cling to power, the ruling
elites in decline can turn to sustaining their power by changing the structures that
power them.

As part of the circulation of elites, neither Pareto nor Mosca hold the illusion
that the new elites will be superior to the older ones. Pareto contends that the new
elites rise feigning to be different than the declining old elites and put forward
humanitarian platforms but promptly shed the act once they achieve elite status.®’
Furthermore, Pareto finds that signs of a descending elite can be seen in an ascending
elite and that the new elites take on the qualities of the old soon after coming to
power.®® This is not simply ideological cynicism that sees no difference between

alternatives in elites, but part of Pareto’s observation that the circulation of elites is an
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historical constant and that “History is a graveyard of aristocracies”.%® Pareto’s work
is constructed on the observation that elites constantly succeed one another and that
the circulation of elites is not the displacement of one elite by a radically different
another but more a passing of the baton between runners who remain essentially
identical. Thus, when Pareto talks of a circulation of elites, and how the declining old
elites are triumphed over by rising new elites, this is not a matter of celebration or
jubilation as a better group has achieve elite status. On the contrary, no group
achieves elite status because of their outstanding morality or virtue, and once in power
although the people change but the elites continue being elites.

In agreement with Pareto, Mosca observes that once a new elite forms, traces
of the old could be found in the new and that the new elite assumes the trappings of
the one which it had displaced.®® Much like Pareto, Mosca is motivated by the
assumption that both the old and the new are essentially elites and both the acquisition
of ruling class status and the wielding of supreme power and authority has a quality to
it that is shared by both. Furthermore, the historical progression is again at play here,
and the two elites — one declining and the other rising — are always exerting a certain
pull on each other. Whilst the rising elite is generating pressures that works to
undermine the declining elite, for its part the declining elite is generating pressures
that help shape the rising elite by resisting the challenge to unseat it.

Of course, the declining old elites and the rising new elites are different from
one another in a number of aspects: socially, as one is the elite and the other is a
contender rising from the governed; in terms of dominant residues; and in terms of
cadres. However, both are elites, which have been playing a vicious political game to

achieve ruling elite status and are susceptible to the same trappings of power and
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authority once they achieve ruling elite status. Furthermore, within the context of
historical continuity, no ruling elite emerges in a vacuum. The declining elites
inevitably play a role in shaping the rising elites, and may even become role models.
What is certain here is that the moment an instance of elite circulation is completed,
the new elite swiftly moves to the positions vacated by those that it replaced, and the
process of circulation begins anew.

Turning towards how each scholar has understood the circulation of elites as
an actual event, the similarities in their thinking continues. Zetterberg, Hartmann, and
Allen agree that for Pareto the important type of circulation of elites is less the
replacement of one elite group by another and more the recruitment of eligible and
promising individuals into the ranks of the elites, and demotion of those who are
“unworthy” from elite status.®? It can be seen that the ideal type of circulation of elites
for Pareto is the constant exchange of personnel inside the ruling elite, as opposed to
the change of cadres. Mosca points out that the type of elite circulation which he finds
to be ideal is the slow and continuous modification and rejuvenation of the ruling
class, which can sustain a ruling class for great lengths of time if the balance in
transforming without falling apart can be achieved.%? The ideal type of elite
circulation thus becomes the one in which the ruling class, aware of the crisis facing it
and its declining ability to deliver on the capacity it possesses, works continuously to
keep itself up to date. This process of updating eventually entails the introduction of
new social forces into the ruling class and the adjustment of the political formula to
accommodate the modifications being made. Furthermore, Mosca emphasizes that

this is a process that cannot be reversed easily and continues until a new social
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balance is reached through the reformation of the ruling class.®® Thus, much like
Pareto’s pronouncement that the circulation is a historical constant Mosca also sees
the circulation as an inescapable process. As the circulation of elites takes place and
the ruling class reconstitutes itself, this is also a process of restoration of the socio-
political equilibrium in which power and authority is redistributed and socio-political
positions are rearranged.

One important point in this circulation as an actual event that must be noted is
that although it is construed as an inevitable occurrence, its disruption — although
never completely — is still possible. Hindering the normal process of circulation is
tantamount to the declining ruling elite signing their own death warrant, as it turns the
socio-political shift that undermines the existing elites into a pressure point waiting to
blow up.®* As such, to stop or significantly block the normal process of circulation —
which may happen both due to increased rapaciousness and fraudulent activity or
because a kingmaker emerges that handpicks who gets the ruling elite status — can
create crises that would later cripple the socio-political system. Aware of this fact,
Pareto himself has shown a favorable disposition towards liberal societies for
ensuring the optimum operation of the circulation of elites, despite being branded as
anti-democratic by some.®® In sum, the circulation of elites as Pareto has described it
is an inescapable socio-political process, which is best carried out under conditions
that allow for free circulation of individuals between the ruling elite and the governed.
To obstruct this process is to invite much more violent and broad replacements of
cadres between the two groups, such as revolutions, which might either restart the

normal circulation of elites or replace one form of obstruction with another. Either
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way, the old elite is replaced by another that soon imitates it and the process of
circulation begins anew.

On this point of continuation and blockage, Mosca also observes that
“democratic” systems constantly replenish the ruling class through recruitment from
the lower classes, whilst “aristocratic” systems introduce inheritance and dynasties to
the ruling class.®® In the former case, what emerges is the ideal type of elite
circulations which Mosca also shows a preference for and has been introduced above.
It is the latter case that produces an exceptional circumstance, although it is based on
phenomenon which Mosca notes as being ordinary. Mosca writes that all ruling
classes have a tendency to become hereditary.®” As the ruling class is motivated to
keep its position, along with the power and authority it brings, hereditary succession
becomes one avenue of ensuring that these privileges are not lost to the original
people which have gained them. However, this is also a method by which the
circulation of elites is hindered and carried out in an imperfect fashion. As the ruling
class turns to replenish itself from within its own ranks, it runs the risk of heightening
the impact of a breakdown of the socio-political balance by closing off the avenues

through which the ruling class itself can be rejuvenated.

2.3.1 Mosca and factionalism

Turning to the question of factionalism, Mosca’s key observation is that humans are
always in conflict and tend to get into groups for support with united moral,
intellectual, and cultural Capacities.68 Thus, factionalism in Mosca’s sense is a natural
reaction to the default mode of existence within the socio-political landscape, where

the struggle to achieve ruling class status is central. Here, constant conflict pushes
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individuals who share outlooks and motivations to band together to form factions,
whose main aim then is to leverage the collective resources and power in pursuit of
their common goals. In this sense, the purpose of factions is to achieve ruling class
status and they come into existence in response to a fundamental need to organize so
as to achieve the concentration of power and resources necessary to achieve ruling
class status.

Furthermore, Mosca also writes that “when social environments are very
circumscribed, internal conflicts arise among minute sections of fairly civilized
peoples”.®® Thus, factionalism can be seen emerging from highly confined socio-
political landscapes where there might be little differentiation, as well as from the
broader socio-political landscape in which differentiation between factions might be
quite large. However, in the former case, the fact that factions might have only little
differentiation between them — confined as they may be to the same ideological space
— does not stop them from engaging in the conflict to rise to the status of the ruling
class. At the core, all of them may have different capacities and social forces but the
end goal remains constant. In fact, each faction has been formed for the purpose of

reaching the singular goal of achieving ruling class status.

2.3.2 Circulation of elites in political factions

Having discussed the theory of circulation of elites as formulated by Pareto and
Mosca, here | will discuss the implications of the theory in the context of political
factions. Beginning with the emergence of factions themselves, it can be seen that
each faction is an organized minority onto itself, whose aim is to bring together

individuals of a certain capacity — or residue — and then direct their collective
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resources and energies to the achievement of ruling class status. Here, achieving
ruling class status is equal to achieving party leadership and becoming what can be
termed the “ruling faction”. Furthermore, these factions are locked in a constant
struggle over achieving ruling class status, which dies down once an instance of the
cycle of circulation is completed but picks up again just as soon. The cycle of elite
circulation is an inescapable fact of the socio-political landscape and the factions are
either biding their time for when it starts anew or making their move to become the
ruling faction. In the context of factions within a political party, this can manifest
itself as infighting which can break the party by spawning a constant bidding race for
the leadership of the party. However, this tendency might also be mediated by the
party, or in fact by the factions themselves, becoming a chronic issue that picks up
speed only when the conditions for it is ripe. In this form, the factional struggles to
capture the party leadership can allow a party to include different capacities that
would allow it to better respond to the challenges of rule but introduce intraparty
conflict as a cost each time a leadership contest goes underway.

The cycle of elite circulation among factions begins as the faction which
constitutes the leadership — the ruling class of its context — within the party at a given
time is faced with a crisis that threatens its continued rule. This is the breakdown of
the socio-political equilibrium which means that the capacities of the existing ruling
faction, and the dominant residue which it possesses, fails to meet the needs of society
and cannot perform the functions expected from it. Simultaneously, the ruling faction
also experiences a loss of legitimacy as its political formula suffers from the changed
conditions that bring about pressures detrimental to its ability to rule. The impact of
changing requirements as to which capacity and residue is necessary for the ruling

faction to keep its status can be manifested in a variety of events, which are
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themselves precipitated by a shift in the socio-political balance. Failed electoral
politics or defeat in the elections is one event that can start off a cycle of circulation of
elites, as it would undermine the ruling faction by showing it unable to sustain the
forces of the party and unable to elevate it to ruling class status in the broader socio-
political landscape. Inept leadership that fails to respond to the changing needs,
demands, and expectations of society and tarnishes the standing of the party in the
socio-political landscape can also trigger a cycle of elite circulation with the ruling
faction shown unable to rule. Lastly, a socio-political shift in society might impact the
power and resources of party factions — regardless of an actual impact on the ability of
the ruling faction to function — which would lead to a cycle of circulation of elites by
altering factional balances. The changing of the guard in political parties between
different factions whose power and influence are shaped by intraparty politics and
public sentiment over periods of time, can also be seen as another instance of such
circulation that occurs on more natural terms.

Once the cycle of elite circulation is brought into motion, the declining ruling
faction then begins a process by which it seeks to continue its hold on power. To this
end, the ruling faction makes an appeal to the good graces of other factions whose
prerogative is to unseat it and make a move to the position of the ruling factions
themselves. This tendency can be seen manifesting in several actions which the ruling
factions may end up following. The ruling faction may attempt to fends off
challengers by trading or tendering in favors which had been incurred previously, or
by arrangements in which it shares some of its power for recognition of its continued
rule. The ruling faction may also seek to enter into a coalition or shuffle its existing
coalition by incorporating the rising faction or factions in the party, which can include

the use of patronage by the ruling faction. Finally, the ruling faction may enter into
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agreements, whereby it can trade its support for succession to a particular faction for
its continued support or where it can guarantee its own leave from power in exchange
for support until that time comes.

For its part, challenging factions mount attacks that seek to demonize and
delegitimize the ruling faction, and prove their own worth, while doing so. This might
take the form of appeals that showcase the ineptitude or unpopularity of the ruling
faction, contrasted with the preferable capacity and image of the faction in question.
There might also be promises of better patronage or fairer intraparty relations.
However, once a faction achieves the position of the ruling faction for itself, it is
bound to return to a primarily self-seeking position, granted that it has the power or
ability to do so after the cycle of elite circulation is completed. Whether the faction
has enough power to readily manifest such a tendency or not, the changeover will take
place and the conditions for the cycle of elite circulation to begin anew will be set.

Finally, looking into the actual process of circulation in the context of political
factions, two tendencies can be identified. On the one hand, there is the ideal form of
circulation for both Pareto and Mosca, in which the ruling faction sustains itself by
constantly remaking its own membership, recruiting those individuals which will add
to its power and dropping those who take away from it. This recruitment can take the
form of elements being drawn away from other factions at any time or from the
broader socio-political landscape during elections. However, neither of these can be
easily accomplished at the level of factions for reasons of their own. Members of
other factions will be bound to their organization by virtue of the social force of
which they are a part, and would need significant inducements to join another faction
whose uniting social force — though in flux — is different. Electoral recruitment is

problematic because turnover of incumbents may not be fast enough for the necessary
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recruitment to take place or the ruling faction may be unable to push incumbents out
for the sake of rejuvenation. On the other hand, this circulation can take the form of
entire cades, in the form of factions, replacing one another in occupying the post of
the ruling faction. This form of elite circulation is much easier to perform, as factions
are already engaged in a struggle to reach the post of the ruling faction and seek to
replace one another en masse.

Regardless of the manner in which factional elite circulation takes place
within a party, there exists the problem of the cycle becoming blocked for two major
reasons. First is the rise of hereditary politicians and political dynasties associated
with particular districts and factions, which means that the ruling faction achieves the
continuity of a particular capacity or residue. This can prevent the ruling faction from
responding to the disruption of the socio-political balance and even create a certain
antipathy on part of the public towards the party.”® Second, is the emergence of a
kingmaker faction that would not itself assume the status of the ruling faction but
chooses who gets to occupy to post of ruling faction. This can hinder the normal
circulation of elites within a party, as the kingmaker would become the de facto

enforcer of the circulation of elites and its arbiter.

2.4 Circulation significance model™

In addition to identifying instances of elite circulation between the factions of the
LDP, in this study | am also aiming at assigning significance to different instances of
circulation. To that end, in this section, I will be introducing a “circulation
significance model” whose aim is to provide a qualitative empirical model to further

qualify the instances of elite circulation. Here, I will first be describing the central

0 On this final point of antipathy, the American reaction to the Clintons and the Bushes can be recalled.
1 Appendix A contains the relevant figure that summarizes the model.
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focus of the model and what I call “ruling leadership” a major metric, which is an
aggregate of the independent variables which determine the significance of circulation,
used alongside considerations of agenda fulfillment and length of tenure. Second, the
discussion will shift to a detailed overview of individual parts of the model and their
foundations, along with the larger application of the model. Third and finally, the
model itself will be fully introduced, once all of its constituent parts have been
clarified and set into place.

On the face of it, the changing fortunes of individual factions within a party, as
they constantly rise and fall — with some achieving ruling faction status now and
losing it later — can all be classified as instances of elite circulation through political
factions in a one-party dominant system. However, in analyzing the case of the LDP,
such a conclusion would be misleading as it would fail to account for the differences
that occur between the tenures of different ruling factions and Prime Ministers. No
two ruling factions and Prime Ministers are the same, and this situation reflects on the
way in which their tenures pan out, once they are in power. Thus, what is necessary in
a model is both the ability to identify changes in ruling faction but also the ability to
identify whether the changes can be considered “significant” which can then be used
as the basis for assessing the degree of elite circulation that takes place. The changes
in ruling faction should be qualified in the analysis, so as to be able to claim that they
do constitute a proper instance of elite circulation within the party. The model
proposed here aims to put forward a qualitative empirical model for the circulation of
elites at the political faction level, focusing on the change of the “ruling leadership”
and other factors. Here, to track the changes brought about by changing ruling
factions, the Prime Ministers will be used as key markers, as they are the most visible

and politically significant member of the faction which they lead.
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2.4.1 The ruling leadership

The term “ruling leadership” is an umbrella term, which captures a number of the
factors of circulation — the independent variables in the case of the model — which
pertains to the two main actors that are the main objects of study: the factions, one of
which becomes ruling faction, and the Prime Minister, who is the leader of the ruling
faction. It should be noted, however, that for the model it is the latter actor who is
much more important to keep track of when looking for factors through which to
qualify the change which has taken place as elite circulation. This is because the
Prime Minister, who is the head of the executive, the LDP, and the ruling faction, can
be identified with his faction as its key representative.

On the one hand, the policy inclinations of the ruling faction are influenced by
the leader — as he holds the power to recruit members, and extends his patronage to
existing members both in funds and posts — who is in a position to give the faction his
desired shape. On the other hand, the policy inclination of the faction has allowed for
the leader to emerge, by making it suitable for members with suitable skills and policy
inclinations to set themselves apart. As such, following the point made by Thayer, just
as it can be argued that the factions created leaders it can also be argued that the
leaders have created factions.”? Furthermore, besides the power to shape and direct the
energies of the ruling faction and the party, the tone and agenda of the government is
also set by the Prime Minister, which is bound to reflect the policy inclinations of
himself and his faction. Thus, the Prime Minister is the peak elite leader within the
party at any given time and he can be identified with the ruling faction. In this sense,

tracking changes in leadership is a good way of tracking changes in the ruling faction,

2 Thayer, How the Conservatives Rule Japan, 56.
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which can then be analyzed through the model in order to qualify the changes and
identify them as different instances of elite circulation.

As a term, “ruling leadership” encompasses a number of items, which
constitute part of the independent variables that the circulation significance model
will be taking into account when classifying factional changes as elite circulation.
Here, it is sufficient to briefly describe what each variable is, as they will be discussed
in more detail — along with their foundations — in the following section. First is the
changing agenda between administrations of individual Prime Ministers, which is one
of the major indicators of the policy inclinations and choices of both the Prime
Minister and the ruling faction. Second is the differences in the leadership style of
each Prime Minister, which plays a part in their ability to effectively wield power in
the party and bring their authority to bear upon other factions. Last is the background
of the Prime Minister, as well as that of his faction members taken as a whole, as this
can also be another way of identifying differences between factions. These three items
allow for the model to encompass important changes that take place as ruling factions
and Prime Ministers undergo circulation, without becoming bloated with too many
details and going all over the place but not to a conclusion. Furthermore, they allow
for focus to be shifted to those observable items where differences between ruling
factions and Prime Ministers can be identified. In sum, it is the changes in the ruling
leadership that forms a major metric by which the circulation of elites within the

context of LDP’s factions will be analyzed and qualified.

2.4.2 Parts and application of the model
In applying the circulation significance model, case studies of individual

administrations between 1955 and 1993 will be conducted, focusing on the ruling
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leadership that exists in each period. Thus, during analysis the Prime Minister and the
ruling faction will be scrutinized and analyzed on three independent variables — which
are agenda, leadership style, and background — in a manner that would allow them to
be understood both individually and, in comparison to others. Depending on the
outcome of analysis through the circulation significance model, three categories of
change in the ruling leadership and other factors will be assigned to each case: “no
significant change”, semi-significant change” and “significant change”. Each category
corresponds to a different level of elite circulation, which is “weak circulation of
elites, “moderate circulation of elites” and “strong circulation of elites” respectively.
In effect, it will be the changes in the ruling leadership that will then inform the
model-based analysis on how a given instance of elite circulation is to be identified in
terms of its significance.

In analyzing the agenda and key policy focus of the Prime Minister and the
ruling faction as an independent variable, the basis of analysis will be set on the
classification of issues that Hayao Kenji and Shinoda Tomohito have offered, which
will be used in conjunction. On the one side, Hayao identifies three types of issues
that the Prime Ministers must deal with as part of their agendas, calling these
“obligatory”, “continuing” and “discretionary” issues.”® The first category of
obligatory issues are those “systemwide conflicts” which cannot be ignored.” Under
this category items such as dealing with the Lockheed and Recruit Sandals” that
emerge to the top of the immediate agenda, or the passage of the budget bills can be
placed. These are issues which emerge outside of the power of the Prime Minister and
cannot be ignored as they command great importance for either the LDP or the

political system in general to function. The second category of continuing issues are

3 Hayao, The Japanese Prime Minister and Public Policy, 21.
4 Hayao, The Japanese Prime Minister and Public Policy, 21.
5 Lockheed Scandal 1976 and Recruit Scandal 1988 were major bribery scandals that rocked the LDP.
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those over which the Prime Minister has limited discretion of non-involvement but
whose effects would be difficult to ignore.’® Here, issues such as electoral or tax
reform, or continuing international negotiations may be placed, as these issues have a
propensity to be spread across administrations, which must all deal with it. The third
and final category of discretionary issues are those issues in which the Prime Minister
has “a long-standing interest” and chooses to become involved.”” These are the issues
in which a leader picks up because they have been largely invested in and can
command most authority owing to personal expertise. Foreign relations, economics
and social policy are such policy areas, in which the leaders make a conscious effort
to place, direct, and conclude an item on their agenda. Although Hayao does not make
this observation, it can be argued that such discretionary issues may end up as
continuing issues, if they remain unsolved under one administration but remain
important enough for the next administration to be unable to ignore them. This
transformation can also happen in reverse, if a continuing issue is picked up by a
Prime Minister as a key item in his agenda and becomes its centerpiece.

On the other side, Shinoda briefly notes four categories of issues which
become part of the Prime Ministers’ agenda, which can be identified as
“coordination”, “international consideration”, “questions of basic national ideology”,
and “discretionary” issues.’® Issues of coordination, international consideration, and
basic national ideology can be seen as categories that largely overlaps the categories
of obligatory and continuing issues that Hayao identifies, as they require the attention
of the Prime Minister and develop independent of his power and influence. It is the

category of discretionary issues which overlaps exactly between the two

6 Hayao, The Japanese Prime Minister and Public Policy, 24.
" Hayao, The Japanese Prime Minister and Public Policy, 25.
78 Shinoda, Leading Japan, xvii.
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categorizations, where the Prime Minister has the freedom and the motivation to bring
an item of choice onto the agenda.

Looking at these two forms of classifications, a simplified division between
“systemic” and “discretionary” issues in the agenda can be reached, and both
categories of issues can be analyzed for their own worth. Looking at those agenda
items that are systemic, analysis will focus on how succeeding administrations have
handled those issues which have been on the agenda for all of them. Systemic issues
also include crisis measures and policy items which emerge during the daily course of
politics, such as the 1973 oil crisis which Prime Minister Tanaka faced or the 1991
Gulf War which Prime Minister Kaifu had to handle. In the case of “discretionary”
agendas, analysis will focus on what the incumbent Prime Minister chooses to make
his flagship policy and how he goes about realizing this agenda item. The focus on the
flagship policy of a Prime Minister is important, as nearly each LDP Prime Minister
has committed to such a policy in seeking to set his tenure apart.” This flagship
policy tend to be in an area in which the political skill and inclinations of the Prime
Minister lies and can be brought into politics to achieve the policy goal that has been
set. Thus, the agenda of a Prime Minister can be analyzed as an aspect of the ruling
leadership and used to identify circulation significance.

Looking into leadership style as an independent variable, Shinoda’s typology
of Japanese Prime Minister types will be informative for the model, alongside the
style description which emerges from a freer reading of the literature. Shinoda
identifies four different types of Prime Ministers in Japan under LDP dominance,

which are “the political insider, the grandstander, the kamikaze fighter; and the peace

8 Richardson, Japanese Democracy, 106.
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lover”.® The political insider type of Prime Minister has “abundant internal sources
of power” and “enjoys stable support within the ruling party and close ties with the
bureaucracy and the opposition parties” which the other types lack such as Sato
Eisaku®! or Takeshita Noboru.®? The ideal candidate here can be seen as Prime
Minister Satd Eisaku, whose tenure is the third longest and second longest
uninterrupted for Japanese Prime Ministers, as he was able to manipulate the political
machinery with great ability. It can be argued that it was also Prime Minister Sato’s
power that allowed him to stay in power for as long as he did, and for his faction to
remain the ruling faction as well. The grandstander type of Prime Minister is one that
would seek support from the public, lacking it from within the party such as Nakasone
Yasuhiro.®® Nakasone Yasuhiro — or the more recent Koizumi Junichiro — was able
cash in on his popularity with the public as a source of power, eventually also winning
an extra half-term as Prime Minister. The kamikaze fighter type is a type of Prime
Minister who would sacrifice both public support and term in office in exchange for
support in finalizing an unpopular piece of policy such as Hatoyama Ichird or Kishi
Nobusuke.? Prime Minister Kishi Nobusuke, who traded his time in office for the
passage of the 1960 revision of the US-Japan Security Treaty. The peace lover type of
Prime Minister is the opposite of a kamikaze fighter, in that he would not be willing
to risk his post or risk making enemies for the sake of policy and end up without
achievement such as Suzuki Zenko.%® Prime Minister Suzuki’s tenure began with the
end of LDP’s civil war — after it had claimed Prime Minister Ohira Masayoshi’s life —

and was largely dedicated to not rocking the boat and bringing back to life the

8 Shinoda, Leading Japan, 205.

81 Names in Japanese will appear in the surname first format.
82 Shinoda, Leading Japan, 205.

8 Shinoda, Leading Japan, 205, 206.

8 Shinoda, Leading Japan, 208-209.

8 Shinoda, Leading Japan, 205, 209.
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animosities of the previous decade. This typology will be applied in this study to
differentiate between the leadership styles of Prime Ministers, which is an important
factor in both how power it wielded by the Prime Minister and in the setting of the
agenda. Thus, changing leadership types can be integrated into the analysis as another
aspect of the ruling leadership and used in describing the nature of elite circulation.
Finally, background is an important independent variable in identifying
changes in the ruling leadership and the type of elite circulation in question. Here,
background is both about the personal details of the Prime Minister — especially his
status as a specialist as a zoku politician, which will be discussed later on, based
especially on their pre-political experience — and the ruling faction he leads. It is
important to take into consideration the lineage of the faction in question, its size, and
the make-up of its membership in terms of zoku members, which is a source of
difference between factions of the LDP.% If not a difference in attitudes, this cleavage
between factions can be seen as introducing differences in access to power in the
larger socio-political landscape and to the bureaucracy by virtue of differences in
political socialization between actors. This piece of background information is
revealing for changes in the ruling leadership, because one’s affiliation as a zoku in a

particular field is an open admission of their policy inclinations.

2.4.3 Outline of the circulation significance model

The analysis through the circulation significance model begins with analyzing
changes in the ruling leadership, as administrations change and one faction of the
LDP replaces another in the position of the dominant faction and the leader of said

faction becomes Prime Minister. For each case, the three independent variables which

8 Thayer, How the Conservatives Rule Japan, 169-170.
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make up the ruling leadership — agenda, leadership style, and background — will be
analyzed based on the criteria set out in the previous section. The result emerging here,
will then be filtered through three sets of assumptions and expectations which defines
the relation between each type of ruling leadership change and degree of elite
circulation. These three sets of assumptions and expectations define the “no

significant change and weak circulation of elites”, “semi-significant change and
moderate circulation of elites”, and “significant change and strong circulation of elites”
relations which are the dependent variables of the model. The end result of analysis
through the model will be the identification of the tenures of Prime Ministers with one
of the three sets of relations, and the conclusion that their tenure fits into a certain

type of circulation of elites.

The main assumption that defines the relation between an instance of no
significant change and weak circulation of elites, is that the ruling leadership has
stayed relatively unchanged. A number of supporting assumptions and expectations
follow from this position. In this type of relation, one assumption as to why the ruling
leadership has stayed constant and the circulation of elites has been weak is that
succeeding Prime Ministers may have come from the same faction. A ruling faction
that has enough power to dominate others and consistently has its leaders serve as
Prime Ministers would impede on the circulation of elites. On a similar note, a faction
that emerges as a kingmaker — without actually assuming ruling faction status — may
impede the process of circulation by picking winners and perpetuating a ruling
leadership that would be beneficial to its own goals. Another reason for the
emergence of such a relation is that succeeding administrations may seek to or be
forced to continue each other’s legacies — especially in terms of the agenda and how it

is handled — thus removing this aspect of change for the ruling leadership entirely.
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Fourth and final reason which might be behind the emergence of a no significant
change and weak circulation relation is that the Prime Minister and the ruling faction
may be too weak to wield power and authority, failing to initiate an independent
agenda or showing a peace lover leadership style. The first expectation from an
instance of change in power, where a no significant change and weak circulation
relation has emerged is that the resultant agenda is either unfulfilled or it is fulfilled
regardless of the ruling faction and the Prime Minister in power. The second
expectation is that leadership styles and backgrounds may remain unchanged, or even
if they were to change, they may emerge as only marginal to the broader political
process, thus having no effect on the analysis. The final expectation is that, Prime
Ministers that come to power under such conditions would be likelier to have shorter
tenures.

For a semi-significant change and moderate circulation of elites relation, the
main assumption is that between two administrations some — but not all and not
especially any particular — aspects of the ruling leadership will undergo change. The
first supporting assumption here is that succeeding Prime Ministers are likelier to
come from different factions. This would mean that an actual change in the ruling
faction itself will be taking place, which increases the possibility for the ruling
leadership to change. The second supporting assumption is that succeeding
administrations may keep certain agenda items, but there will be a change in either the
agenda or the way in which holdover items are being handled. Thus, the possibility of
a change in the ruling leadership becomes possible as the agenda of the Prime
Minister and the ruling class become subject to change. A third and final supporting
assumption is that although a kingmaker may again pick who gets the position of

ruling faction and which faction leader becomes the Prime Minister, the ruling faction
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and the Prime Minister will be able to set the agenda or show his leadership style by
virtue of a relatively independent power base. Here, the power of the kingmaker may
be bypassed, especially by a grandstander Prime Minister or a Prime Minister that
becomes a political insider thus allowing for a change in the ruling leadership to occur.
The first expectation from an instance in which a semi-significant change and
moderate circulation of elites relation emerges is that the agenda may be partially or
fully enacted with the Prime Minister and the ruling faction becoming involved only
in certain respects. A second expectation is for the leadership styles and backgrounds
to change but these may also remain constant. The final expectation here is that Prime
Ministers will be likelier to have longer tenures but may not extend beyond the full
limits set by the LDP itself, with turnovers in office relatively stable.

For a significant change and strong circulation of elites relation, the main
assumption is that the ruling leadership will be mostly — if not entirely — changed
between any two administration. First supporting assumption here is that the
succeeding Prime Ministers will come from different factions and the ruling factions
will change. Thus, in this relation the central actors that form the ruling leadership
change entirely and allow for a different ruling elite to emerge. The second supporting
assumption is that Prime Ministers are able to and do set their own agendas, and
influence the way in which systemic items are handled. The third and final
assumption is that the ruling faction and the Prime Minister has its own power base
that allows them the operate independently and reshape the existing components of
the ruling leadership with their own. This would mean that a complete circulation has
taken place as the ruling leadership has been completely remade, which is much more
likely if a political insider type of Prime Minister has come to power. The first

expectation from an instance in which a significant change and strong circulation of
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elites relation has emerged is for the agenda to be fully or partially enacted, with the
Prime Minister and the ruling faction becoming largely involved in the policymaking
process. A second assumption is that the leadership styles and background are likely
to change entirely. The third and final expectation is that Prime Ministers are likelier
to have longer tenures, and that the turnover is office is relatively lower as compared

to the other two relations.
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CHAPTER 3

LDP’S FACTIONS AS POLITICAL ORGANIZATIONS

The first step in the analysis focusing on the identification of the fortunes of LDP’s
factions as circulation of elites is the reconceptualization of factions as differentiated
and competing elite groups of their own right. To that end, this chapter is dedicated to
understanding the factions and factionalism of the LDP with a strict focus on the
conceptualization found in the existing literature with regards to origins, functions,
and powers of LDP’s factions. Discussion will first focus on the existing cultural and
structural-functional the existing approaches, followed by a historical
contextualization of factions in Japanese politics, the LDP, and their functions and
powers in politics between 1955 and 1993.

The aim here and in the following chapter, is to reconceptualize the factions as
groups which have meaningful divisions between them, which would allow for them
to be identified as separate and different elite subgroups that are engaged in cycles of
elite circulation. Most significant in this regard is to demonstrate that the factions do
have certain differentiations in a political sense, such as by providing an extra
political label besides that of the party, by fostering a policy or policy position, or by
providing the ground for policy discussion to take place among others. If the
discussion about LDP’s factions can be liberated from the confines of party political
and narrow electoral concerns, and be understood as part of a national political
framework, their conceptualization as elite organizations can also be rendered more

concrete.
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3.1 Existing views of LDP’s factions
One of the two existing approaches to the question of political factions in Japan is the
cultural explanation approach. The cultural explanation to factionalism in Japanese
politics — and especially the LDP — is largely based on the notion that the faction
either originates from or is a manifestation of a leader-follower — or oyabun-kobun®’ —
relationship which is a staple of Japanese culture and society as put forward by
Nakane Chie.® Olsen, and as noted the Japanese press, go one step further and define
factions as an anachronism, which can be seen either as a holdover from Japan’s
feudal past or an exceptional quality of its political life — or both — which will exist
unless Japanese culture undergoes radical change itself.2 In this view, political
factions exist in Japan because the entire culture and society carries a disposition
towards having such bodies of informal organization — based as they are on
personalistic and clientelism relations — emerge within any body where the Japanese
are organized and in competition. Personal and clientele relations are seen as a
cornerstone of Japanese social organizations and networks, with the idea of Japanese
exceptionalism being an inescapable corollary of this initial notion. The explanation
behind the existence of political factions becomes a sort of a tautology in that by
virtue of its Japaneseness an organization will have factions and factions are a mark of
Japaneseness in an organization.

Of course, there is an element of truth to this approach in that leader-follower
relations have been highly visible and observable in Japanese political history and
they inevitably manifest themselves in politics. Furthermore, the original makeup of

the LDP’s factions in 1955 — which will be discussed in the following section —

87 Literally meaning foster parent and foster child, implies a boss-subordinate relationship.

8 Chie, Japanese Society, 50, 59; Takeshi, Japanese Society, 64-67; Richardson and Flanagan, Politics
in Japan, 100-102, 182; Baerwald, Party Politics in Japan, 17.

8 Qlsen, “Factionalism and Reform in Japan’s Liberal Democratic Party”, 260, 263; Totten and
Kawakami, “The Functions of Factionalism in Japanese Politics”, 109.

56



confirm this position to hold true. Essentially, there is an appeal to traditional
authority, in the Weberian sense, being made by the cultural explanation approach.
The argument being put forward by Nakane and others is that leaders are legitimized
for their fulfilment of traditional oyabun-kobun relations and loyalty derives from the
legitimacy of the leader in fulfilling his role properly as described in tradition.
Certainly, the factions of the LDP did fulfill some aspects of the ideal type for a
faction which have been identified earlier. The faction, especially in its earliest forms,
with its hierarchical structure and personalistic leadership which appeared to
promoted boss-henchman type of relations, emerged as a political structure rooted in
traditional Japanese social organizations. Furthermore, most factional operations were
not codified — especially norms such as proportionality and seniority that governed
party affairs or factional succession — although the factions did develop offices.
However, one key difference which such explanations have left out — that is missing
from the ideal type — is the existence of a central rallying point and identity for the
factions, as factions were consistently denied policy-based divergences that would
have given them a central identity. One can also point out that the cultural approach
can also be seen as dealing with charismatic authority which is rapidly traditionalized
and understood in such terms. This is because a leader, who possesses the qualities
and resources to have a loyal following that creates his “charisma” is in effect
replicating what is a cultural form, and the personal basis of his rule is quickly
overtaken by the traditional since it imitates a form of informal organization that is
culturally predefined.

Thus, the cultural explanation tends to approach the question of factionalism
in Japanese politics in a reductionist manner by channeling all discussion into a

cultural framework, which yields the same answer no matter the approach. This
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essentially removes the questionability of the factionalism phenomenon as the answer
becomes “Japaneseness” which can neither truly be dissected nor scrutinized in a
manner that would allow it to be understood as an objective phenomenon. In this
manner, the cultural approach fails to yield a nuanced understanding of factionalism
in Japanese politics and by going for an “exceptionalism” argument ignores the point
that Japan is not alone in having political factions.

The other existing approach to the question of factions in Japanese politics is
the structural-functional approach pursued by Fukui, Thayer, Cox, and Rosenbluth
among others, which is much more widely varied than the cultural approach. One
strand of the structural-functional approach finds that the LDP has factions because
the electoral system in place between 1955 to 1993 — which used multi-member
districts with single non-transferable voting — pitted conservatives against one another
and necessitated factional backing to win in elections.®® The driving idea here is that
LDP’s factions have been the products of this particular electoral system which
nurtured intraparty conflicts over a limited amount of conservative votes, where the
candidates standing for elections needed resources and expertise beyond what they
can field in order to win in the election. The faction thus became the source of help
that gave the aspiring newcomer a boost to capture a seat or a hopeful incumbent help
in remaining in control of his seat. This path of thinking is not necessarily incorrect,
however, given the persistence of factions into the post-1993 era despite electoral
reform sweeping away their foundations in 1993 shows its weakness in explanatory

power. Another strand of the structural-functional approach is that the party

% Fukui, Party in Power, 100, 133; Thayer, How the Conservatives Rule Japan, 35; Stockwin,
Governing Japan, 140; Cox et al., “Electoral Reform and the Fate of Factions: The Case of Japan’s
Liberal Democratic Party”, 35.
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presidential elections of the LDP sustained the factions.®* The argument here is that
since the contest for the post of party president — who by virtue of LDP’s political
domination automatically becomes Japan’s Prime Minister — is essentially a numbers
game, factions are the tools by which the necessary numbers are achieved. This strand
of thinking partially borrows from the cultural approach, in that it sees the party
presidential elections of the LDP as the medium in which the leader-follower relations
that define factions show that they are two-way interactions.

Besides these two major strands, there are two more novel strands of thinking
which also belong to the structural-functional approaches. On the one hand is the
work of Krauss and Pekkanen, who identify political factionalism in the LDP as a
“path-dependent process” and find that the introduction of penalties to those who are
not members finalized the institutionalization of factions.% First here, the “path-
dependent process” approach delivers a conceptualization of factionalism as a series
of interconnected processes that is defined within the political structures of Japan, the
paths of organizational development they allow in politics, and the paths factions take
in their development. Thus, factions emerge out of the way in which political actors
negotiate structural constraints and opportunities, which emerge one after the other as
if they were a string of “path-dependent” events, each leading — inevitably — to the
next. Second, the growth of factional functions and power — as they co-opt of party
functions and responsibilities — and their development into exclusive clubs introduces
disadvantages to non-members by barring them from accessing the functions which
the factions serve. As such, what cements the emergence of the ideal form of political

factions — within the context of the LDP — becomes the functions they serve, and the

%1 Thayer, How the Conservatives Rule Japan, 21; Krauss and Pekkanen, The Rise and Fall of Japan’s
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need of LDP Dietmembers and candidates to have access to these functions if they
wish to be successful.

On the other hand, Park argues that factions emerge in response to “political
uncertainty and information asymmetry” as a survival mechanism in the political
arena.®® In this view, factions become a tool for politicians to better navigate the
political landscape and respond to the challenges that it throws out in the way of
actors, which here are LDP Dietmembers and candidates. Understood in this way,
factions become conceptualized both in terms of the political structures since they
emerge in response to them and in terms of the function they serve, which is rendering
the political structures accessible to politicians in the first place.

Overall, although the structural-functional approaches have a much broader
and nuanced understanding of political factionalism in Japan, they remain fixated on
structure and function. This means disregarding the political actors for the most part
and making use of what is essentially structural determinism in the emergence and
development of political structures. Although the question of political factions in the
LDP remains much more open to questioning in the structural-functional approach,
the possibilities are again set in stone since the political structures and functions that
yield factions remain largely stable in the 1955-1993 period.

Faced with the problems of the cultural and structural-functional approaches to
the question of LDP’s factions, an elite theory approach based on the circulation of
elites allows for a reconceptualization of factions which is more nuanced and
reflective. First, an elite theory approach makes use of both cultural and functional-
structural argumentation but goes beyond them by recognizing the agency of elites, as

individuals and as a ruling class. Thus, it moves beyond the boundaries set by a

9 Park, “Factional Dynamics in Japan’s LDP Since Political Reform”, 432.
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particular biased focus on culture, structure, or function which the other approaches
entail and allow for factions to be understood on a broader scale. This means that a
much more nuanced image of political factions can be drawn through such an
approach. Second, elite theory approach does away with an argumentation based on
exceptionalism which would preclude further analysis in the first place, and turn the
phenomenon of political factionalism into an objectively appreciable and comparable
phenomenon. As such, the case of Japan — although retaining a unique handling of a
universal matter — becomes one that can be located in relation to others. Third, by
recognizing political factions as political organizations for the ruling elite, elite theory
approach allows for these structures to be understood beyond the narrow context of

party political and electoral politics, and as actors of national politics.

3.2 LDP’s factionalism in history

Beginning with the establishment of the nation’s first political parties during the Meiji
era (1868-1912), factions have been a staple of Japanese politics with their forms and
functions steadily evolving throughout the pre-war Imperial period as Japan’s
experience with parliamentary politics deepened. The earliest factions had emerged
inside the Meiji era Jiyuto (Liberal Party) and its successors over geographic
distinctions.®* This reflected both the relatively feudal forms of political thinking
which permeated Japan at the time and the divisions of the genré who came largely
from the Satsuma and Choshii domains and their allies against the other daimyo.%
Political goals of different actors remained geographically defined since until then
they had not conceived of a singular sovereign Japanese state, about which they

should be concerned. Thus, their political goals and factional associations were

% Fukui, Party in Power, 11.
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shaped by concerns over how Japan’s modernization could be best utilized to serve
one’s own home region. Furthermore, both the goals and factional organizations of
the political actors were dictated by the way politics of locality reflected onto national
politics, which had — by this time — begun transitioning from the feudal to the modern
way in which such relations were constructed within the state.

The first changes in political factionalism happened with the emergence of the
more metropolitan Rikken Kaishinto (Constitutional Reform Party) in 1882, whose
factions tended to emerge along the pre-politics occupations of its members who were
largely drawn from Tokyo.% Being a Tokyo-based party prevented the Constitutional
Reform Party from fracturing along geographical lines by removing geographical
backgrounds from consideration entirely. The emergence of occupational factionalism
also reflected a shift towards a type of factionalism which was less constrained by
localistic tendencies. With the experience and understanding that politics in this new
period had to be concerned with the nation as a whole, factionalism itself could also
move beyond such narrower interests. Furthermore, factions could be geared much
more towards national politics with the considerations for membership assuming a
certain universality, which meant that party members of the same profession from all
over Japan could belong to the same faction. However, it would not be until 1922
when a proposed cabinet shuffle threw the Rikken Seiytikai (Association of Friends of
Constitutional Government) into conflict between those in favor and those opposed,
that the foundations of truly political factionalism be set.®’ By this point, political
parties were firmly established as contenders for political power within the Imperial
Diet and political thinking had achieved an empire-wide scope. This — alluding to

Mosca’s beforementioned point that factionalism can emerge over the most minute
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things in an ideologically united elite — meant that the conditions had ripened for the
further development of political factions, which could be recognized as national-level
political power players. From 1922 until the time political parties were suppressed
and folded into the Imperial Rule Assistance Organization in 1940, factions had
undergone further changes, beginning to favor “monetary considerations and personal
(or familial) ties” in their makeup and achieving plurality by tapping into the new
zaibatsu for funds.*® By 1940, the factional landscape had assumed the form, with
which the keen observer is familiar from the LDP era — which are a part of the
following discussion — such as the rise of money politics, the oft-cited leader-follower
relations, and a multitude of factions funded by a multitude of benefactors.

When the LDP was founded in 1955 — after Japan’s defeat in WWII and its
independence in 1952 — the factions that existed within it had largely inherited the
prewar legacy on form, themselves being the products of “inter-personal power
struggles within a single party, compounded by temperamental and ideological
differences” and were built upon “inter-personal relationships, monetary
considerations, ideological differences, and so on”.%® Moreover, these factions were
groups with strong leadership — with inheritance between the successive leaders of the
same faction — and were mostly linked to prewar formations and political relations.%
The decade after the end of the war provide fertile grounds — especially with the
establishment of a national political structure that was modelled after democratic and
republican norms — for a resurgence of older political forms and structures, where
factionalism reemerged in full power. Older political allegiances were once again
worn openly and key political leaders were once again able to become power brokers

leading their entourage of followers. Had the conservatives not realized a need for and
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sought the power that the unity in numbers brought, single faction-based political
formations might have become the defining political structure in post-war Japan as
opposed to the united front that the LDP provided.

Despite being successors of pre-war political forms and networks, the factions
which had now emerged in the LDP had one key difference from the predecessors,
they were — and are — integral to the political process that had emerged with the 1947
Constitution which remade Japanese politics.'* The factions of the LDP no longer
sought to simply occupy political offices and reap the ostensible benefits, but also to
wield political power and to act as true brokers of power and mediators of interests.
While their pre-war ancestors had only acted as groups of politicians which shared a
vision or a goal but lacked the political influence to actually emerge as key actors,
LDP’s factions came to wield political influence and coordinate much of the political
processes of the party and the nation. As such, whilst the LDP carried on the factional
tradition on form, its factions broke to mold when it came to function and opened a
new political era that saw the factions emerge as key political actors.

However, being united within the LDP did not mean that the factions had
achieved an unshakeable harmony and solidarity with one another, although, the party
was able to withstand a number of conflicts between the factions. The first line of
conflict within the party emerged between the persons of Yoshida Shigeru and
Hatoyama Ichird, also became the basis of an ex-bureaucrat and pure party politician
factional conflict in the first two years of the LDP in 1955-56.%? The two men
themselves embodied the conflict itself: Yoshida, a diplomat, came from a
bureaucratic background and Hatoyama had pursued a solely political career

beginning in the Imperial Diet in the Rikken Seiyiikai. In this sense, the conflict
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between the two men also mirrored pre-war occupational factional divides that pitted
ex-bureaucrats and pure politicians against one another in a bid to secure political
posts and power.%® However, reflecting the newfound centrality of factions to
political processes, this divide also went beyond the ex-bureaucrat and pure politician
axis and also had policy preferences inform its formation. Both men also became
leaders of different schools of thinking with regards to the political and diplomatic
situation of Japan, with the Yoshida school favoring the continuation of the status quo
and the Hatoyama school favoring revisions, especially on Japan’s military status and
the Emperor’s role, which reflected the political dispositions of the two men.

The Yoshida-Hatoyama divide, continued to be significant until the tenure of
Ishibashi Tanzan — ex-financial journalist and public intellectual — between December
1956 and January 1957 and the party presidential elections that marked its beginning
and end.'% This is because in these two elections — of which Watanabe Tsuneo
observes the former election as establishing the factions as power players — had
introduced crosscutting factional coalitions as the path towards party presidency and
prime ministry.1% The party presidential elections following these two would
continue the pattern began here, with candidates for the top political post in the party
and the nation coming together with factional allies in coalitions of convenience. By
1969, the ex-bureaucrat and pure politician divide had become obsolete to the point
that Thayer would write that although such backgrounds were observable, no factions
was purely of one or the other type.*®

Since then, factional divides have found new means of manifesting themselves,

most importantly in the form of factional coalitions which emerged at the time of
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party presidential elections. What emerged was the mainstream and anti-mainstream
divide, where the factional alliance that won the party presidential election became
the mainstream and reaped the benefits and the losers became the anti-mainstream and
were largely emasculated in power arrangements.%” This new axis of factional
conflict, by virtue of being centered around the party presidential election and the post
of Prime Minister, was also one that was constantly in flux. Members of both groups
could have shifted quickly, depending on the political tides, electoral performance of
the Prime Minister, or backroom deals between faction leaders, which meant that this
divide invited constant political maneuvering and attention on the part of the ruling
faction. Furthermore, this division dictated who would be gaining the upper hand in
having access to top party and Cabinet posts, and who would be considered first and
foremost when political deals were being made. However, this schism has also been
observed to decline in due time with the rise of the proportionality norm — which will
be discussed later — which caused the mainstream and anti-mainstream distinction to
fall out of use by eliminating gross disparities in factional access to power.

Whilst the broader structure of factional politics and divisions were
undergoing change under the period of LDP’s political domination, so were their
leadership as the original generation of leaders passed away in each faction. Factional
succession was a messy affair, with factions not surviving the death of a leader being
quite common, as key lieutenants — each with a desire to lead and subfactions to
support their bids for leadership — took to fighting each other over inheritance.'%
After all, the faction was the key political unit of organization and association within
the LDP and to lead one was not just the goal of any ambitious politician. For an

ambitious politician, to lead a faction was a necessity to survive and continue rising

07 Fukui, Party in Power, 109; Watanabe, Japan’s Backroom Politics, 155.
198 Thayer, How the Conservatives Rule Japan, 25; Richardson, Japanese Democracy, 53; Rothacher,
The Japanese Power Elite, 18.

66



up in the political world. Thus, major and well-established factions often broke apart
once the leader left active politics, lost the confidence of his followers, or died. This
periodic breakdown and reconstitution of factions constituted a gamble both for the
lieutenants and their followers, since the former would essentially be mounting a
rebellion whilst the latter would be reevaluating their factional affiliation, which
required a long-term and solid commitment.1® Thus, whilst the would-be faction
leader had to consider the risks and benefits involved in mounting a leadership
challenge or bolting from the original factions, whereas the followers would have to
weigh the risks and benefits of keeping their old commitments or making new ones.
The wrong or untimely decision would certainly have ended up ruining political
careers, whereas a correct one would have kept the path forward open for politicians.
Despite these periodic conflicts, the factions of the LDP have always
rebounded and over time developed the use of “fancy and euphemistic names” which
“has the effect of stressing continuity” whilst also implying “that the organization has
an associative and club-like character, and de-emphasizes the implication that it is a
boss-henchman type of group”.!'? These names tended to be used for as long as a
particular leader was heading a faction or was kept as leaders changed, and gave the
faction an identity of its own, as it could be appealed to by name. Thus, membership
in a faction became membership in a community which had a name of its own —
which was a name separate from that of the leader — which allowed for generations of
politicians to come together as the members of a single group. Furthermore, a faction
that survived leadership changes sought to legitimize itself and its name could be used
to legitimize it within the party and the political landscape. This could be achieved by

either making an appeal to continuity by keeping the old name of the faction intact or
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through a name change where the faction could be given a name that would

emphasize its credentials as a political group.

3.3 Functions of LDP’s factions

In reviewing the existing literature, the factions can be seen fulfilling a certain number
of functions, both party political and electoral. These functions can be described as
political recruitment and endorsement, solicitation and disbursement of funds,
regulation of seniority in post and portfolio allocations, provision of loyalty and votes
to faction leaders, and intraparty balancing and communication. These functions in
turn both inform the powers of the factions and their place in the Japanese political
landscape, which has informed much of the existing literature and the continuous
attempts of the LDP at party and electoral reform until 1993.

When each electoral cycle began between 1955 and 1993, the factions
scrambled to use the election for their own benefit and derive the benefits of having
their own members re-elected and new candidates elected. Elections served as the
process by which factions replenished their strength, as they recruited new members
to their ranks and to the party.!'! Thus, the elections served as an outlet for both
factional conflict as factions competed for endorsements in the party and votes in
districts, and factional strength by serving as an avenue that thickened faction ranks
and proved the ability of its leader through securing endorsements. In order to use
elections to their advantage, factions worked to have their members endorsed as the
official candidate of the LDP in a given electoral district, which provided an electoral

leverage through the party label and allowed access to insider information on electoral
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cycles.** An endorsed candidate could count on the help of the party headquarters
and branch offices on funds and election help, however small they might be, and had
information flowing to him on the possibility of an election, which under LDP
domination has always been called early and strategically. Furthermore, factional
recognition turned a candidate into a serious contender in elections and also allowed
them access to hands-on assistance in running electoral campaigns, provided by the
factions.!® As the fate of a member was tied into the fate of a faction, there would
inevitably be a flow of funds and electioneering expertise from factions to members,
and campaign appearances from faction leaders and politically renowned members.
Although the factions sought official party endorsement of their members as
candidates, not acquiring it was not an endgame scenario, since factions that failed to
get a member endorsed officially turned to providing covert support to those members
standing in elections.** However, this did mean that factional competition at the
localities were be curtailed — though not entirely since the party headquarters lacked
the power and the resolve to stop it entirely — which might have created an intense
amount of conflict for the party at each election cycle that could have ended up
tearing the party apart. In contrast to the situation surrounding official endorsements,
one form of factional conflict that went largely unchecked in elections was the
mainstream versus anti-mainstream conflict spilling over into election endorsements,
which has continued on even when other norms such as proportionality and seniority
among factions had been established after the 60s.1'®> Moreover, this disparity was of

such a level that Shinoda observed that elections could be used for faction building
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purposes by incumbent Prime Ministers by stacking the list of endorsees with their
own faction members.**® Thus, the ruling faction and the factional coalition made
used their position — which included controlling party endorsees in elections — to
give themselves an edge in elections from which the Prime Minister also benefitted
by increasing his following and power base within the party.

A second and related function of the LDP’s factions was the solicitation of
funds from donors and their disbursement to members. These funds were disbursed
to faction members for both electoral expenses and for the running of individual
political machines — the koenkai — that the Dietmembers all came to depend upon.*’
However, it should be noted that such a division of funds is — to a certain extent —
only an illusion. The running of a political machine that serves a single Dietmember
is a year-round political endeavor, with expenses incurred both at the constituency
in the name of services, presents, and events and at the Dietmembers’ Tokyo offices
in the name of services and hospitality to visiting voters. Funds disbursed for
electoral purposes is — in effect — only a continuation of this type of funding, but it
is delivered over a smaller period of time and for the particular purpose of covering
campaign expenses. With the expenses of Dietmembers snowballing during much of
the period of LDP’s dominance, these funds were of such a size and value that they
have consistently eclipsed the funds disbursed by the party and were ultimately one
indicator of the ability of a faction leader to stay in power and mount a leadership
bid.1!8 In a situation where the faction made the leader and the leader made the
faction, these funds were an important building block for a faction, as they allowed

for a leader to get members elected and remain as incumbents, formed part of an

116 Shinoda, Leading Japan, 64-5.

117 Fukui, Party in Power, 130; Thayer, How the Conservatives Rule Japan, 30.

118 Totten and Kawakami, “The Functions of Factionalism in Japanese Politics”, 115; Krauss and
Pekkanen, The Rise and Fall of Japan’s LDP, 212; Kohno, Japan’s Postwar Party Politics, 104;
Watanabe, Japan’s Backroom Politics, 68.

70



exchange in which the leader gained loyalty for funds, and signaled the standing of
the faction leader among the community of donors.

Funds flowed from factions to members in three ways as Thayer observed:
faction leaders gave money to followers directly, faction leaders helped members get
into funding networks of their own, and — in certain factions — faction members at
times helped direct funds to one another.'° Each of the three embodies a different
level of dependency between faction leader and follower, which in turn had both its
benefits and perils. The first meant that the leader would be the sole recipient of the
loyalty of the faction members, however, his ability to provide funds was judged
heavily as part of his performance as a leader. The second meant that although the
member in question was getting to the donors through the good graces of the leader,
the window was now open to achieve an independent funding base that would allow a
potential leader to arise within the faction. The third meant that members could form
mutual assistance networks and potential leaders could form networks of their own
which would begin dividing the loyalties of the faction, threatening its unity. However,
many factions did not welcome or encourage members sharing funds between
themselves, because it held the risk of creating subfactions and divided loyalties.

Once a faction had its members elected and kept them well-funded so that they
could be reelected in the future, the faction worked to have these members appointed
to key party and Cabinet posts. During the period of LDP dominance, Cabinet, party,
and parliamentary posts could not be secured by Dietmembers easily without factional
backing, because the factions proposed members to these posts and defended their
interests vigorously.*?° Factions controlled the entry to key posts since they controlled

the loyalties of the Dietmembers themselves and could control their participation in
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the Cabinet and assignment to top party post. Factions defended the interests of their
members appointed to key party or Cabinet posts, as they allowed the faction to have
access to power, and because the faction leader could and did improve his fortunes by
showing his ability to place men to key positions and to keep them there.

Two intraparty norms determined the appointment of LDP Dietmembers to
positions of power within the party and the national executive: the proportionality
norm and the seniority norm. The proportionality norm began during the late sixties
and early seventies, although Fukui traces it back to Ishibashi Tanzan’s tenure which
can be seen as an early example.*?! Under proportionality, Cabinet and top party posts
were distributed on a factional basis — where party posts further exhibited a separation
of powers between factions — with an eye towards rewarding the mainstream and
checking the anti-mainstream, and mending the rifts that a party presidential election
opens up.*?? In essence, proportionality was a response to the effects of periodic
infighting by the factions over the post of party president and Prime Minister, as well
as to the constant maneuvering that occurred in between two party presidential
elections. Instituted at a time when the LDP needed to provide a united front due to its
falling electoral support and diminishing Diet majority, the proportionality norm
allowed for all factions to be included in the Cabinet, effectively giving them a role in
policymaking and binding them to decisions made there.

The seniority norm was also established in the seventies, as a way of ordering
the progression of LDP Dietmembers through the rungs of power in the party and the
Diet.*?® This regularization of promotions within the party worked to give faction

leaders a stronger grip over its members, by putting the progression of their careers at
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the hands of these leaders. On the other hand, the faction members also gained
another measure for their loyalty to their faction’s leader, with the prospects for career
advancement beginning to figure into the perceptions of the strength and political
potential of faction leaders. The way in which seniority worked, is that faction leaders
made lists of members of appropriate seniority — determined by standing in the
faction and by how many elections one had won — and provided them to the
incoming Prime Minister as recommendations for Cabinet and party posts, from
which the PM made his choice, aiming to balance seniority, ability, and personal
taste.'?* Thus, an administration would be shaped based on how an incoming Prime
Minister sought to divide the spoils amongst the mainstream factions, placate the anti-
mainstream by giving them appropriate concessions, and drew upon the senior yet
able members of each faction proposed to him.

Besides these functions that were geared towards satisfying the needs of the
faction members, the faction served an ultimate function for its leader. For the leader,
the most important function of the faction was that it served as the definitive power
base for him to become party president and thus Prime Minister, as no one could
achieve either post without a faction backing them up.*?® A faction leader sought to
get as many members elected and keep them as incumbents because they formed his
power base within the party and the more numerous his power base was the better it
was for the faction leader. It can be observed that the faction leaders were in effect
building their own constituencies and recruiting their own voters, in the form of the
faction and its members. Furthermore, the factions exchanged the loyalty of the

members for the services provided by the leader in the form of endorsements, funds,
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and appointments, which translated into votes at the time of party presidential
elections.*?® Thus, the main reason why the provision of each function became a
benchmark in evaluating the political performance and future prospects of the faction
leader was because they were in effect payments to faction members for their votes
and their breakdown meant that the leader in question would be losing loyalty.

However, because a faction by itself was never enough to get a man elected
party president, they entered into coalitions to provide the necessary support for a
candidate, based on considerations of factional strength or political convenience.'?’
On the one hand, this created the mechanisms by which the factions divided into
mainstream and anti-mainstream groups, made claims to proportional distribution of
party and Cabinet posts, and retained their form and power. On the other hand, as
shall be discussed in the next section, this arrangement meant that any faction of
sufficient size could become kingmakers.

The final function that factions had a more political implication, as they
provided intraparty power balancing which prevented the rise of an intraparty
dictatorship which could have become — given LDP’s dominance — a national
strongman rule. Kono Ichird, who was a significant faction boss until his death in
1965, went onto the record in 1963 with his statement that the factions were a check
and balance mechanism on the power of the prime ministry.? Although his statement
should be approached with a certain level of caution, because Kono himself was a
faction boss and was playing the game of factional politics quite vigorously himself,

there is a fundamental truth that lies beneath it. As the factions were locked in a
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constant conflict for power, they prevented any other from emerging as an absolute
power and faction leaders were constantly wary of too much power being
concentrated into the hand of one man or one faction.'?° Thus, the factions created an
organically emerging mechanism for intraparty power balances, which was fueled by
their own conflict and concerns. Furthermore, this partially informed the rise of the
proportionality norm, which provided the type of checks on the concentration of

power in the prime ministry, the ruling faction, or the ruling coalition.

3.4 Powers of LDP’s factions
In terms of the powers that the LDP’s factions have wielded, especially during the
time of the party’s dominance, four sources of factional power can be discerned from
the existing literature. These four sources of factional power can be described as the
size of membership and kingmaker status, control of key posts and portfolios,
membership in the factional mainstream, and party structures co-opting faction
leaders. As can be seen, some of these sources of power are influenced by the
functions fulfilled and services delivered to members whilst others are a product of
factional and party politics.

As a faction leader worked to create a power base within the party for himself
— which relied on his delivery of endorsements, funds, and appointments — he
inevitably created a political machine that wielded power due to its sheer size. During
the period of LDP’s dominance, any faction which was able to control half the party’s
House of Representatives contingent — ranging from 140 to 150 Representatives — had

the chance to emerge as an absolute majority and dominate the factional number
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game.*® A faction that could reach this critical mass would be able to control both the
party and national politics, and it would be able to ignore other factions and solidify
its position as the ruling faction due to the lack of meaningful challengers. However,
no faction was ever able to reach this critical mass although some have been able to
come close to it — such as the faction of Prime Ministers Tanaka and Takeshita,
controlling 73 Representatives at its height in 1990 — which prevented factional
domination and allowed for ruling coalitions to emerge. Because these kingmaker
factions had sufficiently large numbers within their ranks, they were highly sought
after as allies during and after the party presidential elections, and by not putting up
candidates of their own and instead allying others, they became kingmakers.**! The
kingmaker factions, in effect, would be able to control who the next Prime Minister
would be and make demands on the incoming administration, since their support was
indispensable and could be retracted at any moment. The kingmaker faction would
exchange its votes for part of the winnings, having the ruling faction indebted to
itself.132 However, this did not mean that the kingmaker faction had an absolute
control over the state of politics under any single administration, since the ruling
faction needed to balance against all factions and would seek to rid itself of the
kingmaker when possible.

Another important implication of factions achieving critical — but not
dominant — mass in terms of membership size was what Bouissou has termed a
“dominant duo” — which were effectively kingmaker cartels — such as the Sato-Kishi

duo emerging in 1957 and the Tanaka-Ohira duo emerging after 1972.1% In such an
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arrangement, two factions of large size combined their votes in order to support one
another or a third candidate and became a kingmaker cartel. The absence of one or
both from a coalition would make it hard for an administration to successfully emerge
or to remain in power once if it did. However, this arrangement was fragile in itself
since it depended upon the wills and agreement of two factional leaders, and once
either was removed from the political landscape the kingmaker cartel would collapse.

A second source of power for factions was their control of key party and
Cabinet posts, which were filled by faction leaders themselves and members as well.
Writing in 1968, Leiserson ranks the importance of Cabinet and party posts as:

A: Prime Minister;

B: Finance Minister, party Secretary-General;

C: Trade and Industry Minister, Agriculture-Forestry Minister, Transportation

Minister, Construction Minister, party Executive Board chairman, party Policy

Board chairman;

D: Foreign Minister and Economic Planning Agency chief-when held by a

faction leader; Deputy Prime Minister, Cabinet Minister Without Portfolio,

party Vice President;

E: Foreign Minister and Economic Planning Agency chief-when not held by a

faction leader; Education Minister, Welfare Minister, Labor Minister, Defence

Agency chief, Justice Minister, Postal Minister, Interior Agency chief, 1958-

1960, Interior Minister, 1960-present.

F: Administrative Management Agency chief, Hokkaido Development Agency

chief, Science and Technology Agency chief, Prime Minister's Office chief,

1965-present, Interior Agency chief, beginning-1957.1%* (p. 778)

For the most of the period of LDP’s domination, this list can be seen holding
true and the key posts of the party and the Cabinet keeping these rankings, without
any upsets. However, in order to make this list more representative of the broader
period of LDP domination — and to correct a misrepresentation in the list — the
Foreign Minister can be placed into the B category, which would correct the list to

better reflect the importance of this ministry. The post of the Foreign Minister was a

highly visible and prestigious post, with many party leaders and later Prime Ministers
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going through this post in their careers. It was a post that allowed its occupant to
increase his own visibility and popularity both within the party and within the broader
Japanese electorate. Furthermore, as the global standing and involvement of Japan
grew so did the significance of this post, which was also one where the incumbent
minister had the ability to form international contacts, and to form and apply part of
his foreign policy vision. Thus, the most important posts here, which are the most
significant sources of power for their factional occupants, are those in the A, B, and C
categories. These are the most important and powerful posts, either due to their
political activity or visibility, or due to their ability to deliver pork to constituents and
funds to the factions that occupy them.

The posts of Prime Minister, party Secretary General, and chairmen of the
Executive Board and Policy Board (chairmen of the Executive Council and the Policy
Affairs Research Council (PARC) Deliberation Council) were posts that were
important largely for their political activity and visibility they brought. Control of
these posts meant control over national policy; party affairs, funds, and endorsements;
and party policy with added political visibility in the case of the Prime Minister and
the party Secretary General. Furthermore, because these posts occupied key avenues
of power both at the party and the national level, the ability of the occupants to enter
into networks of power and increase their access to political funding in the long-run.
In the case of the ministries found in these categories, the key source of power is their
access to political pork and networks, which would yield voted and funds for those
factional incumbents able to enter and exploit them in the long-run. The two
exceptions to these are the Finance and Foreign Ministers, whose power and
significance — in addition to pork and networking — came from their high visibility

and political involvement in national affairs. Overall, it can be seen that for a faction
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leader or member to occupy any post in the top three categories brought a measure of
power to the factions they belonged to by bringing in connections, voter prestige due
to pork distribution or political visibility and control of key lanes of political power
and policy formulation.

A third source of power for factions came from their membership in the
mainstream factional coalition, which partially connects with the first two sources of
power as well. On the one hand, membership in the factional coalition meant the
supply of votes to the ruling faction — which need not have happened at a kingmaker
level — which is a question of numbers. A faction that is in the mainstream had an
inside line to the centers of power within the party, as well as a flow of information in
both policy and electoral matters. These connections gave a faction in the mainstream
the power to influence policymaking, better react to political shifts, and show
increased preparedness in elections. Furthermore, having access to the centers of
power within the party meant an opportunity for the factions to forge connections
with interest groups and potential donors, meaning political returns in the long-run.
On the other hand, being a part of the mainstream meant taking part in the distribution
of rewards, meaning a higher likelihood of taking key Cabinet and party posts when a
new administration was formed, whose importance has been discussed before.
Besides these two paths to power, being part of the mainstream also allowed factions
to use threats of insubordination or outright revolt and defection from the mainstream
coalition to gain concessions from the ruling faction. This can be seen as the third
path to power that came from being a part of the factional mainstream, which comes
not from a positive application of the affiliation of a faction but rather from its
negative application. Given enough members among its ranks, the withdrawal of a

faction from the mainstream is as powerful a threat as any to an administration.
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The fourth and final source of factional power are the party structures which
co-opted factions and faction leaders aiming to keep them cooperative and also gave
them a direct say in policy matters. Three such structures can be pinpointed, that
allows the factions to have greater bearing on party affairs and policies, namely the
PARC Deliberation Council, the LDP’s Executive Council and the Leaders’ Meeting.
The PARC Deliberation Council is the body that vets and approves all decision taken
within the structure of the PARC itself, essentially approving or voting down the
policy proposals of LDP Dietmembers, and the factions are represented in the Council
by having members serve on it.}*® Having representatives on the PARC Deliberation
Council gave the factions an access point into the policymaking mechanisms of the
party by adding factional approval into the process in which policies moved through
the LDP. This also worked to mediate conflicting factional interests over policies
which emerged out of the structures of the PARC, by making their approval a
condition for the progress of policy initiatives. Furthermore, this gave the factions an
active voice in controlling the policies and policy directions of the LDP beginning at
the lowest executive level possible, by allowing them to give their input into the
policymaking processes of the party.

The Executive Council functions as the highest decision-making body of the
party in its daily political and legislative affairs, has at least one representative from
each faction and their influence here reflects on party positions on current and
continuing issues.'*® Being able to have a seat on the Executive Council of the LDP,
the factions were able to influence the day-to-day operations and policy positions of
the LDP in an active fashion at the highest executive level, continuing their influence

at the PARC Deliberation Council level. Here again, factional conflict is mediated
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because the passage of policy proposals and party stances is dependent upon the
consent of factions and necessitated their positions to be taken into account.

The Leaders’ Meeting, as the name suggests, is the meeting of the top party
heads and members nominated by the party president, whose are drawn from the
ruling faction and the mainstream coalition.'®” Thus, in a reversal of the situation in
the PARC Deliberation Council and the party Executive Council where factional
balancing is sought, the Leaders’ Meeting sought to bring the power of the
mainstream factions to bear on the affairs of the party. Furthermore, the power of the
Leaders’ Meeting to override the Executive Council and mission to represent the
interests of the mainstream by continuing the status quo of power division within the
party and keeping party divisions in check reinforced its position as a tool of the
mainstream.® In effect, the Leaders” Meeting became a tool for the mainstream
factions to enforce their own power over the party when necessary by breaking
through decisions made elsewhere that did not sit well politically. Furthermore,
because it allowed for the mainstream and anti-mainstream division to be continued,
the Leaders’ Meeting sought to preserve the power balances that undergirded an
administration. Overall, whereas the PARC Deliberation Council and party Executive
Council allowed all factions to influence LDP policymaking and policy stances at the
executive level, the Leaders’ Meeting had the opposite effect of allowing only the

mainstream factions executive level influence in the policy and politics of the party.
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CHAPTER 4

FACTIONS OF THE LDP AS ELITE ORGANIZATIONS

Having discussed the history, functions, and powers of the LDP’s factions during the
period of 1955 to 1993, this chapter will seek to describe factions as full-fledged
organizations for the political elites to differentiate themselves from one another. As
the existing literature makes clear, the factions are not described as having much if
any impact on policymaking within the LDP. Thus, this section will be running
counter to the dominant current which argues that the factions do not have any policy
significance and differentiation but are largely personalistic devices for leadership
votes and political services. The analysis here aims to move the discussion regarding
factions and factionalism in the LDP away from the political exchange approach that
is largely available in the existing cultural and functional-structural approaches. These
explanations ultimately, pushes factionalism into the position of a national exception
and assumes that political relationships and networks in Japan are simply built upon
an exchange between leaders and followers, in an environment that is apolitical with
regards to policy itself.

The approach employed here, in two parts, tackles the question of LDP’s
factions first through the evidence available in the existing literature on the policy
relevance and involvement of factions and second through the analytical toolkit
developed earlier, with particular recourse to Weber and Michels. The aim here is to
reconceptualize the factions of the LDP as bodies of elite organization in Japan, which
both participate in policymaking within the party and have policy inclinations of their
own, and are engaged in competition against one another for the posts of party

president and Prime Minister. Once the factions have been reconceptualized in this
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way, the path towards their placement into a circulation of elites analysis becomes
possible to pursue as they can now be understood as differentiated elite organizations

in competition over achieving national power.

4.1 Elite factions through the literature

The aim here is to analyze the existing literature — before building on it further
through the analytical toolkit — through an eye towards pinpointing the policy
connections that are to be found in LDP’s factions from an elite theory perspective.
The goal is to be able show that the existing literature itself does hold the key to
understanding the factions as organizations that do have certain policy related leaning,
functions, and differentiation which would allow for them to be understood as
competing elite organizations. In order to reach this goal, one part of the analysis
undertaken will be geared towards refuting the common perception to be found in the
existing literature about the apolitical nature of factions. It will be important to show
that these analyses leave gaps in our understanding by overemphasizing certain
aspects of Japanese politics, reducing others to insignificance or simplifications, and
invite more questions than they answer. Another part will be to demonstrate that the
LDP’s factions do have policy considerations within and serve policy related
functions. These can be subdivided into categories of impact of leaders, political
identity in factions, zoku in factions, policy discussions in factions, and factional

impact on national budgets for analytical expedience.

4.1.1 Problems with the existing conceptualization of factions
Although the existing discussion on the subject largely rules out the factions as policy

relevant structures, denying the existence of policy platforms and differences between
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factions, there are also numerous pieces of evidence contained within that also
support the reverse position. Writing on the subject, scholars such as Shinoda, Krauss
and Pekkanen, and Stockwin claim that although factions are not built on the basis of
ideology or policy, which remains a secondary concern — if it does at all — they do
“provide necessary alternatives for the leadership position” as Shinoda writes.**
They convey the general consensus that the factions of the LDP were geared more
towards surviving politically and reaching the highest offices of power and
influence in Japan, access to which did not necessitate any policy differentiation or
disposition. This approach not only turns the factions into “apolitical” structures but
in turn also forces the same categorization onto the prime ministry, because no man
is to achieve the position through a policy platform but simply through navigation of
the personalized political space of factions.

However, parts of the argumentation in the existing literature invites questions
which lead to the questioning of the “apolitical” nature of factions and factional
affiliation. How is it possible to claim that factions provided alternatives to one
another in party and national leadership, if there were no policy differences between
them but only personnel differences? If such differences did not exist, where would
the changing platforms and agendas of the LDP originate from? On the point of
political recruitment, would this mean that only similar thinking people are recruited
or that they are socialized into a certain pattern of thinking? Another question is how
could the factions, bulk of whose work is related to the constant and day-to-day
political affairs of the LDP could end up remaining apolitical? How can the electoral
structure explanation, where broad and personalistic bases of power are key, be a

panacea which answers all questions whilst it excludes bulk of factional work and

139 Shinoda, Leading Japan, 11; Krauss and Pekkanen, The Rise and Fall of Japan’s LDP, 109;
Stockwin, “Factionalism in Japanese Political Parties”, 169.
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functions from consideration? Furthermore, if Japan is to be understood as a
sophisticated democracy, what must the analyst make of the implication that the
voters are not sophisticated at all and vote for pork and benefits? In comparison, what
must be made of the observation that all politics, across the world, essentially involve
an exchange of votes for benefits but different parties still come out on top?

An analytical viewpoint which ties every such change to changing conditions
nationally and internationally or to political structures would end up arguing that the
Japanese politicians have no control over Japan’s direction and are simply managing
the ship amidst a multiplicity of wild currents. Furthermore, such an approach would
have the effect of reducing the goal of Japanese politics to survival both within and
without, obscuring the many inputs that define the national and international
landscapes of Japan. As can be seen, the existing literature invites a number of
questions — some directed at Japan as is and other directed to Japan in comparison
with the world — which chips away at the foundations of the claim that factions are
apolitical personalized political machines. Moreover, as McCubbins and Thies notes,
while it is a commonly accepted fact that the factions do not have policy bases — or
that they are of a catch-all or divided basis, mirroring the LDP itself — this has never
been put to a vigorous test, despite indicators that intraparty changes and circulation
are the sources of policy change under the LDP.*° Thus, to continue the perception of
apolitical factions is to use an analytical point that is oft cited but never truly proven,
at the very least not by a vigorous analysis that seeks clarify this particular point. In
addition, although this position is backed up by numerous scholars, many are only

repeating the point made by earlier by others.

140 McCubbins and Thies, “As a Matter of Factions: The Budgetary Implications of Shifting Factional
Control in Japan’s LDP”, 295, 299.
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4.1.2 The leader factor in factional policy affiliation

As previously discussed, as much as the factions made the leaders, the leaders made
the factions into what they were, by providing leadership, funding, endorsements, and
appointments. Furthermore, the faction leaders were also engaged in recruiting new
members to their own factions and to the party, as they labored to get the necessary
votes to become party president and Prime Minister. The point of recruitment
constitutes the first instance in which the faction leader has the power to and a choice
in imparting his political leanings and outlook onto the rest of the faction. As
McCubbins and Thies point out, since the faction leader is involved with the
recruitment of new members so intimately — as new members cannot be taken in
without the blessing of the leader — he has the power to ensure that the person being
recruited is of the proper political material.**! Moreover, even in a condition where
the faction member does not join or is let in expressly on grounds of policy or
political disposition, policy coherence could be induced after a Dietmember joined a
faction.!#? Given that a faction has to be stable enough to be lead and cohesive enough
to be relied upon in leadership elections and political dealings, there is a premium
placed on recruiting members whose political outlook fits that of the leader in
particular and the faction in general. Furthermore, in an arrangement where the leader
seeks to obtain and maintain the loyalty of the members of his faction for as long as
possible, having people with whom a less contractual relation can be established
emerges as another way of gaining their loyalty. A leader that is able to gain a

following composed of Dietmembers whose policy preferences and political outlooks

141 McCubbins and Thies, “As a Matter of Factions: The Budgetary Implications of Shifting Factional
Control in Japan’s LDP”, 318.
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is bound to find it easier to secure their loyalty, as long as he does not betray the
commonly shared ideas and leanings.

Apart from their ability to set the tone of factional policy preferences and
political outlook at the time of recruiting members, the leaders also have the ability to
impart their own visions to their faction through their daily contacts with members
and exercise of leadership over the faction. On the one hand, Thayer has observed that
this occurs as each leader imparts a certain “flavor” to their faction which remains at
the level of policies rather than at ideologies.**® In effect, the factions go through
differentiation in terms of policy preferences and political outlooks through
socialization, which takes place through continued leader-member relations on a daily
basis. This differentiation is constrained within the broader conservative ideological
outlook of the party, which is ultimately that of the broader political elites, in which
the factions operate as organizations for competing groups of elites. Ultimately, what
emerges is a faction that has a certain political leaning, which can be easily identified
with that of the leader, and can act as a relevant policy actor. However, it should also
be noted that at the end of the process of differentiation and socialization, the policy
preferences of the leader and the faction he led were nearly indistinguishable from
one another, as they shaped and were shaped by each other. To talk about the agenda
or policy preferences of the faction in turn became equal to talking about the agenda
or policy preferences of the leader — or the Prime Minister — and vice versa.

On the other hand, Bouissou has written that ““all faction leaders have some
preferred policies. In order to advance these policies, the faction leaders want to build
the strongest possible habatsu” (emphasis in original).}** Thus, Bouissou has

reconceptualized factional size as a tool with uses beyond party politics and party

143 Thayer, How the Conservatives Rule Japan, 46-47.
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presidential elections, with an impact on policymaking as directed by the leader which
controls the votes and personal energies under his command. However, it is important
to note that — even with the reinforcement coming from the fulfilment of a faction’s
functions to its members — a leader will not necessarily be able to sway his factional
followings to his side, if they do not share is political positions. In effect, when the
leader seeks to build the strongest faction possible to support the pursuit of his
preferred policies, there must be an agreement with his factional following that these
policies should at least have some factional consensus behind them. These must be the
preferred policies of the faction, as much as that of the leader, if they are to find
adequate support from the faction. In this manner, a leader who can impart his policy
preferences and political outlook on his faction — which will translate into both loyalty
to the leader and to support for his particular choices in policy — can then use the
faction as a tool to pursue such policies both when in and out of power.

Of the factions which existed between 1955 and 1993, observations can be
made, showing how they have been differentiated from one another on policy matters,
based on the personal leanings the leaders and recruitment patterns of the members. It
should once again be noted here, these factions have ultimately stayed within the
conservative camp and that an analysis of their policy differentiations would not
necessarily place them on a left-right scale, which Bouissou notes as lacking scientific
evidence to do in any concrete manner.1*> However, other classifications can be made
exploring the relative positions of factions to each other within the conservative
spectrum that appears as occupying a space from the center to the far-right. These
classifications include the pursuit of dovish or hawkish politics; being part of the

Yoshida School or the Revisionists; and having an ex-bureaucrat or pure politician

145 Bouissou, “Party factions and the politics of coalition: Japanese politics under the ‘system of 1955°”,
584.

88



leader and makeup, amongst others. In some factions, policy patterns were kept intact
between leaders whilst in others priorities shifted in between leaders which — if the
leader became party president and Prime Minister — had a chance to influence national
politics.

One important factional lineage is the Kéchikai (7=#123/Broad Pond Society)

faction, whose leadership includes Ikeda Hayato (PM, 1960-1964), Maeo Shigesaburo,
Ohira Masayoshi (PM, 1978-1980), Suzuki Zenko (PM, 1980-1982), and Miyazawa
Kiichi (PM, 1991-1993) — all of whom except for Maeo have become Prime Ministers
— was a largely ex-bureaucrat dominated faction that is part of the so-called
“conservative mainstream”, with a particular focus on financial affairs.}*® The name

of the faction was drawn from a Han dynasty Chinese poem by Ma Rong, and was
given to the faction by scholar and power broker Yasuoka Masahiro, which also made

a wordplay on Ikeda’s name as both included the same character #f. meaning pond.'4’

Thus, the faction name served to subtly denote its founding leader, which was carried
on as the name of the faction persisted, and gave the faction itself an air of distinction
as the name was drawn from Chinese poetry and invoked a certain poetic imagery. All
leaders of the Kochikai — except Prime Minister Suzuki whose background was in
fisheries administration — had once worked as bureaucrats in the Ministry of Finance
(MoF) and later also served as Ministers of Finance. The faction enjoyed a
bureaucratic certainty in its leadership successions, with conflicts and breakdowns

being rare, and had a pool of expertise that it could always rely on, especially in

146 Thayer, How the Conservatives Rule Japan, 46; Thayer, “The Election of a Japanese Prime
Minister”, 477; Bouissou, ‘“Party factions and the politics of coalition: Japanese politics under the
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504.
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financial matters. Here, Ikeda’s “income-doubling plan” for the sixties was an
important manifestation of the factional leanings towards financial policies. Moreover,
men like Ikeda and Suzuki had their administrations geared towards the calming of
factional and electoral tensions which had erupted before them, with Ohira being the
exception as Suzuki had emerged to the challenge of sedating the conflict his tenure
had left behind. Moreover, the Kochikai can be seen as a part of the Yoshida school,
since the revision of the postwar order did not emerge as an important policy issue
and the status quo — such as close relations with the US and commitment to the Peace
Constitution — was kept and economic policy remained the top concern.4®

A second factional lineage, which was part of the conservative mainstream,
was that of Prime Minister Sato Eisaku (PM, 1964-1972), succeeded by Tanaka
Kakuei (PM, 1972-1974), Takeshita Noboru (PM, 1987-1989), and Obuchi Keizo
(PM, 1998-2000), initially named the Shiizankai (J&111<%/Sud Mountain Group), and
changing to Mokuyokurabu (AW~ < 7' [Thursday Club) under Tanaka (1972), and
to Keiseikai (% ff:2>/Economics and Society Group) under Takeshita (1985).14° Each
name reflected the particular sensibilities of the leader. Shiizankai made reference to
Satd’s own roots in feudal Japan as his hometown of Tabuse was located in the Sud
province (J& [ [E/Sud no kuni) which used the same character J&, denoting the leader
of the faction and his origins as the descendant of Choshti men who made modern
Japan. Mokuyokurabu reused an older name of the Sato faction, allowing Tanaka —

whose rise was a contentious affair — to legitimate himself by drawing upon the roots

of the faction which he led. Keiseikai combined two important political ideas that

148 Zakowski, “Kochikai of the Japanese Liberal Democratic Party and Its Evolution After the Cold
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Takeshita pursued, social rebuilding and economic reform — in the form of the tax
reform — and placed the new emphases of the faction onto the name itself.

All four men served as Prime Minister, with Obuchi being the exception here
as he was in the post after 1993 which effectively puts him beyond the scope of
analysis here. Of the other three leaders, Satd was a bureaucrat, Tanaka was a
businessman, Takeshita was a teacher before starting their political careers in the LDP
and each men had different policy dispositions from one another. Sato won the return
of Okinawa to Japanese sovereignty in 1971 and normalized relations with Korea in
1965, Tanaka focused on normalization of relations with China in 1972 and the
proposed “remodeling of the Japanese archipelago”, and Takeshita’s accomplishment
was the successful passage of Japan’s first consumption tax in 1988. Respectively,
Sat6 was a political jack-of-all-trades, Tanaka had ties to the construction industry
and brought both political pork and money politics into the mainstream, and Takeshita
was a political powerhouse, which reflected in their tenures as well. It is interesting to
note that this factional lineage has acted as a powerhouse that has had members whose
expertise could stretch to many subjects, which reflected both the political disposition
of its founder Satd and mimicked the development of the LDP into a catch-all party. It
should also be noted that, all three men were part of the Yoshida School, in that they
did not seek to redraw the postwar settlement, although Satd and Tanaka did work to
improve its conditions by return of territory and opening relations with China.

The third factional lineage which was a part of the conservative mainstream

was the Tokakai (-+ H 23/Ten Days Group) originally headed by the hawkish Kishi

Nobusuke (PM, 1957-1960), who was succeeded by Fukuda Takeo (PM, 1976-1978)

who renamed the faction to Seiwakai (J& fl<3/Seiwa Group), Abe Shintaro, and
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Mitsuzuka Hiroshi.'*® The name Tokakai most likely reflected the founding or
meeting date of the faction, whereas the name Seiwakai — which combined the

characters for purity 7% and peace Fi — reflected the Japan-centric nationalism of the

faction, gave it the imagery of political cleanliness, and referenced springtime which
could have been taken as a nod towards the goal of restoring Japan to its glory after
World War Il (WWII) that the faction held dear. In this faction, only Kishi and
Fukuda were able to become Prime Ministers, as both Abe and Mitsuzuka were
unable to achieve this feat, Abe being barred due to the taint of the Recruit Scandal
and Mitsuzuka due to LDP’s 1993 electoral loss. Moreover, in Abe’s case his death
ultimately ended what might have been a career crowned with prime ministerial
tenure. As stated, Kishi was a foreign policy hawk, a pure politician, and a member of
the Revisionists, whose greatest crowning achievement towards the unmaking of the
postwar settlement came with the 1960 revision of the US-Japan Security Treaty
towards a more equitable position. Fukuda himself was an ex-bureaucrat from the
MoF and a foreign policy hawk like Kishi, although tempered by the changing events
such as the Japan-China normalization process. Abe was a reporter before joining the
LDP and Mitsuzuka was a pure politican who was part of the transportation zoku
whilst in the LDP. It can be seen that the Sato and Kishi lineages — which had close
ties as their leaders were brothers — had one key similarity and one key difference
between them. On the one hand, both factions had the tendency to include men whose
backgrounds and areas of interest and expertise were diverse, which reflected onto the
faction itself. On the other hand, whilst the Satd lineage was a part of the Yoshida

School, the Kishi lineage consisted of Revisionists.
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Another important factional lineage was that of Kono faction, initially called
the Daiichi Kokusei Kenkyiikai (First National Policy Study Group) or the Shunjiikai

(FFK 2 /Spring and Autumn Society).?! The Shunjikai originally had a focus on

agricultural policy under Kono Ichiro and later when Nakasone Yasuhiro (PM, 1982-
1987) took over as faction leader in 1965 — and its name became Seisaku Kagaku

Kenkyiijo (BURBL=AHF 2T/ Policy Science Institute) — and Nakasone pursued more

“hawkish” foreign policy goals.?® The names reflected the different directions of the
faction under its two major leaders. The name Shunjitkai drew upon the rice
cultivation seasons of Japan, in spring and autumn of the year, and Kono’s
connections with agricultural interests. In contrast, the name Seisaku Kagaku
Kenkyiijo reflected Nakasone’s deep involvement with policy matter across the
spectrum, and the factions expanding scope as it became involved with more than just
agricultural issues. Both Kono and Nakasone were professional politicians and both
came from outside the conservative mainstream, but only Nakasone and his lieutenant
Uno Sosuke (PM, 1989) were able to become Prime Ministers.'®® Both men brought
their particular outlooks to bear onto the faction, with Nakasone especially being
vocal about pursuing a more active foreign policy and revising the Peace Constitution
to allow the remilitarization of Japan during his tenure as Prime Minister. As can be
seen, Nakasone particularly was a member of the Revisionist group that sought to
revise to postwar political and international situation of Japan by undoing status quo

which had emerged during the Occupation.
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Ono Bamboku led another one of the early LDP factions of considerable

importance, called the Hakuseikai (FH Bz /White Politics Group) or the Bokuseikai
(F2Erzx/Harmonious Politics Group). On the one hand, these two names called upon

the image of clean and peaceful politic, which were political watchwords during
Ono’s time in politics, especially during Kishi’s turbulent tenure. On the other hand,
especially the name Bokuseikai made reference to Ono’s name, with which it shared

the character [, which made the immediate connection between faction and leader.

Ono was a professional politician — whose career went back to the prewar period —
and his involvement with politics, especially as a faction leader, stressed personal ties
as Kono has described it.*** Although Ono’s faction — and his tenure — is not noted for
any particular policy dispositions, his personal approach to politics can be seen
reflected in the way he managed factions. Being of a prewar make, Ono’s approach to
politics was geared towards a more leader-follower type — which can be seen fitting in
greatly with the existing cultural explanations for factionalism — and the way he
handled his faction reflected his overall political style.

A final important factional lineage which can be discussed is the Seisaku

Kenkyitkai (BCR #7222 /Policy Study Group) headed by Miki Takeo (PM, 1974-

1976), which came from outside the conservative mainstream and had an interest and
engagement in policy and ideological matters from its inception.'® Nicknamed “Mr.
Clean” for his clean political record, Miki constantly called for party reform, which
included calling for the dissolution of the factional system and measures against

money politics.'>® Furthermore, Miki had been active in policymaking since his entry
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to politics in the Imperial Diet as an independent in 1937, being a vocal voice for
items such as cleaner, rationalized, and qualified politics in Japan and peaceful
relations with the US. This predisposition of Miki in turn informed the functioning of
his own faction within the LDP, as a group who also had a similar interest in being
active policy actors. This was reflected in the name of the faction Seisaku Kenkyiikai
as well, which emphasized the policy involvement of the faction. Later, Miki was
succeeded by Komoto Toshio in 1976, who renamed the faction to Bancho Seisaku

Kenkyiijo (FMTBCR A 22 FT/Bancho Policy Research Institute) of which Prime

Minister Kaifu Toshiki (PM, 1989-1991) was a member. The name change continued
the original commitment to policy matters that this faction had from its inception, but
also signaled a shift from politics of principle to politics of application, with the word
“bancho” (FHT) meaning community signifying this expansion.

Overall, it can be seen that the faction leaders had an immediate impact on the
way in which their factions operated on a daily basis, became involved in policy
issues, could be identified as having policy preferences, and the type of leadership
which would potentially succeed them. The process of differentiation took allowed for
a diversity of factional lineages to emerge. Some factions had a catch-all nature —
similar to that of the LDP — which meant that the successive leaders brought different
policy preferences, and the faction was able to handle such changes because it housed
men of different leanings who could still be united behind singular goals, as they
shared political outlooks. In some factions, leadership lineages could remain much
more constant, with shared backgrounds, policy interests, and political outlooks
linking succeeding leaders together. Finally, factions could also see a shift between
one position and the other, where succession between pure politician leaders of

outstanding character pushed the factional policy priorities in a different route.
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4.1.3 Factions as sources of political identity and solidarity
The recruitment process, in which faction leaders could enforce unity in policy
preferences and political outlooks within their respective factions, by virtue of their
control over the recruitment, was not a single-sided process dependent solely on the
leader. Whilst the faction leaders were able to manage the recruitment process in a
way so that they could ensure that members shared their policy and political views,
the members could also choose a faction that fit their existing policy predispositions.
After all, the process of being recruited — or inducted — into a faction was not simply a
process of finding a willing sponsor within the LDP and dedicating one’s loyalty in
order to collect the benefits which came from it. Joining a faction also meant that the
person in question was seeking to — and willing to — wear the faction label that is
associated with the faction and its leader, which allowed a given candidate to
distinguish themselves from other LDP candidates competing in the same electoral
district.t>

To be associated with different factional groupings, although claimed to be not
entirely distinguishable to the voters on the ground, did provide for differentiation of
Dietmembers in a significantly visible way that the media and the voters could
identify.'®® Once a Dietmember — or candidate — joined a faction, the people that
would support a candidate on the ground changed depending on which faction they
joined. This meant that the voters could associate a particular LDP Dietmember in
their district with a specific set of prominent politicians, their preferred policies, and
political records. This kind of information was widely available in the media, since

faction leaders and lieutenants tended to be highly visible and influential figures that
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were on the news regularly, and the voters had access to this information. Thus, to be
a member of a faction such as the Kochikai of Ikeda or the Tokakai of Kishi, would
associate a Dietmember with being a part of the Yoshida School or the Revisionists.
The voters would be able to judge the policy focuses and inclinations of the LDP
Dietmember — or candidate — before them on key matters such as economics,
diplomacy, and welfare, by making use of their factional credentials.

Furthermore, from interviews with LDP Dietmembers Sakata Michita and
Kurogane Yasumi, Thayer also reported that, factions do have political differences
amongst themselves with members banding together not simply because of
expedience and benefits, but also due to similarities in thinking.*>® Thus, whilst the
choice of faction reflected the choice of factional identity that a given a candidate
Dietmember sought to have and an incumbent did have, it also brought people of a
similar political outlook together. In effect, the faction helped create a shared political
identity for its members, at the level of policies with conservatism serving as the
broader ideology, which in turn fostered solidarity between them by allowing them to
interact and commit to the same cause. A Dietmember that became a part of a faction,
in which the members had a commonly shared political outlook and policy
dispositions, could ultimately rely on these fellow members to form a united block
during policy discussions within the party.

In sum, what can be discerned here is that factional membership entailed two
processes that connected to the politicization of factions and members, as factions
brought LDP Dietmembers of similar dispositions together within a single
organization. The act of joining into an organization which brought Dietmembers

together and combined their energies for political and electoral purposes, led to the
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emergence of both factional labels in politics and solidarity between like-minded
politicians. The former meant that the Dietmembers were able to show to the voters
their political credentials and policy inclinations, by making an appeal to their
factional identity. Whilst the latter meant that factions were organizations of
politicians that were of a similar make and could act in solidarity when intraparty

discussions and conflicts over policy emerged.

4.1.4 Factions and the zoku connection
Another way in which the factions demonstrated involvement in policy issues was

through the existence of zoku politicians in their ranks. Called zoku (/%) or zoku giin

(%% B) alternatively, the term zoku itself means “tribe” and in the context of politics

it is used to identify “policy tribes” and politicians who are members of such groups.
These zoku groups and politicians can be found in a number of different policy areas,
such as taxation, construction, education, and defense, and have connections to both
the bureaucracy and interest groups in their area. As such, the zoku had policy
expertise and networks which made them influential actors, and were involved in
matters of both policy and pork barrel politics. As zoku politicians were policy
specialists, with the power, influence, and expertise to dominate policymaking within
the LDP, their membership in factions increased the factional involvement in
policymaking. Leduc finds that factions supported the emergence of the zoku
politicians, in a move that would both provide the means of receiving funding from
interest groups by providing them with lobbying outlets and create networks with key

industrial and social groups by giving them entry points into national policymaking.'®°
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As such, the emergence of zoku politicians within the factional framework of LDP’s
party politics had two effects on the policy and political involvement of the factions.

On the one hand, factions inevitably became policy actors themselves, as they
came to command the energies of zoku politicians and responded to requests from
interest groups that they had come to forge ties with. A faction could come to forge
ties with key sectors of the Japanese economy — where ties to big business were
already a given due to their donor status — and boast of ties to agriculture, fisheries,
transportation, or healthcare associations. This generated increased political
sensitivity on the part of the factions, who needed to look out for these connections
and their interests — in a relationship where support within the party and the Diet
translated into electoral support — resulting in the factions becoming more conscious
of and involved in policymaking. On the other hand, factions could now demonstrate
greater knowledge of and control over policymaking within the party, leveraging their
control of the zoku politicians within their ranks. Since the zoku politicians became
experts, with ties to both relevant interest groups outside politics and to the
bureaucracy — in their given fields, they became key actors who could push a policy to
success, bend its direction to their needs, or sink it in the PARC, effectively dropping
it from the agenda as in the case of Nakasone’s education reform.

However, it should be noted that although the emergence of the zoku within
factions increased the sensitivity of factions to policymaking, as well as their
involvement with it, this did not mean that factions were now organizations that fully
specialized in certain policy areas. Although the factions could certainly have become
such specialist units in relation to policymaking, this kind an evolutionary change did
not emerge. Instead, most factions remained in a form which Prime Minister Tanaka —

although particularly in relation to his own faction — had once described as a “general
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hospital” because of the existence of experts and fixers in all policy areas within its
ranks.®! Thus, the zoku politicians did not cause the faction to shift its focus onto
particular political issues, depending on which type of specialist(s) were dominant in
the given faction. Instead, their membership in the faction served to elevate the
powers of the factions to become more involved and significant actors in
policymaking, and allowed faction leaders to leverage their expertise and power as
bargaining chips in policymaking.

On a related point, the emergence of zoku politicians did not mean that cracks
emerged in the policy leaning of a particular faction because there were now
specialists within their ranks, who could push policies and goals of their own as
opposed to what united all the members. Although such a situation could have
emerged, given that a faction with members focusing on different policy areas and
possessing different approaches can reasonably be expected to suffer under the
diverging pulls exerted by the specialist zoku politicians, such a tendency did not
emerge. The key force that kept such a tendency down was seniority.

On the one hand, seniority was a key factor in determining the level of policy
specialization of Dietmembers, with the two factors correlating to one another.%? This
meant that zoku politicians were senior members of the party and the faction, which
limited the number of truly powerful zoku, and made it likelier that these were faction
leaders and lieutenants themselves. In this way, the impact of seniority on the
emergence of zoku politicians ensured that what emerged from such specialization
was not so widespread that it would create a plurality of voices and directions within
the faction. Instead, the true specialists of their areas were the men who led and

shaped their factions, such as Prime Minister Ikeda who excelled in economics, or
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those men that had a stake in the continued unity of the faction since they intended to
inherit it once the existing leader had stepped away from politics. On the other hand,
seniority as a party norm effectively punished rebellions from the ranks of factions, by
equating factional loyalty with rising up within the party, which ultimately combining
with the factional control over distribution of posts discouraged factional disloyalty.
This meant that any politician who could call themselves zoku still had more pressure
to stay loyal to his faction unless they risked their party careers to become lackluster.
Taken together, it can be seen that the emergence of the zoku politicians within
the factional system and their membership to factions increased the level of policy
involvement and relevance of the factions. Zoku politicians necessitated factions to
become more responsive to policy matters, for the sake of the interest groups which
forged connections and provided support, whilst also giving factions leverage in the
policymaking process. Furthermore, the zoku politicians increased the range of issues
with which factions and faction leaders could effectively become involved with, as

their expertise and influence could be called upon by the faction.

4.1.5 Factions as policy discussion forums

Moving away from the human aspect of policy involvement in factions, another way
in which factions become involved with policymaking can be found in the functional
form they took on, as organizations that assembled politicians. By virtue of the role
they play in bringing politicians together, as well as their provision of actual meeting
places in the form of offices or official meeting and gatherings, factions created the
setting for Dietmembers to get together and discuss policy actively and openly,

serving as “units of intra-party communication”, although the leader remained the
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ultimate decision-maker.®3 Factions combined a degree of privacy — which on a
higher level became “backroom politics” — along with a group of people whose policy
positions are closely related to one another. Thus, members could discuss policy
amongst themselves without turning it into a public debacle and the LDP could reach
settlements on policy positions or formulations within itself. This would then make it
easier for the party to present a united front to the public and the LDP, having cleared
policy discussions within itself beforehand.

Yet, it should be noted that the faction leaders had the power to override any
discussions and conclusions emerging from such private discussions among faction
members. However, this should not be taken to mean that faction leaders tended to
allow such discussion to proceed without question and then brought down their own
decisions to bear down despite what the members have come to think. Although such
an action would not have been barred, it would have both run counter to the logic of
factional leadership — which necessitates constant control over the affairs of a faction
—and might have introduced tensions in the faction itself. Thus, a faction leader was
likelier to be a part of the discussion, actively participating in and directing it, and in
the end casting the decisive vote.

Ultimately, what can be seen is that the factions not only have policy positions
of their own and exist as organizations for like-minded politicians to assemble, but
that they also facilitate intraparty discussions on policy within the LDP. Although this
is @ managed discussion, privy and open to the faction members but ultimately under
the guidance of the leader, it does foster policy discussions within the LDP and brings

the factions closer into policymaking.
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4.1.6 Analysis of factional impact on the national budget
A final demonstration of factional involvement in politics which can be discerned
from the existing literature can be found in a study done by McCubbins and Thies,
analyzing the impact of factional coalitions in the making of the national budget. The
budget is the key piece of legislation that any administration must pass, if it is to be
able to get anything accomplished, which makes it an important indicator of policy
involvement for any faction to have an influence on its contents. Although party-line
voting on the budget is the norm in the Diet, the LDP first reaches a compromise on
the budget through intraparty discussions and then pursues solidarity in the Diet
vote.'®* Thus, the budget is not a piece of legislation that the ruling faction or the
factional coalition formulates and then pushes onto the rest of the party, offering
positive incentives and threatening punishment to bring the factions into line. On the
contrary, the budget is a piece of legislation that is the product of factional politics
and the factions actively participate in its making, which makes Diet voting an easier
affair for the administration although incentives and punishments are available to
ensure total adherence.

In analyzing the different budgets between 1956 and 1984, McCubbins and
Thies reach the conclusion that the inclusion of different factions in the mainstream
does have an impact on the content and nature of policy in LDP administrations,
which is reflected on the national budget.'®® Their analysis focuses on a list of budget
items, which are categorized as “pork”™, “public goods”, and “semi-public goods” and

they find that pork items are least affected, followed by semi-public goods and public
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goods respectively in increasing degrees.®® These results are important, in that they
show that the impact of the factions on the budget is not a red herring in analysis. An
increase largely in spending that would be considered pork and constituency services
would not mean that factions have an impact on policy but rather that they seek to
maximize the money being channel to their voters to increase their chances at
reelection. The fact that these spending items are not heavily affected shows that pork
was not a point of haggling when the budget was formulated and that the factional
impact on the budget came from other sources. As such, with the bulk of the spending
changes happen in items considered to be public or semi-public goods, it can be seen
that policy considerations come into play when faction begin their discussions over
formulation of the budget. This leads to the point that the factions that are involved
with the making of the budget have policy preferences of their own and that they
bring these preferences to bear down on the way in which spending is configured for
the next fiscal year. In particular, McCubbins and Thies found that the Kishi faction
increases spending, Kono and Miki factions cut spending, and the Ikeda faction does
not have a significant impact.'®” Each of these factions can be observed as having an
impact in the way that the national budget of Japan is formulated, applying
inflationary or deflationary pressures, or choosing to maintain the status quo.
Ultimately, what can be seen is that each of these factions have had an impact on the
budget, which corresponded to their policy preferences.

In conclusion, what can be seen is that on the one hand, factions do have
particular policy preferences and political outlooks, which the leaders impart, the

members partake in and find solidarity through, and they allow policy discussions to
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take place. On the other hand, these policy preferences and political outlooks do not
remain on the paper, and have a significant impact on policymaking that goes on
within the LDP, one reflection of which is the national budget. Thus, the factions can
be seen as politically differentiated groups of LDP Dietmembers, whose preferences
in policy and politics are actually translated into differences between administration
and how Japan is governed once they are in power as the ruling faction or as part of

the ruling coalition.

4.2 Elite factions through the analytical toolkit

Having demonstrated that LDP’s factions were involved with policy both actively and
passively, which translated into factional differentiation, through an analysis of the
existing literature, the discussion will now turn towards an elite analysis of factions.
The first aim here, is to demonstrate that the factions can be understood as
organizations with their own forms of authority and power, which can be understood
in universalistic — as opposed to exceptionalist particularistic — terms. The second aim
is to demonstrate that the factions, between whom there exist policy differentiation
and a competition for power, can be understood as elite organizations.

In addressing the question of understanding the factions as organizations
where power and authority can be understood in objective and comparable terms the
categories of authority which Weber has put forward form the analytical metric. In
analysis, it can be seen that the factions of the LDP showcase a mixture of the three
pure types, which can be analyzed separately in comparison to the ideal types which
have been proposed earlier. With regards to legal authority, factions of the LDP can
be seen satisfying two conditions: high institutionalization and a hierarchy of

authority. LDP’s factions, especially since the sixties, had become much more
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institutionalized and boasted offices, secretaries, routine meetings, and even summer
camps that gave the factions a much more tangible form. The faction took on the form
of an organization unto itself, although it should be noted that they did not achieve the
level of autonomy that the broader party had, but did become easier to identify, reach,
and — for the leaders — lead. Alongside institutionalization, the factions also
rationalized their internal hierarchies, as the leader-dominated group came to possess
a leading clique with the leader, his lieutenants, and rest of the membership being
placed in a hierarchy. Moreover, the solidarity norm helped the factions to solidify
their internal hierarchies based upon objective criteria such as the number of times
elected, which entailed the accumulation political expertise and the networks which
would allow higher ranking members to help fulfill the functions of the faction.

In terms of traditional authority, the factions satisfy both aspects of the ideal
type put forward here and what Weber had termed the “estate system”. On the side of
the ideal type proposed here, the factions can be seen fulfilling the conditions of not
having codified but traditionally defined rules and the governance of inheritance by
tradition. Although the factions were expected by their leaders and members to fulfill
certain functions — which have previously been discussed as part of the cultural
explanations — these were not codified but were known to all Dietmembers.
Furthermore, norms such as proportionality or seniority were not codified, yet all of
the LDP’s Diet contingent expected these to be followed, and judged both their
faction and party leaders for their proper fulfillment of these norms because they
constituted part of the LDP’s internal traditional authority.

The governance of factional inheritance was another uncodified norm within
the party; however, it followed the structures of traditional authority. This happened

as the factional succession process devolved into a contest between faction lieutenants,
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each seeking to prove their ability to provide the traditionally defined functions of the
faction and its leader. On the side of the “estate system”, Weber identifies this as a
system of traditional authority where the lieutenants of the boss are not indentured
servants but men of prominence themselves, whose positions cannot be taken away
easily and have a degree of autonomy.'® The faction closely imitated this, with the
faction leader at the top, surrounded by politicians who had their own expertise,
connections, and at times sub-factional followings of their own that owed allegiance
to the leader. These lieutenants could not be easily displaced by the leader due to the
power they had on their own right and could operate with a certain autonomy,
investing in the future contingency of their own leadership bid.

Finally, when compared to the ideal type on charismatic authority, the faction
can be seen fulfilling a number of conditions. First, the factions had organizational
divisions between leaders, leadership groups, and the masses of followers. The leader
remained the ultimate wielder and arbiter of power within the faction, not only
defining the political identity of the faction but also choosing who to propose for posts
and what policy commitments would be made. The lieutenants helped keep the
faction in line with the position of the leader and formed the insider group around him
that bolstered his rule. Second, the factions tended to exhibit strong cohesion and
political identity which were largely sourced from the leader who imparted their own
political positions onto the faction and kept them together. Such a leader-centric
approach eventually led both to faction being able to swing into line with the policy
choices of different leaders and their tendency to collapse when succession crises
emerged. Third and finally, the faction members judged their leaders on their ability

to turn the promise of their charisma into reality. Leaders such as Ono Bamboku
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could not have retained their factional followings, had their personalized charismatic
leadership had not been met by their ability to provide the functions expected of them
as function leaders. As it can be seen, the factions did operate on premises that could
be understood in terms that are universal and comparable, with their authority and
power explainable through Weberian categories.

Turning towards the second question of understanding factions as elite
organizations the works of Michels and Mosca form the analytical metric by which
the LDP’s factions will be analyzed, as they provide the theoretical foundations for
the emergence and formation of factionalism within political parties. Beginning with
Michels, the first observation that can be made is that in his terms, factions — by virtue
of being organization of politicians, or rather further organizations of politicians
within the organization of the political party — are manifestations of the tendency
towards oligarchy. Thus, the LDP, which already occupies the central position in the
political ruling class of Japan — having had a near complete control on power since
1955 — can be seen as having created sub-organizations into which the political elites
have sorted themselves.

Furthermore, the emergence of the factions both fits in with the developments
which Gilani has identified in Michels’ work which are necessary in order for factions
to emerge, that can be found in the case of the LDP’s factions. To recall, for an
oligarchy to emerge within party organizations, the party has to achieve ideological
rigidity, be transformed into a catch-all status, and become self-seeking.®® On
satisfying the conditions for an oligarchy to emerge, it can be found that the LDP
satisfies all the conditions that emerges from Mosca’s work. First, the party had

achieved ideological rigidity with conservatism being the core ideology that brought
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all the politicians into the LDP and united the factions, whose differences occurred at
the policy level rather than at the ideological level. Second, the LDP had also become
a catch-all party, which came about as it responded to changes in the Japanese
electorate and its demands, and the pressures from the international system. This was
a development that had the potential of reflecting in the factions as well, for which the
Sato lineage is an important example. Third and finally, the LDP had to become self-
seeking, which came about as the party — through the factions — worked to secure
elections and keep its place in power.

Once the conditions were ripe for an oligarchy to emerge, the oligarchy that
emerged had to perform as a managerial or ruling class within the party, with leaders
distinguished from the mass of party members with their political power, expertise,
and connections, and could then gain personal followings and become independent
actors.’® These developments can be observed in the factions of the LDP, as they
developed and became entrenched within the party. First, it can be observed that the
factions turned into ruling classes and the faction leaders performed managerial duties
within the party, co-opting the functions of the party for themselves. On the former
point, whilst a single faction emerged as the ruling faction by having its leader elected
as Prime Minister and — hopefully — members placed into key party and Cabinet posts,
a factional coalition became a ruling class within the party by forming the factional
mainstream. On the latter, the functions of the factions which have been discussed
previously each co-opted and took over a function of the party itself, instead
empowering the factional leaders as managers of the affairs of the party in securing
endorsements, distributing posts, and providing funds to LDP Dietmembers. Second,

it can be observed that faction leaders were always distinguishable from the rest of
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their factions, which was even evident in press reports and academic literature on the
LDP. Furthermore, they had both superior political expertise and networks, which not
only set them apart from the rest of their faction members but also became the
foundation upon which they formed and sustained their factions. As such, it can be
seen that the factions of the LDP satisfied the conditions that Michels has set forward,
which would allow for them to be classified as elite organizations.

Moving onto Mosca, it can be seen that in his conceptualization, factions are
organization of elites who are united in their capacities and can emerge in situations
where diversification is constrained.'* On the point of unity, as demonstrated in the
previous section, the factions of the LDP bring together politicians of similar policy
views and political outlooks. This happens partly as politicians come together with
those others with whom they share political views and partly as faction leaders tailor
their factional membership to their own policy preferences and political views.
Having brought politicians of a similar political make together, the factions then put
their combined energies to work, by providing electoral identities, ensuring solidarity
in policy affairs, and creating the grounds for policy discussions. On the point of how
factions can emerge, it can also be found that the factions of the LDP tend to satisfy
the preposition of Mosca that they can still emerge in ideologically circumscribed
situations over minute differences. In the case of the LDP’s factions, what can be seen
is that although the factions all subscribed to the broader conservative ideology and
did not move beyond it, cleavages emerged between them based on both personalistic
terms and policy terms, with both being equally salient. In sum, the result that

emerges is that when the Moschian prerogatives are applied to the factions of the LDP,
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both their functional form and the basis of their emergence satisfies the conditions for

them to be identified as elite organizations.

4.3 LDP’s factions as elite organizations
In conclusion, this chapter has served to demonstrate three important points about the
way in which the factions of the LDP are conceptualized. First, it can be firmly stated
that the existing cultural and structural-functional explanations of functionalism
within the LDP are inadequate due to their reductivism, selective appreciation of
political structures, and the sidelining of political actors from consideration. The
existence of factions in Japanese politics is not a phenomenon which can be explained
solely on the grounds of Japanese culture, the electoral system, or the provision of
services through the factions. This is not to say that these existing explanations are not
without merit or that they have not added anything valuable to the study of LDP’s
factions. However, it is clear that although they have been able to explain much of the
factions’ functions and powers, they have also selectively ignored the scattered
evidence that shows how the factions do have a policy aspect to them. These existing
approaches have also created a variety of questions, in place of those that they have
answered about politics in Japan. Furthermore, they have also rendered the discussion
of factionalism in Japan somewhat incomparable to other places, because of a
constant recourse to explanations which are particular to Japan and its specific
conditions.

The second important conclusion is that, the factions of the LDP can be
conceptualized as politically significant organizations, where political differences
serve as the basis of differentiation between each faction. Several factors worked to

politically differentiate the factions from one another. The process of factional
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recruitment and entry constituted the first point in which the factions gained their
political coloration, as faction leader recruited politicians who fit their preferred
political profile whilst the politicians sought to join faction where they could be
together with others with similar political positions. Politicization of the factions
continued during its day-to-day operations, as the leaders came into constant contact
with the members and furthered their political socialization into that of the faction.
Meanwhile, the factions provided their members with political identity, which would
differentiate from others in the same electoral district, and provided political solidarity
in the form of comrades within the faction. Becoming more actively involved in
politics, the factions first fostered policy discussions between members — under the
control of the leaders — which brought policy matter closer to the heart of the factions.
In addition, the factions acted as policy actors both by virtue of the zoku which they
controlled — and whose power and expertise became key for intraparty policymaking
—and by actively bringing their policy preferences to bear down on legislation,
including the politically central national budget. In effect, the factions can be
reconceptualized as political organizations that have political differences between one
another and are locked in constant competition to achieve power for themselves by
occupying the posts of party president and Prime Minister.

The third conclusion that has emerged is that, the factions of the LDP can be
conceptualized as elite organizations on the bases set out by Michels and Mosca, with
their own objectively identifiable form of authority and power. On the one side,
factions can be seen as satisfying the conditions for what is essentially a mixed form
of Weberian forms of legitimate authority. As such, factionalism in the context of the
LDP —and likely in the broader Japanese context — can be seen as having roots that

can be appraised and identified in an objective and comparable fashion, regarding
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how authority and power is wielded within them. In addition, it is also possible in this
way to bring more attention to the political actors as significant influences within
factional politics in the LDP since power and authority can be better understood as
being held by these individuals within the system rather than being external to them.
On the other side, the factions satisfy the political conditions and processes which
Michels and Mosca have identified as the emergence of elites and their follower
groups. Thus, it can be found that elite theories able to explain the question of
factionalism within the LDP and that the LDP’s factions fit in nicely to the framework
for an elite theory approach. In effect, the factions can be reconceptualized as more
than differentiated political organizations, who are in constant competition to achieve
power. They are also elite organizations which are competing to replace one another
as the top echelon of the political elite of Japan, through a circulation of elites cycle

that takes within the LDP at the faction level.
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CHAPTER 5

RETHINKING THE JAPANESE PRIME MINISTER AS AN ELITE LEADER

Having reconceptualized the factions as elite organizations engaged in cycles of elite
circulations, this chapter will turn towards discussing the position of the Prime
Minister as an elite leader and a significant political actor, stemming from his position
as the leader of the ruling faction within the LDP. Discussion will first focus on the
existing views on the Japanese Prime Ministers, seeking particularly to explain the
factors that have been counted as contributing to their weakness as leaders. This will
then be followed by a two-part discussion, similar to that regarding the case of
factions. The first half will be focused on using the evidence available in the literature
that address the ways in which the Prime Minister has been a significant and
adequately powerful political figure in Japan, whilst also showing the ways in which
the sources of weakness were countered. The second half will be a theoretical
discussion on the elite status of the Prime Minister, making use of both the previous
discussion on the factions and the analytical toolkit.

The main aim of this chapter is to demonstrate that the Prime Minister of
Japan is a significant elite leader, who is representative of his faction both politically
and electorally. Here, the Prime Minister is the subject of analysis because he is the
most visible and important member of his faction, and will be used as the
representative of his faction during the case studies in the later chapters. As such, it is
an important goal to demonstrate that the Prime Minister is both an elite leader and
that he is not politically weak to the point of being unable to do anything but does
have meaningful power and influence within the political system. To take the Prime

Minister as a representative of his faction and as a significant political actor without
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first proving the validity of these positions, would impair the analytical ability of this
study by making it appear that a key part of the analysis is built upon a simple
assumption which the literature rejects. In addition, understanding the Prime Ministers
as elite leaders who are significantly differentiated, and who wield power and
influence in the political landscape of Japan allows for their positions as a part of the
cycle of elite circulation to be better identifiable. After all, the elite circulation cycles
which take place through the circulation of the ruling factions of the LDP is the
mechanism by which the Prime Ministers of Japan also change. Thus, Prime Ministers
change in response to the needs of the party and the nation, just as the factions do,

which is dictated by the same circulation of elites cycles.

5.1 Existing views of the Japanese prime ministers

In much of the existing literature, the Japanese Prime Minister is not seen as a person
that is particularly powerful or significant in the political processes of the Japanese
state and the LDP.1"2 The Prime Minister is seen as occupying a post that is beset on
all sides with different actors and forces that limit his power, ability to legislate and
lead, and exert influence over the state and political machinery of Japan. This in turn
leads to the image that the Japanese political pyramid is without a head or that the
Prime Minister is a vestigial element of the Japanese political landscape, as power is
by others, policy crafted elsewhere, and the country led from another level. Surveying
the analyses which lead to these conclusions, the sources of weakness of the Prime
Minister can be found forming three broad categories. These three categories of
weaknesses are factional curtailment, party curtailment, and bureaucratic curtailment

of the powers of the Prime Minister. The Prime Minister is found to be weakened by
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one or the other, or by a combination of three types of curtailment. The aim here is to
explore the ways in which the Prime Minister of Japan has been conceptualized in the
existing literature as a weak political literature, in order to provide the context for the
later discussion, whose aim is to provide refutation and advance the argument that the

Prime Minister has been a significant political actor.

5.1.1 Factional curtailment

The first category of weaknesses that the Prime Ministers have been found suffering
from originated from the factions of the LDP and the barriers they created in the way
of Prime Ministers both as the chief of the executive and as party president.
Concurrent with the history of factionalism in Japanese politics, this phenomenon can
also be traced back in time into the pre-war period where much of LDP’s roots — both
political and factional — can be found. Going back to the Taisho period, where the rise
of factions and the equation of party presidency with premiership had caused an
increase in factional politics and power, and a decline in the power and prestige of the
Prime Minister, as the factions had begun to curtail prime ministerial power.'”® As it
can be seen, the emergence of factional interests and competition over acquiring
control over the top party — and hopefully national — post brought about weaker Prime
Ministers. This derived in part from the concessions that factional politics brought on
leaders, in which the leadership race meant incurring political debts which had to be
paid and partly from the constant jockeying to keep the factions in line, lest they move
to topple the party leader at a moment of weakness. The pre-war pattern was repeated
in the LDP, where the Prime Ministers were stronger in the fifties and sixties but were

observed as becoming weaker as the factional system became established and party
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presidency was equated with the prime ministry, which led to a decline of prime
ministerial power.** Once the older factional cleavages — between Liberal and
Democrats, and between ex-bureaucrats and pure politicians — were broken down and
a new politics of factional coalition emerged with Ishibashi Tanzan’s tenure as Prime
Minister, the factional curtailment of Prime Ministers began anew within the LDP.

Factions in the LDP were seen curtailing the powers of Prime Ministers, first
through the powers they wielded — whether through their votes or control of key posts
— or through factional conflict that emerged as each faction sought to throw off the
ruling faction and grab the party presidency for themselves. One way in which the
factions were seen curtailing prime ministerial power through the posts they occupied
was through the Cabinet seats they occupied. If the Prime Minister sought to pursue a
policy that was controversial for the public and the party, factional conflict would
emerge, crippling policymaking as the disharmony between factions would translate
into disharmony within the Cabinet.1” As factions had either members or leaders
occupying Cabinet posts, factional conflict over policy within the LDP had a direct
line to manifest itself as conflict within the Cabinet and stop it in its tracks. This is
because, as the Cabinet worked on the basis of collective responsibility and consensus
to function, the intrusion of the factions worked to deter controversial and activist
politics from emerging.'’® Each Prime Minister knew that to pursue the wrong policy
with the wrong amount of vigor would invite a reaction from the party, which was a
constant threat towards crippling or even bringing down an administration.

Another way in which the factions could cripple the power of a Prime Minister
through the seats they controlled, was through their control of key party posts and

membership in party bodies. Discussed previously, the factions had members sit on
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bodies such as the PARC Deliberation Council and the party Executive Council —
which wielded power over policy and party affairs, respectively — which allowed
them to influence the workings of the party and a given administration. On the one
hand, opposition in the PARC Deliberation Council could scuttle the attempts of the
Prime Minister in having a particular policy recognized by the party and instead push
forward alternative policies. On the other hand, opposition in the party Executive
Council could block a particular policy line by ruling it out or endorsing an alternative.
Furthermore, factions had members in other organizations such as the Supreme
Advisors — who act as the genro of the LDP — and the Government-LDP Consultative
Council which also constrains the Prime Minister.1”” The former constituted a brain
trust of ex-party leaders, some of whom were faction leaders themselves, which
brought factional conflicts into this body that sought to advise the Prime Ministers,
albeit informally. This group could confer legitimacy onto a policy proposal, by
giving their blessing to it as party elders and leaders, or put it through an uphill battle
by expressing reservations or opposition. The latter provided a forum for the party to
present its interests and demands to the government, essentially forming a bargaining
forum for factional interests and the government. Achieving result here could make
the running of an administration smoother and failure could cause conflict later on.
Apart from the use of the power brought to them through occupation of key
Cabinet and party posts, the factions were able to make the Prime Minister vulnerable
by assuring the existence of a continuous stream of competition and challengers
within the party.”® As each faction was ultimately aiming to secure the post of the
party president and Prime Minister for itself, factional alliances remained in flux and

allegiances shifted rapidly. Thus, the Prime Minister operated in a political field
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where loyalties shifted endlessly and the survival of the administration depended upon
the effective management of the factional shifts because a leadership challenge could
be mounted at the slightest weakness, failure, or provocation. This constrained the
Prime Minister by forcing him to divert much time into factional politics rather than
national politics. Moreover, this constrained the Prime Minister by curtailing possible
policy choices available because factional preferences and feedback had to be minded.
A second form of factional curtailment was observed coming from the nature
of the party presidential elections and the factional bargaining which it entailed. Each
incoming Prime Minister incurred debts with the factions that provided the votes for
his victory, to be paid in the form of Cabinet and party posts, whose adverse effect on
the ability of Prime Ministers to lead was noted by the party itself.X’® In fact, the case
of Ishibashi Tanzan shows that the post of Prime Minister is of such a value that a
faction leader may end up not getting any other posts in the Cabinet for his faction if
the top post is his.'®° This meant that the victorious faction leader, as Prime Minister
was unable to freely create his own Cabinet because he was beholden to his allies and
needed to distribute rewards. Moreover, as proportionality became an established
party norm, he was also aware of the need to give some posts to the anti-mainstream
factions. Overall, this meant that where a weak Prime Minister is concerned, his
factions would end up with few posts of importance besides the top one available, and
where a strong one was in question, he would still find himself constrained in his
choices. Thus, the Cabinet not only became an arena for factional conflict but also an

arena in which the Prime Minister could find his faction outnumbered and outflanked.
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Furthermore, besides the need to pay for political debts occurred at the time of
the leadership contest, there existed the need to keep a firm grasp on current and
future bases of power by keeping all factions content, which curtailed the freedom and
power of the Prime Minister in Cabinet appointments.*®! As factional allegiances
shifted, the Prime Minister was always in a position to find that the key posts given to
one-time allies were now occupied by rivals, whereas the older rivals were unwilling
to cooperate having been relegated to lesser posts. Thus, the Prime Minister was
always playing a gamble in which he risked losing the cooperation of key Cabinet
ministers whose allegiances were to other factions and risked alienating his alternative
partners by inadvertently snubbing them. This necessitated much energy to be
invested into factional politics, leaving little to pursue policy, and constantly

introduced threats to the unity of the Cabinet and the administration.

5.1.2 Party curtailment

The second category of impediments on prime ministerial power have been identified
as coming from the LDP itself, originating from the length of party presidential terms,
zoku within the party, and the limits placed on the agenda of the Prime Minister.
Beginning with the two-year term limit for the LDP party president, this limit was not
only observed as a constraint on the powers of the Prime Minister, but was also
introduced deliberately to do so in the post-Satd Eisaku period.'®? The term limit for
party president being only two years was the factor which was aimed at decreasing the
power of the Prime Minister, both by keeping him occupied with party affairs and by
giving him little time to act. On the former point, which has been partially alluded to

before, a Prime Minister found that — with the factional challengers always waiting in
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the wings — he would have to dedicate much of his time in power to party rather than
national politics. As such, in order to stay in power a Prime Minister not only was
seen as putting policy matters on the back burner but also as being more responsive to
the voices coming from the factions, essentially tailoring his proposals to their taste.
On the latter point, even when the Prime Minister did not have to contend with
constant challenges — which was a rarity — he had only so much time to get his policy
proposals approved by the party and enacted by the Diet. Not knowing whether a
second term would be forthcoming and that any project started now may last beyond
an administration or be scrapped in the next was seen as another reason why Prime
Ministers did not actively pursue favored policies.

On the question of zoku within the party curtailing the powers of the Prime
Minister, it has been observed that as the PARC and the zoku — who represented
special interests and had policy expertise — became more central to policymaking they
have curtailed prime ministerial powers.'®3 As the PARC acted as the mechanism
through which the party members engaged in formal policy discussions and the
policies of the LDP began to take shape here, the decisions made here began to take
on more weight. The PARC could not be ignored by the Prime Minister since this
would bring about a revolt from the factions and the backbenchers, which became the
source of its power to act as a check on prime ministerial power. Whereas the zoku
challenged prime ministerial power and policymaking ability, first by virtue of being
experts in their given areas and second because they represented the groups which
they were connected to and likely beholden to due to their donor or voter status. On
the former point, the zoku could challenge top-down policymaking initiatives by

putting up staunch opposition — acting as experts — and could further mobilize their
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connections in their given policy realms to further block such efforts. On the latter
point, as the zoku had ties to interest groups — which tended to provide votes or funds
— they were sure to defend their interests, effectively bringing lobbying interests into
the policymaking process and limiting the field of action for the Prime Minister.

Besides the zoku being directly involved, policymaking subgovernments in
different areas were seen constraining Prime Ministers by dominating policymaking
and by introducing the need to mediate conflicts between subgovernments.'®* On the
one hand, the subgovernments — which included the zoku along with relevant
bureaucrats and non-state actors — brought together experts and interested parties and
held great power on policymaking on a given policy issue. Thus, a Prime Minister
either had to pursue policies they would support, reach a compromise, or try and by-
pass them entirely for independent policymaking initiatives. The last option, for the
most part, tended to be out of the question for Prime Ministers and the
subgovernments effectively checked independent policymaking on the part of the
Prime Ministers. On the other hand, just like different ministries conflicted over
policy and jurisdiction, so did subgovernments which was observed to make the
Prime Ministers weaker in policymaking because much time had to be wasted on
mediating between these groups.

Finally, the Prime Minister was seen as being weakened due to the limited
nature of his agenda, which depended upon a number of factors. First, the agenda of
Prime Ministers was relatively small due to the normally busy schedule and the need
to maintain power within the party, which quickly led to items falling off the
agenda.*®® With only two-years at the job, factional politics demanding much

attention, and the demands of leading what was then the world’s second-largest
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economy and principal US ally in Asia, Japanese Prime Ministers could bring only so
many items into the agenda. This was one reason that they were largely labelled as
being ineffective or reactive once in office, since their agendas appeared to be
constrained by pressures which emerged elsewhere and the Prime Ministers were
unable to act freely. Second, Hayao argued that since the LDP dominated Japanese
politics, it disincentivized breaks in the agenda between administration and removed
the notion of a “unique” agenda between administrations as long as it was in power.
The logic here runs that conservative domination of politics meant that the overall
political agenda and approach did not need any changes or any “mavericks” to come
along and introduce changes in what was already a broad conservative agenda which
was inherited between administrations. Thus, each Prime Minister had less power and
incentives to alter the conservative agenda and more towards continuing the agenda
that been inherited from the preceding administration. Third and finally, the powers of
Prime Ministers were seen to be constrained due to the need for public backing
coupled with the wide base of the party, which meant that a wide variety of social
pressures and demands would crowd an administration.8” The Prime Minister had to
pursue a policy line that would not only go down well with the voters but also not
alienate sections of the LDP’s electorate. This meant engaging in a balancing act
which favored milder and more controlled approach to policymaking, lest there be a
negative reaction emerging from the electorate. Moreover, with such a wide electoral
base, the party was susceptible to pressures and demands from multiple groups —
which could be contradictory as much as complementary — and had to find ways to
equally satisfy or disappoint everyone. Ultimately, this did not leave much room for

the Prime Minister to be an active policymaker.
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5.1.3 Bureaucratic curtailment
The third and final category of breaks on the powers of the Japanese Prime Ministers
were observed to be coming from the bureaucracy. Namely, the bureaucracy was seen
as dominating the policymaking processes and causing weaknesses in the personal
resources available to the Prime Minister through his office. Addressing the question
of bureaucratic domination in policymaking, one central conceptualization is the
Japan Inc., approach — where Chalmers Johnson is a particularly strong proponent —
which finds the bureaucracy towering over the LDP because of their long tradition of
rule and being in power, and the membership of ex-bureaucrats to the LDP.*8 In this
approach, the Kochikai faction emerges as the tool of the bureaucracy to control the
LDP from the inside, whilst the rest of the state machinery applies pressure from the
outside. The party and the Prime Minister are thus constrained by bureaucrats on all
sides, who gain leverage not only because their power and influence are so pervasive
but also because they come from a tradition of ruling over Japan which only makes it
easier for them to do so continuing into the future. As such, the bureaucracy is where
policy begins and ends, and the Prime Minister is out of the political equation entirely.
Approaching the question on the side of the LDP, it has been observed that the
party is dependent on the bureaucracy for drafting legislation because it lacks the
human capital, access to materials, and knowledge and expertise of the existing body
of relevant legislation.*®® Moreover, because the LDP, Cabinet, and the Prime
Minister were reliant on the bureaucracy to formulate bills, implement policy, and
interpret existing laws, which also gave them the power to actively thwart thwarting
policy ideas or force compromises.®® Although the party had the PARC and zoku had

emerged between 1955 and 1993, the former remained an organization for decision-
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making in policy affairs and the latter remained as actors in bargaining for and
deciding what the emerging policy would look like. However, it fell on the
bureaucracy to take the decision made by the LDP and dressed it up in the form of
legislation, which would then be submitted to the Diet. This meant that the final form
of the legislation was under bureaucratic control, which gave the bureaucracy a
significant amount of power over the party and the Prime Minister, as they could alter
policy or drag its formulation as leverage.

On the question of the bureaucracy causing the personal resources of the
Prime Minister, the main constraint emerges from the method in which the Prime
Minister’s Office (PMO) is staffed. Personnel in the PMO — especially the
administrative secretaries of the Prime Minister — are bureaucrats who have been
loaned from particular ministries, which causes for them to have divided loyalties
since their career will continue on in the ministry.®! In effect, the Prime Minister
either has unwilling and wary supporters on his staff — granted that he has enough
power independently to sway these bureaucrats — or has people whose main job is to
report back to their superiors elsewhere and represent their ministry inside the PMO.
This results in the Prime Minister having a personal staff, whose goals and policy
visions do not match up with his, and tend to act as a break on his power by not
providing him with the support and expertise that might enable him to become
active in policymaking. Another constraint emerges from the small size and
capabilities of the PMO, where the lack of a personal policy staff and policymaking
expertise prevents the Prime Minister from active policymaking.®? Thus, the Prime
Minister not only suffers from bureaucratic presence in his staff, but also from an

inability to circumvent the weight being brought down by the bureaucracy by means
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of a staff of his own. This, in return, leads to the conclusion that the Japanese Prime

Minister is a weak figure without a proper staff to enable him to become stronger.

5.2 The Japanese prime minister reconceptualized

Having discussed the ways in which the weakness of the Prime Minister has been
conceptualized during the period of 1955 to 1993, this section will turn towards a
reevaluation of prime ministerial power and position as an elite leader. The main
thrust of this section runs counter to much of the existing literature, in arguing that
the Japanese Prime Minister is not a helpless political actor thrown about in the wind
of factional desires, party restraints, and bureaucratic governance but is a significant
and elite representative actor in his own right. As such, the discussion here will be
focusing on the Prime Minister — who leads a faction, which is an elite organization
itself — with two main aims. The first aim will be to demonstrate that the Japanese
Prime Ministers were not weak but rather influential actors in Japanese politics,
depending on their intraparty powers, popular support, and ability to use the tools
available to them. The second aim will be to demonstrate that the Prime Ministers
were the face and voice of the factions which they have led, and thus were leaders of
elite groups within the broader political section of the Japanese ruling class.

The approach employed here will repeat the pattern set in the corresponding
section of the previous chapter, with a two-part analysis. First half of analysis will be
making use of evidence available in the existing literature regarding the resources,
powers, and influence of the Prime Minister as an actor in the Japanese political
landscape. Second half of the analysis will then build on the discussion by
approaching the question of the Prime Ministers as elite leaders based on previous

analysis on the factions and the analytical toolkit.
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5.2.1 The prime minister through the literature

This section will focus on analyzing the existing literature, with an eye towards
finding the sources of power and influence available to the Prime Minister, as a
significant politician and powerful faction leader. The main goal here is to be able to
demonstrate that the Japanese Prime Minister can be conceptualized as a significant
political actor and that the existing literature — when put together — does support this
position. The discussion here will pursue this goal by demonstrating that the Prime
Minister had a significant amount of power and influence at his disposal to be an
important political actor and by refuting parts of the existing views by showing how
the proposed curtailments of power could be and were circumvented. As such, the
analysis found in this chapter can be subdivided into two main categories: the extent
of prime ministerial power, and refuting bureaucratic and factional curtailment. It
should be noted that refutations for party curtailment are found under other first

heading and thus will not be discussed individually.

5.2.1.1 The extent and sources of a prime minister’s power

The extent of a Prime Minister’s power rested primarily on his ability to tap into his
sources of power. These sources were both internal and external to the LDP, but two
can be particularly singled out for carrying the most weight. On the one hand, a Prime
Minister with a strong faction of his own and with the ability to manage the remaining
factions and sway their leaders, had the power to both leverage his faction against
others and push controversial agenda items.**®* A Prime Minister who could stand
stronger within the party and influence other faction leaders always stood a better

chance to wield more power as a political actor, owing to his ability to placate the
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factions and suppress possible challengers, and his ability to form a major voting
block within the party. Prime Ministers Sato and Tanaka can be seen as such men,
whose factional powers and personal abilities to push and pull the remaining factions
— coupled with control over factions or factional dyads which emerged as kingmakers
— made them stronger leaders. On the other hand, a Prime Minister not only needed to
be strong within the party, but also popular with the public if they sought to be truly
strong political actors.®* Public opinion could always be leveraged by Prime
Ministers to bolster their positions, since their standing with the people could translate
into popularity of their policies and make it harder for factions to challenge them
without proper cause. The quintessential example was Prime Minister Nakasone,
whose ability to use mass media to his advantage and popularity with the people was
helpful enough to both keep him in office and won him an extension term in office.
Although it was optimal for a Prime Minister to be able to rely on both sources
of power, they usually tended to have greater access to one source of power more than
the other. Prime Minister Sato — Thayer observed — was able to face the factions with
power due to both his ability to manipulate factional politics and his own reserve of
factional power.% However, he lacked public appeal and was eventually pushed out
from power because he lacked strong public backing and his factional rivals seized on
the opportunity of the Nixon shocks and the opening up the People’s Republic of
China (from here on China) to remove him from office. On the other hand, Prime
Minister Miki was popular with the public but lacked support within the party,
especially after the losses of the 1976 election which the factions seized upon to push
him out.2% Yet Prime Minister Nakasone was able to survive in a similar condition

where he was weaker within the party, by capitalizing on the public support he
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received. Thus, it can also be seen that the ability of a Prime Minister to survive and
emerge powerful on the political scene was dependent upon his ability to make use of
the sources of power available to him. A Prime Minister could have had either source
of power figure predominantly in shaping his tenure — and both were equally valuable
and effective — as long as the Prime Minister was able to take advantage of them.
What emerges here is that the political system around the Prime Minister
does not specifically weaken him. On the contrary, if the chosen Prime Minister is
politically capable and able to make use of the opportunities brought before him, he
could become the master of the system, whilst the lack of either could make him a
puppet since actors of aptitude were always available and waiting within the party.
A strong factional backing or a strong public backing — and ideally a combination of
the both — were enough to give a Prime Minister the edge in national and factional
politics, as long as he was able to make use of them. Furthermore, because such
Prime Ministers would be able to ward off factional challengers and act from a
position of power, they would be able to secure longer tenures just as Sato and
Nakasone were able to do so. The case of revolving door prime ministry thus
becomes less a case of Prime Ministers being weak but a case of them being unable
to either make use of the power available to them, their inability to generate either
form of power, or them losing preexisting bases of power. Moreover, the kingmaker
status of the Tanaka faction can also be taken as another factor which has made it
harder for Prime Ministers to stay for long in power. As factional strength came to
hinge on the goodwill of Tanaka and his faction, it can be seen as a factor making it
harder for unpopular Prime Ministers to stay on, unless like Nakasone they had both

Tanaka’s backing and public popularity. Ultimately, it was the political ability of the
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Prime Minister that determined how well he could tap into his factional or popular

sources of power which would in turn determine the extent of his power.

5.2.1.2 Overriding bureaucratic and factional curtailment

Having discussed the power and influence of the Prime Minister through its sources,
and the extent to which its potential can be realized, the discussion in this section will
focus on how the bureaucratic and factional curtailment was overcome by Prime
Ministers. With regards to bureaucratic curtailment, earlier discussion has shown that
the dominant view tends to see the bureaucracy dominating the LDP and the Prime
Minister, acting as the true policymakers and rulers of Japan. Contrasting this view,
Pempel argues that — under the period of LDP domination — the bureaucracy and LDP
governments were bedfellows, where the bureaucracy cooperated with the LDP’s
conservative agenda whilst keeping its own agenda secure.'®” One important result of
this convergence was that the bureaucracy was not overriding the policymaking
powers of the Prime Minister and the LDP — or vice versa — but were rather enabling
the agendas of each other in a mutual exchange. Both were equally the hostage of the
other, however, the political system and the policymaking processes worked on the
basis of the cooperation between the two sides. Another important result of such
cooperation was that the politicians and the Prime Minister had a number of avenues
of influence and cooperation open to work with the bureaucracy. Deals could be
struck for alternating policy support, Diet discussions on bills the bureaucracy valued
withheld or sped up, or public support or opposition used to goad the bureaucracy into
agreeing to policy proposals coming from the Prime Minister. As such, the Prime

Minister could push through bureaucratic resistance or generate cooperation, relying
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on the symbiotic relation that existed between the sides and his power base within the
faction that the led, which gave him the power to legislate.

However, the Prime Minister was not always relying on a cooperative
relationship with the bureaucracy when engaged in policymaking and they did not
necessarily respect the agenda of the bureaucracy because it was part of an exchange.
Hayao observed that the politicians and the Prime Ministers were always active
policymaking actors, and that during this process they were often found overriding
bureaucrats especially in the MoF.1%® After all, it should not be forgotten that whilst
the bureaucracy could claim to have a duty to the nation and the state, the politicians
had a claim to a popular mandate and their duty was primarily to the electorate. Thus,
where the ministries may propose a certain policy, it would be overridden due to
political unpopularity or the MoF would be overridden on its resistance to increased
spending. It should be noted here, since certain factions when they were in power or
in the ruling factional coalition were more ready to increase spending on public and
semi-public agenda items — as discussed previously — and more predisposed to
override the MoF. As such, since the LDP and the Prime Minister were prone to
having agendas that ran counter to bureaucratic interests and had electoral incentives
to act on their own agendas, they often acted to override the bureaucracy and to
impose their own agendas, buoyed by their factional support within the LDP.

As Prime Minister Tanaka’s handling of the oil shocks in 1973 shows, the
Prime Minister could use both types of interaction with the bureaucracy in
conjunction to effectively achieve his own agenda goals. The Prime Minister could
ignore or mediate the policy preferences of ministries, or initiate an exchange in

which where the Prime Minister made support for the bureaucratic agenda conditional
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on bureaucratic support on his own agenda.'®® The Prime Minister could choose to
cooperate with the bureaucracy and smooth out the policymaking and legislative
processes by coordinating between all the competing actors and interests involved; to
let these processes bog down or break down; or to pick sides. The choice came down
to which of these approaches was more politically expedient and efficient for the
Prime Minister to pursue, in light of the different prerogatives, responsibilities, and
agendas of the LDP administration and the bureaucracy. Allies could be found in all
ministries and it was not an easy choice to alienate a ministry by ignoring its policy
preferences and picking the side of a rival ministry, the ultimate determining factor
for a Prime Minister was to see how he could push his own agenda better. However,
the primacy of the Prime Minister showed itself the most when he leveraged his
support — and thus the ability to keep the political system moving — in exchange for
bureaucratic backing on his agenda.

During policymaking, the Prime Minister — with the help of his staff — further
controlled the bureaucracy by initiating policy at the lower levels, which then filtered
up to the Cabinet and sub-cabinet level for approval as based on the foundations and
directions which reflected what the Prime Minister had set out.?® Thus, policies that
“emerged” from the bureaucracy were not always products of bureaucratic agenda or
ingenuity, but of a process that began with the Prime Minister and his ideas, and
ended with his approval. The bureaucracy with its manpower, expertise, and resources
thus acted as the conduit through which the Prime Minister could formulate policy
and have bills drafted, by providing the initial impetus and then by providing

continuous inputs.
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Regarding factional curtailment, the dominant perspective discussed earlier
finds that the factions weakened Prime Ministers due to their control over party and
Cabinet posts, and the debts owed to them for being a part of the mainstream coalition.
Although after the sixties distribution of Cabinet posts was done largely following the
proportionality norm, this has not meant that the faction of the Prime Minister has
gotten less seats, as the disparity between the mainstream and anti-mainstream
factions persisted in the distribution of posts.?%* Thus, whilst the Prime Ministers were
much more inclined to present a united party front, and to keep all faction satisfied
and under control, this did not stop them from getting themselves and their allies an
edge in appointments. Furthermore, it should be noted that proportionality did not
emerge because factional balances shifted to an equilibrium but because shrinking
Diet majorities necessitated the LDP to band closer together and limit factional
conflict at the top. This meant that the factions did not contain prime ministerial
power because they were neither the direct creators of the proportionality norm nor
did they benefit significantly from it to the detriment of the ruling faction and the
mainstream coalition.

Moreover, since the Prime Minister decided how many seats each faction got
— with an eye for proportionality and debts incurred — as well as which seats they got,
and then who to put there based on the list given to him, he was in a position to
determine the influence of each faction in his Cabinet.?%? Although it can be pointed
out that the Prime Minister did have a need to reward supporters and keep opponents
in check during appointments, ultimately the factions counted on him to distribute the
seats and pick his ministers in a way that would help faction leaders save face in front

of their factions. Factions might have ended up with fewer but more important seats,
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or with more but less important seats with both situations reflecting not only on the
Prime Minister but on the faction leaders. If the members of the faction were to
believe that their leader was unable to secure posts of a certain number or weight, the
faction would begin showing signs of internal fractions as the incumbent leader would
appear weak and unfit to lead. Thus, the Prime Minister not only determined what
factions would wield influence within his Cabinet but also shaped the political
fortunes of faction leaders, who depended on him to deliver Cabinet appointments. In
addition, the Prime Minister could choose to have faction leaders occupy Cabinet
posts, aiming to use collective responsibility to bind them to the agenda and to
dampen their ability to revolt.?%® Such an appointment would move faction leaders
closer to the centers of policy and decision making within the political landscape,
which would both increase their influence and the influence of others on them.
Responsibility as a Cabinet appointee would mean that they would have to work with
the Prime Minister, and be bound to his leadership if a decision had passed, and that
they would have to respond to the bureaucracy and interest groups and represent the
government in their interactions.

Prime ministerial control over appointments also stretched out to the
distribution of top party posts, which were filled by the Prime Minister’s own men or
allies in the mainstream coalition.?%* Thus, these important sources of intraparty
power were never too far away from the control and influence of the Prime Minister.
This did not mean that the factions that occupied these posts derived lesser benefits
from doing so but that the Prime Minister was not necessarily impacted negatively
from not directly controlling these posts. Key here was the post of Secretary General,

which Thayer had observed as consistently being from the faction of the Prime
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Minister but has come from a mainstream faction especially after Tanaka, with Ohira
being the only exception.?%® Controlling the post of the Secretary General allowed for
a faction to control party endorsements, finances, and daily affairs which was
important for a Prime Minister to either control directly or have an ally control it. As
the mainstream faction kept its control over the post over the period of LDP’s political
domination, the Prime Minister was always in a position to wield influence over the
central affairs and apparatus of the LDP, dividing the benefits with mainstream allies.
Overall, it can be seen that the Prime Minister was less constrained by both the
bureaucracy and the factions than the dominant view has put forward. With the
bureaucracy, the Prime Minister could use both positive and negative action to exert
power and influence. Cooperation and mutual assistance between the two sides
coexisted with the Prime Minister’s leveraging of his role as a coordinator of interests
to actively shape the relationship between the bureaucracy and the Prime Minister to
the latter’s advantage. Moreover, the Prime Minister was able to use the bureaucracy
to formulate his policy ideas, in a sense outsourcing the process of policymaking by
providing the impetus and the direction for the final outcome to a ministry with the
manpower, expertise, and resources to fulfill this task. With the factions, the Prime
Minister ultimately emerged as a figure whose faction and mainstream allies
consistently wielded more power that the anti-mainstream and the Prime Minister had
the power to impact other factions significantly. The Prime Minister not only
controlled or maintained influence over the top party posts, but he also controlled
Cabinet appointments both distributing influence to factions and opening the path to

factional discord.
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5.2.2 The prime minister through the analytical toolkit

In the previous section, the Japanese Prime Minister has been reconceptualized as a
political actor with his own sources of power and ways of sidestepping curtailment by
the bureaucracy and the factions — through an analysis of the existing literature. In this
section, the discussion will now turn towards an elite analysis of the Prime Minister.
In doing so, the aim here is to demonstrate that the Prime Ministers are elite actors,
who are representatives of different sections of elites — in the form of factions of the
LDP — and that changeovers in administrations, where both the Prime Minister and
the ruling faction changes, present instances of elite circulation. The analysis here will
be built upon both on elite theory and the previous discussion on identifying the
factions as elite organizations, in order to deliver a qualified identification of the
Japanese Prime Minister as an elite leader.

Beginning with the work of Michels, which complements the previous
discussion on factions as elite organizations, the Prime Minister —who is
simultaneously both the head of the LDP and his own faction within it — occupies a
position as a leader of the intra-party oligarchy. The leaders emerge from within the
party, as the party organization transforms into an oligarchy with its own prerogatives
and survival motives, at the head of competing groups of politicians. Once this
division of the oligarchy takes place, the leaders then become competitors for greater
power and control over party and national leadership. In the case of the LDP, the
Prime Minister emerged first as the leader of his faction — which was the central unit
of organization of the political elites in the LDP — which was differentiated from other
factions and competed with them over party and national leadership. Once a faction
leader became Prime Minister, he also became the chief of the intra-party oligarchy of

the LDP — which acted as part of a national oligarchy by virtue of its monopoly on
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political power — and acted as a major leader of the political elites. This is paralleled
in the work of Mosca, — which also ties in with the previous discussion on the factions
— as the Prime Minister emerges as an elite leader, first as the leader of a faction
which is a narrow section of the broader ruling class and in the case of the LDP is the
leader of the political elites within the ruling class.

Turning to Pareto, his description that the decline of the existing ruling elites
leads to softer attitudes towards the rising ruling elites finds its reflections on the
proportionality norm and how it has been argued as a way in which the Prime
Minister has been weakened by the factions. It should be recalled that proportionality
did not emerge due to factions becoming more powerful vis-a-vis the Prime Minister
but because the LDP was growing weaker in the Diet and needed unity at the Cabinet-
level among factions to provide a united front. The proportionality norm and the fact
that the mainstream factions still got disproportionately more posts despite abiding by
it, fits Pareto’s point that a weakened ruling elite will make shows of concessions and
understanding to its challengers but not lose its rapaciousness. Thus, the Prime
Minister, as the head of the current ruling elite — both nationally and within the party
— appears to be in a weaker position only at face value, whilst retaining the same thirst

and potential for power and influence.

5.3 The Japanese prime minister as an elite leader

To conclude, there are three important conclusions which emerge from the analysis
done in this chapter. The first two conclusions are closely tied to one another. First
important conclusion is that the existing conceptualizations of the Japanese Prime
Minister, which sees the post and its occupants as largely weak or politically

inconsequential figures whose powers are curtailed by the bureaucracy, party, and
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faction do not tell a complete story. Second, the prime ministry is not a weak and
politically inconsequential post, possessing much of the necessary prerequisites for
wielding power and influence, but the political ability of the incumbent is a significant
factor, which depends on the political finesse and factional leadership of the Prime
Minister in great degree. On the one hand, the Prime Minister has a number of power
sources at his disposition, from the faction he leads and the public popularity he
commands, and the means to overcome the weaknesses pointed out in the existing
approaches. The prime ministry carries much political weight and is the only elected
post to have such intense conflict associated with its attainment because of its
significance. On the other hand, the Prime Minister is a significant political actor,
whose ability to make use of his power bases is the true determinant of the power his
post wields. As opposed to the existing approaches, which attribute power to other
actors largely on the basis of structure and function, the prime ministry derives its
powers not from the simple act of existing — which does give it the potential for much
power and influence — but from the ability and expertise of its occupant.

The third and final important conclusion is that the Prime Minister, without
making use of self-evident claims, can be identified as an elite leader within the
Japanese political landscape. The Prime Minister is a twofold elite leader, once for
being the leader of a faction which is a sub-organization of elites and once for being
the leader of the LDP — and thus the nation as Prime Minister — which is the chief
organized body for the political elites in Japan. Furthermore, just as the factions are
differentiated and competing bodies — with both attributes being both imparted by the
leader and self-sustaining — the Prime Ministers represent a set of differentiated and
competing elite leaders. The key implication which this brings about is that the

changeover between leaders can be analyzed within a circulation of elites framework,
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and yield a sensible result giving more insight into Japanese politics under LDP
domination. The leader — who becomes Prime Minister — and his faction constitute a
whole which share agendas and policy preferences, and experience the same shifts in

power due to the circulation of elites that takes place within the LDP.
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CHAPTER 6%
THE CIRCULATION OF ELITES IN JAPAN THROUGH THE LDP:

ERA OF STRONG PARTY, STRONG FACTIONS, STRONG LEADERS

This and the following chapter will focus on bringing together both the methodology
that has been set out and the discussion on the factions and the Prime Minister,
through case studies of each of the LDP’s administrations between 1955 and 1972,
and between 1972 and 1993. The main unit of analysis in these case studies will be
the Prime Minister, whose position as the key representative of his faction and as a
viable analytical metric has been discussed previously. By analyzing the changes
between Prime Ministers and their administrations, it will also be possible to analyze
the impact of changes between ruling factions, as changes in both are determined by
the same circulation of elites cycles within the LDP. These case studies will primarily
draw upon the speeches given by the Prime Ministers in the Plenary Sessions of the
House of Representatives of the Diet. Especially central here are the opening speeches
where the Prime Minister discusses contemporary affairs and sets out the agenda of
the administration in a given Diet session. The data provided by the speeches will
then be augmented by data on the political history of Japan in each sub-section of this
period and data on the personality and administrations of each Prime Minister to
create a complete picture of the differences between them. The aim here is to analyze
each Prime Minister as a single unit vis-a-vis their immediate predecessors and
successors, in a way that is geared towards finding the key markers — which have been
set out previously — for the elite circulation models of Mosca and Pareto, and the

circulation significance model of this study.

208 For further reference, refer to tables and figures in Appendices C, D, E, and F. For data on factional
strength, note that the tables and figures make use of data for the House of Representatives but the
discussion in all case studies take into account the whole Diet contingents of the factions.
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In conducting case studies of LDP administrations between 1955 and 1993
through an application of the circulation of elites and circulation significance models,
these two chapters will be separated into four main thematic subsections and one final
overview subsection. In this chapter the first subsection will focus on the early
formative and turbulent years of the LDP between 1955 and 1960, encompassing the
administrations of Prime Ministers Hatoyama, Ishibashi, and Kishi. The second
subsection will focus on the decade of stability that took place between 1960 and
1972, under the tenures of Prime Ministers Ikeda and Sato. In the next chapter the
first subsection will focus on the decade alternatively called the Kaku-Fuku War —
from the rivalry between Tanaka Kakuei and Fukuda Takeo — or the revolving prime
ministers period which spanned from 1972 to 1982. This period consists of the tenures
of Prime Ministers Tanaka, Miki, Fukuda, Ohira, and Suzuki. The second subsection
will focus on the height and collapse of the LDP’s domination over postwar politics in
Japan, between 1982 and 1993. Prime Ministers Nakasone, Takeshita, Uno, Kaifu,
and Miyazawa will be the subject of analysis in this subsection. In the fifth subsection,
located in the next chapter, the findings of the case studies will be brought together

and discussed.

6.1 Early years and turmoil of the LDP — Hatoyama, Ishibashi, and Kishi

In December 1954, Hatoyama Ichird became the Prime Minister of Japan whilst
heading the Democratic Party and was still in power when the LDP was formed on
November 15, 1955 and his faction became the ruling faction of the party.?®” However,
this was not an easy victory for Hatoyama and from the outset it appeared that his

administration would be plagued by challenges coming from old rivals who were now

207 Yamamuro, “Hatoyama Ichird: A Tenacious Attachment to the Restoration of Relations with the
Soviet Union and Constitutional Revision” in The Prime Ministers of Postwar Japan, 1945-1995:
Their Lives and Times, 75, 78
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peers within the same party. The key challenger was Ogata Taketora — who was the
president of the Liberal Party before the LDP merger — whose challenge was
prevented from reaching a serious power struggle only because of his death in January
1956.2% |t was after this point that the position of Hatoyama within the LDP as party
president and leader of the ruling faction became stable and that he could continue
focusing on his agenda.

Hatoyama, who succeeded Yoshida Shigeru, was welcomed by the Japanese
public as an “open and broad-minded” politician who was committed to democratic
and parliamentary politics and was known for his use of the radio to “[address] the
concerns and issues raised by the public at large”.?%° This was a complete change in
style from the autocratic and heavy-handed Yoshida, who also lacked any endearing
connection to the public and was notoriously distasteful towards the press. Although
Hatoyama was well received by the public, there were also those — in minority — that
did not respond to the new leadership style Hatoyama brought with the same
enthusiasm. One such observer was Tsuji, who wrote that “Hatoyama, is of weak
character, compromising, extremely frank, and often so democratic as to speak to the
people in ‘fireside chats’”.?1% However, in both views it was clear that Hatoyama was
a politician of a newer, democratic, and accessible type, whose difference from his
predecessor was clearly recognizable.

Politically, Hatoyama pursued what can be termed an “agenda of
independence” both domestically and internationally. The most important flagship
items of his administration were Constitutional revision and normalization of relations

with the Soviet Union (here on, USSR), both intimately tied to the question of Japan’s

208 K ohno, Japan’s Postwar Party Politics, 89.

209 Yamamuro, “Hatoyama Ichiro: A Tenacious Attachment to the Restoration of Relations with the
Soviet Union and Constitutional Revision” in The Prime Ministers of Postwar Japan, 1945-1995:
Their Lives and Times, 71-72, 73, 76.

210 Tgyji, “The Cabinet, Administrative Organization, and the Bureaucracy”, 12
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complete independence.?!* The Constitution was a target of change as a remnant of
the Occupation which had formulated it and as a shackle on the normalization — and
eventual expansion — of Japan’s national and military power in the postwar era. The
point of military power was of particular interest to Hatoyama, whose position on
defense was to pursue power commensurate to national power and character, and to
elevate the JSDF into a full-fledged and constitutionally legal military.?*? Furthermore,
Hatoyama made it clear in his Diet speeches that the regarded the issue of
Constitutional revision and remilitarization not only as a product of but as a tool of
completing Japan’s independence by allowing the withdrawal of US troops from
Japan.?®® Thus, to revise the Constitution and to allow for the remilitarization of Japan
were the keys to Japan’s complete independence in the postwar period. The theme of
independence extended into Hatoyama’s foreign policy, being a point of constant
emphasis alongside peace.?* It was in this light that the normalization of relations
with the USSR had become a part of Hatoyama’s agenda. The opening up of Japan’s
diplomatic sphere to the Eastern bloc was a way of freeing up Japanese diplomacy
from its US focus by taking the initiative to contact the USSR and also a way of
giving Japan a multidirectional playing field in foreign policy.

Acting on his agenda, Hatoyama sought to tackle Constitutional revision

alongside electoral reform — the latter would bring him enough seats in the Diet to

211 Yamamuro, “Hatoyama Ichird: A Tenacious Attachment to the Restoration of Relations with the
Soviet Union and Constitutional Revision” in The Prime Ministers of Postwar Japan, 1945-1995:
Their Lives and Times, 74, 79, 81.

212 Edstrom, Japan s Evolving Foreign Policy Doctrine, 29; Yamamuro, “Hatoyama Ichird: A
Tenacious Attachment to the Restoration of Relations with the Soviet Union and Constitutional
Revision” in The Prime Ministers of Postwar Japan, 1945-1995: Their Lives and Times, 83.

213 Hatoyama, “|E/#5 K F [Speech by the Minister of State]” (January 22, 1955); Hatoyama, ““[E¥#5 K
Fi [Speech by the Minister of State]” (April 25, 1955); Hatoyama, “[E|%5 KX F [Speech by the Minister
of State]” (December 2, 1955); Hatoyama, “[E|#5 K . [Speech by the Minister of State]” (January 30,
1956); Hatoyama, “[E/%; K FL [Speech by the Minister of State]” (November 16, 1956).

214 Edstrom, Japan'’s Evolving Foreign Policy Doctrine, 28.
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achieve the former — but his weakness in the Diet forced him to drop both.?!® His
failure on these matters, coupled with his old age and ill health, invited challenges to
Hatoyama whose time in power appeared to be increasingly limited to his hopeful
successors. Under such conditions, Hatoyama turned to the normalization of relations
with the USSR — along with the confirmation of his successor — as benchmarks to be
satisfied before his resignation, to secure the stability of his administration as it
reached its end.?'® As such, the Hatoyama administration came to an end in December
1956, with relations with the USSR having been normalized and Ishibashi Tanzan
succeeding Hatoyama as Prime Minister.

In applying the circulation significance model to Prime Minister Hatoyama, it
can be seen that a number of major differences existed between him and Prime
Minister Yoshida. These differences began with their backgrounds, with Hatoyama a
pure politician and Yoshida an ex-bureaucrat, and extended beyond. Looking at the
change in ruling leadership, first there has been a change in the ruling faction from the
Yoshida to the Hatoyama factions, who hailed from different parties and had different
loyalties. Second, Hatoyama’s tenure was not constrained by the existence of a
kingmaker who would constrain or shape his agenda or tenure in his stead but was
wholly his. Third, Hatoyama’s agenda was significantly different from that of
Yoshida, with the focuses on independence, Constitutional revision, normalization
with the USSR, and remilitarization of Japan acting as significant breaks between the
two administrations. Fourth, Hatoyama was largely able to handle the party from a

position of power, which only became an issue towards the end of his administration

215 Yamamuro, “Hatoyama Ichird: A Tenacious Attachment to the Restoration of Relations with the
Soviet Union and Constitutional Revision” in The Prime Ministers of Postwar Japan, 1945-1995:
Their Lives and Times, 81-82; Smith, Japan since 1945, 79-80.
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that can be seen as his “lame duck” period. In sum, Hatoyama’s tenure constituted an
absolute change in the ruling leadership from Yoshida, as Hatoyama was a strong
leader with a new agenda, and a new ruling faction. Turning to the other criteria, it
can be seen that Hatoyama had a tenure than was of standard length for both the LDP
and the postwar Japanese Prime Ministers. However, his ability to achieve his agenda
was partial and limited largely to foreign policy. This partial fulfillment of the agenda
is responsible for part of his political style, as Hatoyama was not only open and
accessible but also a “kamikaze fighter” choosing to hold onto power in exchange for
his resignation once USSR normalization was achieved and his succession was settled.
This was different from Yoshida who was both more autocratic and acted best as a
“political insider” by moving within party and state machinery to achieve his goals.
Overall, it can be seen that from Yoshida to Hatoyama what took place was
significant change and strong circulation of elites, with the changes and differences
between the two administrations being overwhelming.

In December 1956, Ishibashi Tanzan succeeded Hatoyama Ichir6 as the
president of the LDP and the Prime Minister of Japan. However, Ishibashi’s winning
margin over his greatest challenger Kishi Nobusuke was very thin — depending on an
agreement with fellow challenger Ishii — and his tenure was over as fast as it began
due to his health issues in February 1957 due to his ill health.?! Ishibashi was known
by the Japanese public for his reputation of honesty, not being associated with a
faction, and for having and pursuing his convictions even in the face of militarists and

Occupation officials.?*® Furthermore, before his career in politics Ishibashi had a

217 Tnoki, “Ishibashi Tanzan: A Coherent Liberal Thinker” in The Prime Ministers of Postwar Japan,
1945-1995: Their Lives and Times, 87-88; Watanabe, Japan’s Backroom Politics, 78, 85.
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record as a liberal thinker, economist, and public intellectual.?'® Had he been able to
remain in power for a much more significant period of time, Ishibashi might have
emerged as a part of the economics zoku and made policy in this field his flagship
policy. However, the shortness of his tenure not only prevented such a development
but it also prevented the formation of any comprehensive agenda with Ishibashi’s only
policy speech — delivered by Kishi who was Deputy Prime Minister — repeated the
Hatoyama line of national power commensurate to Japan’s position, proposed self-
reliance in economics, and sought to promote economic diplomacy as “flagship”
items.??° However, these were never really acted on and remained more as a set of
goals without concrete plans and proposals to back them.

During the two months of his administration, Kishi served as the greatest
continuing challenger to his administration and was for all intents and purposes
already the driving power in what was shaping up to be a weak administration. It can
be argued that Ishibashi’s sickness removing him from power — much like in the case
of Hatoyama and Ogata — prevented power conflicts between Kishi and Ishibashi
from emerging and crippling the administration entirely. However, such a power
conflict might not have occurred in the first place as well, since Ishibashi was a Prime
Minister without a solid factional backing to call his own and resigned before he
could even form his own loyal following within the party.??* With his backing and
power borrowed, not only was Ishibashi weaker towards challenges from the party but
changing internal alignments could have hurt him significantly. Furthermore, without
a ruling faction to act as his base in the LDP, he lacked the power and resources to

stand against Kishi. His resignation came in late January 1957 and Kishi succeeded

219 Tnoki, “Ishibashi Tanzan: A Coherent Liberal Thinker” in The Prime Ministers of Postwar Japan,
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him in February. Ishibashi’s resignation came cleanly and without a bid to stay in
power, which Inoki has observed as signaling his commitment to clean and
democratic politics.??2

Seen through the lens of the circulation significance model, Hatoyama and
Ishibashi appeared to have offered alternatives to one another. The former did not
have a policy inclination which would have qualified his as a zoku whilst the latter did,
and whilst one had always been a politician the other was an economist, journalist,
and public intellectual. Looking into the ruling leadership, although in the first
criterion of faction change on can say that there was a change, from a faction to no
faction, this is not a properly applicable category due to the lack of Ishibashi’s own
faction and should be thought of as a tentative change. Ishibashi did not necessarily
suffer from a kingmaker; however, his tenure was not long enough for such as
observation to be made healthily since a challenge from Ishii may have emerged in
addition to that of Kishi. The agenda did not change much between the two
administrations, with Ishibashi carrying over Hatoyama’s security policy and only
proposing economic policies of his own that stuck out as flagship policies. Finally,
Ishibashi was a weak leader. Thus, the change in ruling leadership was only partial in
between the two administrations, as Ishibashi was a weak leader, without a strong
ruling faction and an agenda that was partially his and partially in continuation of
Hatoyama. Ishibashi’s tenure was much shorter than standard and his agenda was left
entirely unfulfilled due to both his inability to act due to sickness and his early
resignation. In terms of leadership style, it is not possible to give Ishibashi a
classification, due to the lack of observable leadership on his part as Prime Minister.

In sum, the changeover from Hatoyama to Ishibashi constituted an instance of no

222 Tnoki, “Ishibashi Tanzan: A Coherent Liberal Thinker” in The Prime Ministers of Postwar Japan,
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significant change and a weak circulation of elites, as there were no observable and
impactful changes between the two administrations that emerged during Ishibashi’s
two months in office.

Kishi Nobusuke succeeded Ishibashi Tanzan in February 1957, becoming LDP
president and Prime Minister, and his faction, the Tokakai, became the ruling faction
within the party.??® During his tenure, Kishi set the definitive precedent on how Diet
relations should not proceed, and what the LDP and the successive Prime Ministers
should avoid if they wanted Diet relations to remain warm.??* LDP politics and Diet
relations saw a definitive turning point with his administration, ending a period where
confrontational politics could and would be pursued and starting one where the LDP
sought to keep itself to matters that would invite less conflict and consternation from
both the public and the opposition. This situation emerged from a mixture of Kishi’s
background and political style. Being a pre-war bureaucrat and cabinet level politician,
Kishi had the ghosts of his past clinging to him, which was coupled with a highly
confrontational political style and an arrogant and haughty approach to the public.??®
As such, Kishi appeared to be return to the Yoshida style of politics, with a more
autocratic and heavy-handed tint to them. However, Kishi also had the credentials to
be recognized as an economics zoku due to his prewar work in the Ministry of
Commerce and Industry, in Manchukuo, and later as Minister of Commerce and Vice
Minister of Munitions. However, as will be discussed below, his major policy focus
ended up being in foreign policy.

In formulating his agenda, Kishi was much like Hatoyama, in that his was also

an agenda that took the issue of creating an independent Japan to heart. Kishi’s
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agenda focused on a broad range of issues such as constitutional reform, equality in
US-Japan relations, an autonomous foreign policy, and deepening relations with
Asia.??® All of these issues, similar to the way that Hatoyama had approached them,
were geared towards completing Japan’s postwar independence process. However,
Kishi’s approach to the issue of complete independence had a much larger scope than
that of Hatoyama. While Hatoyama sought to restore to Japan what had been lost and
focused on doing so by revising the Constitution from a Japanese perspective and by
allowing for the remilitarization of Japan, Kishi went beyond by seeking to assert
Japan as the leader of Asia thus his emphasis on relations with the continent. However,
it is interesting to note that Kishi’s foreign policy pronouncements in his Diet
speeches avoided the mention of independence and instead focused on peace, security,
and prosperity.??” This is also indicative of the way in which Kishi saw the issue of
complete national independence, not as something that stood on its own but as
something that fed heavily into the well-being of a nation both domestically and
globally. In terms of flagship policies, Kishi’s agenda included a number of items

such as the laws on teacher evaluations, police duties, national pensions, and

minimum wage but it was the revision of the US-Japan Security Treaty that was

paramount.??® For Kishi, who was noted as being more pro-Japanese than anything
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else, his defining flagship policy and political legacy ended up being his quest to
place the relations between Japan as the US on as equal a footing as possible.??°

In working to get his agenda realized, Kishi had an overwhelmingly successful
tenure, however, this does not mean that his success came easily and without costs.
While Kishi was able to pass laws on moral education and the evaluation of teachers,
he was unable to move forward with a police duties law due to public, opposition, and
eventually factional pushback.?®® Thus, whilst Kishi was able to strengthen central
government control over education, his attempt to enhance the powers of the national
police ran into issues due to suspicions and unrest towards a return to the prewar
situation of police oppression and control from Tokyo. However, the true test of
Kishi’s power and his commitment to his agenda came with the revision of the US-
Japan Security Treaty. Revision of the treaty was such a controversial issue and
Kishi’s handling was so confrontational that massive protests erupted around the Diet
building in Tokyo. Seeing his power on the possible decline, Kishi entered into a
secret agreement with faction leaders Ono, Kono, and Satd, promising to them that
they would receive the party presidency and the prime ministry in that order, if they
helped Kishi to remain in power until after the revised US-Japan Security Treaty was
ratified.?® Just as he promised, Kishi promptly resigned after the treaty was ratified
and after the issue had kicked up a massive storm with the political district of Tokyo

swamped with mass protests, for which Kishi also took the blame.?%? The flagship

policy that made Kishi’s administration also became the on that broke it. Once out of
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power, Kishi did not honor the agreement he had previously made to arrange his
successors and was succeeded by Ikeda Hayato in July 1960.

Compared to his two predecessors Kishi can be seen as a mix between the two.
He had the economics credentials of Ishibashi and the prewar political career of
Hatoyama; however, he also had his bureaucratic experience that set him apart. In
terms of the ruling leadership, Kishi represented a factional change from both of his
predecessors, as he headed his own faction, the Tokakai. He did not suffer from the
existence of a kingmaker and even the agreement he made to secure his
administration by rigging his succession proved to not be a hinderance on his power.
His agenda and flagship items, as compared to his predecessors is only thematically in
continuation whereas the policies being put forward are unique to Kishi. Finally,
Kishi was a strong leader, who was able to manage both the party and the Diet, and
his faction did provide a solid base of support for him. Thus, the ruling leadership has
been changed completely between Kishi and both of his predecessors, owing to the
emergence of a strong leader who headed a new ruling faction, and a fresh new
agenda. Kishi’s tenure was of a standard length and his agenda fulfillment was near
complete, with the significant exception of the police duties law being shelved due to
massive pushback. His leadership style was wholly different from that of his only
comparable predecessor Hatoyama, with Kishi’s style being confrontational and high-
handed, appearing almost un-democratic. Kishi would best be categorized as a mix
between a political insider and a kamikaze fighter, since he was able to manipulate the
factions and to control the party to achieve his goals, and because he had to stake the
final survival of his administration on the ratification of the security treaty and the

rigging of his succession. Overall, from the duo of Hatoyama and Ishibashi to Kishi, it
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can be seen that a significant change and strong circulation of elites has taken place

with major changes between these administrations being observed.

6.2 The long calm of the Sixties — Ikeda and Sato

Succeeding the turbulent tenure of Kishi was Ikeda Hayato, who became Prime
Minister and had his faction, the Kochikai, achieve ruling faction status in July 1960,
with the major aim of moving Japan from the political to the economic era.?® Ikeda’s
administration set out with the motto of “forbearance and tolerance” and sought to
pursue “a low profile” political approach.?®* This was a result of the lessons learnt
from Kishi’s downfall — who had polarized the political world with his
confrontational and heavy-handed political style — which prompted Ikeda to pursue a
political style that would not only lower political tensions but also keep him from
sharing Kishi’s fate. However, this did not come easy to Ikeda who was known to be
“a hard man with yen and a free man with his tongue” and was prone to gaffes and
blunt remarks that were just as controversial as Kishi’s politics.?® Yet, Ikeda was able
to stick to the political style which he had chosen and which he knew both the nation
and his administration needed, emerging as a successful Prime Minister in the process.
Moreover, Ikeda was helped in this by the natural difference in political style that
existed between him and Kishi: one was the man of high politics and confrontation,
the other did not invite discord and worked at his task with vigor. Thus, he became a

most fitting successor to clean up what was left behind by Kishi.
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The flagship items in Ikeda’s agenda included the normalization of the
nation’s political life, basic laws on agriculture and small-and-medium enterprises,
ratification of the International Labor Organization (ILO) Convention No. 87, and
most importantly the National Income-Doubling Plan.?®® Immediately visible here is
the overwhelming focus on economic affairs at the expense of more politically charge
issues such as security and constitutional revision which had taken a center place
during Hatoyama’s and Kishi’s administrations. Especially with the income-doubling
plan, Ikeda shifted the basis of political discussion from ideological concerns to
economics which meant that controversial issues were jettisoned in favor of economic
policies which were better suited to achieve political calm and reconciliation.?®’ Issues
of growth and wealth were used to replace issues of security and democracy, allowing
Ikeda to sidestep these already seething spots and to shift the focus towards the
elevation of the material well-being of the people, which was a much less divisive
issue. Furthermore, such a focus on economic issues played into Ikeda’s expertise in

economics.238

Ikeda’s prewar experience in the MoF gave him the credentials to
appear as an economics zoku, which he brought to bear down completely to the
character of his administration. In his foreign policy statements, Ikeda emphasized

peace, prosperity, security, and recognition.?*® These were all in line with Ikeda’s
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vision of a growing Japan that would soon come to be an important economic power,
which needed global peace and security to sustain itself, prosperity for the availability
of markets, and recognition of its newfound position.

In pursuing his agenda, it can be seen that Ikeda has been largely successful
with few policies left unsuccessfully pursued. Most importantly, Ikeda did manage to
start a decade of calm and stable politics in Japan by moving national politics from an
ideological to economic focus and he did achieve his income-doubling goal well
ahead of the deadline that was set. However, he was unable to finalize the ratification
of the ILO Convention No. 87 and towards the end of his tenure the fallout from his
high and rapid growth economics began to be felt. It was the combination of criticism
that emerged towards the fallout from his economic policy and his inability to handle
intra-party factional affairs — especially his refusal to yield amicably to Sato — which
created the challenge against him.?%° This situation was worsened after Ikeda sought
and won a third term in 1964, and the factional pushback against Ikeda became too
great with Satd cementing his position as the major challenger.?*! Ultimately, it was
not factional infighting but declining personal health which did Ikeda in, who
resigned in October 1964 and named Satd as his successor.?*2

Ikeda proved to a polar opposite to Kishi in a number of important ways. In
terms of backgrounds, although both men shared a background in economics and
bureaucracy, and could be considered experts, Ikeda lacked the political experience of
Kishi but also the historical baggage that this experience brought. Turning towards the
ruling leadership, whilst Kishi headed the 76kakai, Ikeda headed the Kochikai and the

two men represented different factional lineages — both beginning with them. Ikeda
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did not suffer from the existence of a kingmaker that would have hurt his
administration or crippled its capacity for independent action. The agenda went
through a complete change both in spirit and in content, with economics and national
reconciliation as the key undercurrents. Finally, as a leader Ikeda was able to act from
a position of strength and his power base within the party was able to maintain a
strong degree of support for him. As such, it can be observed that between Kishi and
Ikeda, the ruling leadership went through a complete change, as the ruling faction
once again changed with a strong leader at the helm, and the agenda went through a
complete overhaul. Ikeda was able to win for himself a tenure that was longer than the
standard and was able fulfill much of the flagship policies in his agenda. Ikeda’s
political style was a near-complete opposite of Kishi’s style, with its emphasis on
low-profile, conciliatory, and non-ideological politics. Moreover, Ikeda was a mix
between a political insider and a peace lover, owing to his ability to get both the party
and the bureaucracy to move along with his economic program and to his
commitment to peaceful Diet operations, whilst still pursuing and achieving his
agenda. In sum, it can be seen that between Kishi and Ikeda what has taken place was
a significant change and a strong circulation of elites, with major political changes
taking place.

Satd Eisaku succeeded Ikeda Hayato as party president and Prime Minister
during November-December 1964, and his faction, the Shiizankai, achieved ruling
faction status. Satd’s political style was known as the “the politics of waiting”,
however, this did not imply ineptitude on his part as demonstrated by his ability to

rise through the ranks rather quickly during his prewar career in the Ministry of
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Transportation.?*® The politics of waiting was characterized by a combination of
standing strong against pressure, the desire and ability to maintain order in times of
crisis, and able personnel management.?** Furthermore, Satd was noted to be
“reserved and calculating” in a way that would make US President Lyndon B.
Johnson jealous, and when the time to act came he was tough and calculated with an
eye towards consensus and swift action.?*® As such, Satd handled the issues at hand
by taking a cautious and guarded approach, aimed at both exploring all opportunities
and gathering as much strength as possible in a low-profile manner. Once the time to
act came, he moved openly, quickly, and strongly in pursuit of the policies and
objectives for which he had already gathered his resources and formed the consensus
to achieve. Moreover, adept manipulation of personnel allowed Satd to both deflect
challenges from the party and to utilize the talents of the people around him with great
efficiency. Due to his politics of waiting, Satd was not a visionary or a charismatic
man when it came to politics but an able problem solver, which was both a blessing
and a curse.?*® As it will be seen, Satd was a man of both great achievement when the
times allowed for it but quickly fell out once the times passed him by.

In Satd’s agenda a number of flagship items can be observed, including the
leftover ratification of the ILO Convention No. 87, shift towards stable growth and
addressing the fallout from rapid growth, pollution, and most importantly the return of

the Ogasawara islands and Okinawa prefecture.?*” Thus, the agenda took over the
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economic undercurrent of the lkeda administration and coupled it with political issues
over which the nation could be unified, but stayed clear of controversial politics and
ideological struggles. Addressing the fallout from rapid economic growth became a
constant preoccupation of Satd, in both its economic and social aspects.?*® Rapid and
high economic growth had caused the economy to become unsustainable and
unequally developed across Japan, along with a host of other problems such as urban
overpopulation and rural depopulation, inflation, problems of fiscal soundness, and
traffic safety. In time, an important aspect of this fallout moved into flagship status:
pollution. Pollution first entered the agenda in 1967 with the Basic Pollution
Measures Law but only in 1970 did it become full-fledged as an issue with the so-
called “Pollution Diet”.?*° Thus, Satd had to devote a significant amount of time to
charting a way through the aftermath of Ikeda’s high, rapid, and unchecked economic
growth and to respond to the myriad problems that emerged as a result of it. In foreign
policy Satd echoed Ikeda, focusing on peace, security, prosperity, and recognition.?*

However, it can be seen that the focus was in shift as Satd did not simply move

forward with an economic focus but also made strides towards getting the political
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weight and significance of Japan recognized by the world. The return of full
sovereignty over Okinawa and the unification of the Japanese homeland was a move
in this direction, which ended the physical occupation of Japan completely and
elevated it further on the global stage.

In achieving his agenda, Sato was a most successful Prime Minister, with his
only failure being his inability to fully respond to the fallout from Ikeda’s economic
growth policy. However, this should not be seen as a major detraction from his track
record, given how this was an issue that was impossible for one man to get done
during his tenure and was bound to become the collective struggle of a number of
successive administrations. The true failing of Satd emerged with the advent of the
seventies as the public grew tired of the long administration, the fight to succeed him
(the so-called Kaku-Fuku War) caused party disharmony, and the Nixon Shocks
demonstrated the incapability of Satd to respond to the changing political realities and
the failure of his leadership.?>! The same politics of waiting that gave Satd the power
to dominate Japanese politics for as long as he did became his undoing at the moment
that it became unable to cope with the changing political currents and its bankruptcy
brought about the fall of Sato in July 1972 with Tanaka Kakuei succeeding him.

Ikeda and Satd had both a number of continuities and key differences between
them. Satd shared Ikeda’s bureaucratic background, although he came from the
Ministry of Transportation as opposed to the MoF, which meant that he qualified
more as a transportation zoku than as an economics zoku. In terms of the ruling
leadership, from Ikeda to Satd there was change of ruling faction from the Kochikai to
the Shiizankai, and as with the case between Kishi and Ikeda, the two men headed two

distinct factional lineages that began with them. Sato did not suffer from the existence

251 K osaka, “Satd Eisaku: The Truth about the ‘Politics of Waiting”” in The Prime Ministers of Postwar
Japan, 1945-1995: Their Lives and Times, 162-163.

158



of a kingmaker and it can even be said that Satd himself, during the time that he was
in power and was dominant in Japanese politics, was the kingmaker due to the power
and control he enjoyed. The agenda went through expansion and directional change
from the Ikeda era, with economics being transformed towards sustainable growth and
remedying the fallout from rapid growth, and non-divisive political issues making
their entry. Finally, in terms of strength Satd enjoyed a near absolute hold on power
and his faction remained a strong power base throughout his tenure. As such, it can be
seen that the ruling leadership underwent a great degree of change from Ikeda to Sato,
as once more a strong leader replaced another, the ruling faction completely changed,
and the agenda was completely refreshed. Satd’s tenure was longer than standard —
and until that of Abe Shinzo the longest in the prewar period — and he was able to
fulfill his agenda completely. The leadership styles of the two were also different in
that Sato pursued a wait-and-see style of politics which kept him from proposing new
policies but saw him respond to a host of issues at hand successfully, whereas Ikeda
was low-profile but actively sought to promote his agenda of economic policies.
Furthermore, although both men qualified as political insiders, it can be seen that the
power of Ikeda was greater within the economic circles and the bureaucracy, whilst
Satd was masterful at party and faction politics, and used his power here to his
advantage. Overall, it can be observed that from Ikeda to Satd there were a number of
comprehensive political changes which meant that what had taken place was a

significant change and strong circulation of elites.
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CHAPTER 722
THE CIRCULATION OF ELITES IN JAPAN THROUGH THE LDP:

ERA OF THE LONG DECLINE

In this chapter, the case studies will be continued, focusing on the period from 1972 to
1993. The first section will focus on the highly charged decade between 1972 and
1982, where the LDP was about to tear itself apart. Analyzed in this section will be

the tenures of Prime Ministers Tanaka, Miki, Fukuda, Ohira, and Suzuki. The second
section will focus on the period of stability, scandals, and eventual decline of the LDP,
between 1982 and 1993. Analysis in this section will focus on the tenures of Prime
Ministers Nakasone, Takeshita, Uno, Kaifu, and Miyazawa. The third section will

bring together the findings of the case studies and present a final analysis.

7.1 Years of the Kaku-Fuku War — Tanaka, Miki, Fukuda, Ohira, Suzuki

Tanaka Kakuei became Prime Minister in July 1972 — defeating Fukuda Taeko, his
archrival for the next decade — however, as Satd’s factional successor, he brought
about a continuation of the ruling faction, although it was now named the
Mokuyokurabu. The Tanaka administration set out with the motto of “Decision and
Implementation” and Tanaka appeared to be a young, active, and self-confident
leader.?>® As with how Ikeda was the man to clean up after Kishi, Tanaka appeared to
be the man to follow up after Satd and the bankruptcy of his politics of waiting. His
political style offered to strongly and swiftly respond to the crises that beset Japan

after the Nixon Shocks, making him an appealing successor for Satdo who lacked these
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qualities and lost his position because of it. Time Magazine in the US observed that
Tanaka was the “Khrushchev of Japanese politics”, that he was “polite but does not
mince words” with “frankness [that] verges on the coarse”, and that he was a quick
study but no intellectual.?>* This set him apart from Satd whose political style was
never close to the people or the press, and who kept his politics to himself and
preferably in the backrooms of the LDP until the time to act came. Tanaka on the
other hand was always active before the public eye and promised to act quickly and
decisively where his predecessor had appeared cold and reactive.

Two points of Tanaka’s style merit particular focus to better understand his
difference from Sato as a politician. First, as the so-called “Japanese Khrushchev” or
the better known “Computerized Bulldozer”, Tanaka valued policy implementation
and delivery of goods to the people as the most important responsibility of the
politician, and called for the separation of ideology and policy from early in his
career.? This was never a visible concern for Satd, whose greatest achievement — the
return of Okinawa prefecture — can be seen as the product of high politics, whereas
low politics, which was responding to the fallout from rapid economic growth took
place as something that could not be avoided and consumed less of Satd’s time. On
the other hand, Tanaka sought to tackle these issues of low politics head on and
brought to these to the center of his agenda, handling economics not as an abstract
national manner as Ikeda but as a concrete and personally experienced matter which
made significant impacts on peoples’ lives.

Second, Tanaka had the ability to dominate in conversation and used

information in “flow”, always being prepared to respond to requests and questions,
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having gathered information, studied it, and formulated responses beforehand.?®® This
set him apart from Sato, who was the more intellectual of the two but kept the himself
and was a secretive leader, using information as a tool to be kept and used sparingly
as necessary. On the other hand, Tanaka could go all out with the information which
he had, because he valued the practical applications of what he knew and sought the
extract the most he could at a constant pace. As such, Tanaka was a factory that ran
on information, which was promptly processed and returned to the people in the form
of policy proposals and the delivery of the necessary services and resources.

In Tanaka’s agenda the two dominant flagship items were the normalization of
the relations with China and the ambitious Remodeling of the Japanese Archipelago,
with much time also taken up by the need to respond to crises in land use and prices,
and the First Oil Shock of 1973.25" The flagship policies of Tanaka were aimed at
remedying the failures of his two predecessors. However, the dual domestic and
international crises produced economic repercussions, which hurt Tanaka as they
caused an economic slowdown and because they caused him to divert much attention
from actually implementing his agenda and vision, towards crisis management and
economic stabilization. Reflecting the international situation of uncertainty, Tanaka’s
foreign policy pronouncements in the Diet put emphasis on peace and security.?®
This was only natural, considering how Tanaka lead the opening of Japan to China,
and had to deal with the repercussions of the Yom Kippur War and the subsequent oil
crisis. On the one hand, Tanaka had to make constant overtures of peace abroad so

that the energy crunch would be over, and relations with China could be normalized
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and expanded. On the other hand, the successful opening up of the Chinese market,
the conditions of conflict in the Middle East and the subsequent the energy crisis
impacted Japan’s security as a trading nation which needed access both to buyers and
to resources, all of which were found more outside than inside the country.

In implementing his agenda, Tanaka’s success was mixed. Although he was
able to normalize relations with China and handle the energy crisis, he was unable to
implement his policy to rebuild the Japanese homeland and its infrastructure.
Furthermore, his ambitious remodeling proposal caused land values to skyrocket and
abuses of land use regulations, which made the economic problems worse. However,
this is not to say that Tanaka was a weak leader. On the contrary, Tanaka was able to
skillfully navigate the triangle of reality, law, and system in implementing policy, and
was able to cultivate — through personal contacts — work with, outsmart, and use
bureaucrats to achieve his ends.?®® Thus, Tanaka was an exceptionally strong leader,
whose charismatic leadership in the bureaucracy, and his intraparty power stemming
from the strength of his faction allowed for him to respond to crises, and formulate
and implement policy with exceptional power and speed. Given his power, Tanaka’s
tenure might have been longer had it not been for his failings and the crises which
beset his administration.

Tanaka’s failure and eventual ouster from power stemmed from a number of
concurrent problems. One major problem was the Oil Shock of 1973, which caused an
energy crunch in Japan that slashed economic growth and exacerbated the already
existing inflation problem caused by Tanaka’s budgets and remodeling policy.?®° The

Oil Shock came as a second blow that made an existing problem — of Tanaka’s and
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Ikeda’s making — worse by hitting the energy lifeline of the Japanese economy. The
economy held because Tanaka was able to use to steer Japan through this crisis.
However, the cost to Tanaka and his administration was discontent within the party
and the populace.

Tanaka’s problems were exacerbated by his inability to rise above challengers
such as Fukuda and Ohira — unlike Satd who was paramount — and from the lack of a
skilled secretary general at his side.?* Despite his ability to control the bureaucracy
and to weaponize his faction, Tanaka was unable to ward off factional challenges and
manage intra-party affairs alongside his duties as the Prime Minister. He had too
much responsibility but very little time and energy, which eventually weakened him
within the party. However, the end of Tanaka’s tenure came due to the money politics
he so skillfully pursued, and his resignation came in December 1974 due to a
corruption scandal.?%? Corruption would follow Tanaka for the rest of his political life,
yet, it would never be enough of an hinderance to keep him away from politics. As
soon as he resigned, Tanaka was replaced by Miki Takeo in December 1974 by an
embattled LDP.

The tenures of Tanaka and Satd contained a number of similarities and
differences. Tanaka had been a businessman before politics, as opposed to Satd who
had been a bureaucrat, and he qualified more as a construction zoku than as a
transportation zoku. Looking at the ruling leadership, from there is both change and
continuation in the ruling faction. Tanaka’s faction the Mokuyokurabu was carved out
of Satd’s Shiizankai, to which Tanaka had belonged as a senior member. As such, in a

rare occurrence, the change in factions between Tanaka and Sato was only partial as
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two leaders of the same factional lineage succeeded one another, although under
differently constituted factions. Tanaka did not suffer from the existence of a
kingmaker, although not being as dominant a character in politics as Sato was, he was
able to formulate and push for an agenda that was entirely his and his main
hinderance came from crises outside the party and the nation. His agenda did keep the
economics and foreign policy duality of Sato; however, economics were elevated to a
primary concern whilst his foreign policy was proactive and sought to respond to
emerging challenges as opposed to existing national problems. Finally, Tanaka was a
strong leader who had strength in both dealing with the bureaucracy and the LDP as
well as the leader of a major factional lineage. As such, the change in the ruling
leadership from Satd to Tanaka can be identified as being partial, which is the result
of one strong leader replacing another with a new agenda but the ruling faction
staying the same. Tanaka’s tenure was of standard length, however, due to the crises
he faced he was able to only partially complete his agenda. In terms of political styles,
the two leaders also differed with Tanaka’s political style being active and hands-on
as opposed to Satd’s wait-and-see style. Moreover, Tanaka’s style was a mix between
the political insider, drawing upon his power in the bureaucracy and the LDP, and the
grandstander, owing to his popularity and engagement with the public. In total, as the
administration change between Satd and Tanaka took place, there was a semi-
significant change and moderate circulation of elites due to the major political
changes clouded by factional continuation and Tanaka’s inability to realize his agenda.
Miki Taeko became party president and Prime Minister in December 1974,
succeeding Tanaka who had to resign in disgrace, and carried his faction, the Seisaku
Kenkyiikai, to ruling faction status which it carried tenuously due to its small size.

Had it not been for the conditions that Tanaka’s resignation had left the party in, Miki
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would have been considered too idealistic and outspoken on party reform, preventing
him from being a serious contender for leadership.?®® However, Miki was hand-picked
for the post by the LDP’s vice-president Shiina Etsusaburd, who sought to capitalize
on his image as a “clean” politician and restricted his freedom to act as a leader.?%*
The choice of Miki was based on the hope that his clean image could be used to save
the party from the public outrage to Tanaka’s corruption scandal. Thus, Miki was
handed the prime ministry and the party presidency, because he was an opposite force
to Tanaka and kept his distance from Tanaka-style money politics. Miki, who would
have even been considered a dark horse for leadership was now the man to lead Japan
and the LDP during this time of political crisis and was called upon to settle the post-
Tanaka record. Reflecting his political record, Miki’s political style was part idealistic
and part pragmatic.?%® As will be discussed below, Miki and never let go of the pursuit
of cleaner politics and party reform but also knew that he had to contend with the
realities of power that constrained him.

Miki’s flagship policies focused on cleaner politics through electoral and
funding reform with the Lockheed Scandal?®® added on afterwards; a fairer society
through antimonopoly law revision and Japanese-style welfare state; and a shift to
stable economic growth.?®” Politically, Miki was seeking to respond to the corruption

crisis that was rocking the LDP and Japanese politics, as well as to realize his
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personal ambition of achieving cleaner politics. Economically, he was responding
both the fallout from Ikeda’s policies and to the energy crisis which ended Japan’s
high-growth period, and sought to do so by liberalizing Japan’s economy domestically
and by constructing a Japanese-style welfare state. In his foreign policy, Miki had few
focuses appear in his speeches, with security repeated twice, and peace and prosperity
once each.?%® This reflects Miki’s preoccupation with domestic politics and the
conditions of global stagflation which coincided with his tenure, where the security of
the country both in terms of defense and access to key resources that were to be
imported were under immense stress.

In attempting to implement his policies, Miki had a mixed track record,
reflecting the interplay of an idealistic agenda with pragmatic politics. Shinkawa
found that Miki’s weaknesses stemmed from the small size of his faction, the lack of
factional allies, and an inability to capitalize on public support, with his failures
owing to the way in which he pursued the antimonopoly revision issue.?®® Added to
these were his zeal in pursuing the Lockheed Scandal fully and the fact that he was
never a free actor as party president or Prime Minister, owing to how he was chosen
for these posts. From the outset, Miki controlled a small faction which weakened him
and the factional opposition was too great in comparison. This situation was made
worse by the lack of reliable allies, which became even harder to come by as Miki
went on to commit to the Lockheed Scandal. Furthermore, Miki had not won his
mandate by winning over the party but was brought in, which weakened his ability to
act and defy the factions because he lacked the ties necessary to have and wield intra-

party power. Whilst Miki might have been able to offset this power disparity by
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making use of his popularity, he was unable to do so and lost popularity as the public
grew cynical the of backroom dealings and were dismayed at the Lockheed
investigation becoming bogged down.?”® Thus, although he could have found external
sources of strength, his internal weakness and an inability to capitalize on outside
sources made Miki a weak Prime Minister.

In trying to get his flagship reform policies passed, Miki faced pushback from
the factions, creating the first cracks in his leadership.?’* Miki had to open up to
negotiations with the factions on the content of his policies — with the exception of the
antimonopoly law revision — and had his policies watered down to suit the needs of
the factions. While election and political funding reform was passed in this manner,
antimonopoly law failed to pass the Diet entirely, due to the unrest it created with the
factions and many of LDP’s major donors. Miki’s idealism and strong commitment to
reform — which had until then kept him from the offices that he now occupied — were
now proving to be his undoing in power by alienating the factions and the party’s
backers. However, it was his strong public commitment to pursuing the Lockheed
Scandal in Japan that ended Miki’s tenure as Prime Minister.?’? His commitment,
along with his decision to not rescue Tanaka from arrest in the Lockheed investigation,
sparked a movement within the LDP to replace him with someone more palatable to
the factions. The party had had enough of the reform agenda of the clean Miki —
which had ultimately proven to be too radical — and in December 1976 Miki tendered

his resignation and was succeeded by Fukuda Takeo.
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Tanaka and Miki were best characterized as polar opposites. The former had
been a businessman before politics whilst the latter had been a pure politician, and
while Tanaka could be identified as part of the construction zoku, Miki had no such
distinction. Looking at the changes in the ruling leadership, there was a change in the
ruling faction, as Miki headed the Seisaku Kenkyiikai, which was one of the main
factional lineages of the LDP. However, Miki suffered from the existence of a
kingmaker in the form of Shiina Etsusaburé who had granted Miki his tenure and
made Miki a weak appointee. Miki was left without factional ties and alliances to
support him, and turning him into a caretaker picked by a Shiina to smooth the tides
rocking the LDP. Despite the existence of a kingmaker, Miki was able to formulate an
agenda of his own, which differed from Tanaka’s in its focuses and direction, with
greater emphasis placed on controversial political issues and the content of economic
policy radically altered from remodeling to creating a welfare state. Yet, Miki was
never a strong leader and his faction was always weak, owing to both the kingmaker
Shiina, the isolation and small size of the faction, and Miki’s inability use public
support. Thus, there was only partial change in the ruling leadership from Tanaka to
Miki, because Miki ended up as a lame-duck type of Prime Minister, despite changes
in the ruling faction and the agenda. Due to his weakness — although he was able to
have a standard-length tenure — Miki was unable to fulfill much of his agenda, with
what he achieved tampered with by the factions. In terms of his political style, Miki
replaced Tanaka’s action-based style with one that sought to combine idealism and
pragmatism. Furthermore, whilst Tanaka was a political insider and a grandstander,
Miki was only a kamikaze fighter who committed himself and his tenure to pursuing
reforms to clean up politics, make economics fairer, and went all in to pursue the

Lockheed Scandal. Miki’s could have been a grandstander but was unable to use
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public support. In sum, it can be seen that there was a semi-significant change and
moderate circulation of elites from Tanaka to Miki, due to a number of strong
differences between each administration but failures of power and achievement on
Miki’s end.

Fukuda Takeo became party president and Prime Minister — and his faction,
the Seiwakai became the ruling faction, after in December 1976 through an agreement
with Ohira Masayoshi, which dictated that Fukuda would serve a single two-year term
and would be succeeded by Ohira, making the latter the kingmaker during Fukuda’s
tenure.?”® Through this agreement, Fukuda took over at a time when the Japanese
economy was struggling and that an economics zoku like Fukuda — who came from
the MoF — was best equipped to handle. Reflecting this need to deliver progress to the
people on the economic front, Fukuda’s administration adopted the name of “‘Okay,
let’s get to work cabinet’ (saa, hatarakd naikaku)” with the motto of “collaboration
and solidarity”.?’* Thus, like Ikeda, Fukuda made it the centerpiece of his government
to stay out of the more controversial reform issues that pulled apart the Miki
administration — as well as the Lockheed Scandal which took a backseat — and to
focus on the economy. His government’s motto reflected both the weakness of the
LDP in the Diet due to electoral losses throughout the seventies, Fukuda’s own
reliance on Ohira as a kingmaker, and the need to reduce the impact of Fukuda’s own
feud with Tanaka to the LDP by prioritizing party harmony.

Character-wise, Fukuda was noted to be intelligent and charming, and had

great aptitude in policymaking with a sense of mission not unlike the Meiji era

273 Makoto, “Fukuda Takeo: Winner in Policy, Loser in Politics” in The Prime Ministers of Postwar
Japan, 1945-1995: Their Lives and Times, 224-225.

274 Makoto, “Fukuda Takeo: Winner in Policy, Loser in Politics” in The Prime Ministers of Postwar
Japan, 1945-1995: Their Lives and Times, 207; Edstrdm, Japan’s Evolving Foreign Policy Doctrine,
90.

170



politicians but was harangued by politicking within the party.?”® Thus, although
Fukuda was a leader who would quite enthusiastically tackle the problems that Japan
faced out of a sense of mission and responsibility, his handling of party affairs where
his base of power and host of challengers ultimately resided was weak. This meant
that although Fukuda was not as radically different from the mass of LDP
Dietmembers as Miki was, he did have the inclination to prioritize his own political
goals and commitments over the reactions of the party. However, when combined
with Fukuda’s position as an economic specialist that preferred stable growth politics,
and as a firm believer in economic cycles and the need of flexible responses to them,
this proved to be to his advantage.?’® Just as Miki was the man to steer Japan and the
LDP from the period of corruption crises as Mr. Clean, Fukuda was the man to pull
Japan through a period of global stagflation due to his experience in economics and
his committed workstyle. Once again, the LDP had been able to field a leader who
was responding to the shortcomings and failures of his predecessor, and tackling the
crises of the period, thus prolonging its hold on power.

Reflecting his expertise and Japan’s situation, Fukuda’s flagship policies were
focused on the economic sphere, which included the achievement of stable growth
and financial soundness, and revisions in antimonopoly and business relations bills.?”’
Fukuda set out to give the Japanese economy a new direction, jettisoning both Ikeda’s
high-growth policies and the redistributive policies of his two predecessors, and

sought to achieve stable growth that would be felt equally across Japan. Furthermore,
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Fukuda sought to address the economic stress felt by the government budgets which
were growing at a rate that could not be sustained by current revenue and would soon
become an extreme financial liability. The major exception to the economic focus of
the agenda was in foreign policy, where Fukuda had been able to formulate his own
doctrine towards Asia, aptly called the Fukuda Doctrine.?’8 Directed towards
Southeast Asia and the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN), the Fukuda
Doctrine clarified Japan’s position towards the region and the organization, and set
the framework for future relations. It offered not only a vision of peace and prosperity
for the region and its relations with Japan but also gave Japan a path towards building
up its power and relations in the region, so as to be able to place itself as the leader of
the region. Moreover, although Fukuda was a nationalist of Kishi’s brand, his foreign
policy speeches tended to emphasize survival and security.?’® This fit the pattern of a
leader working to ensure the economic stability of Japan — which depended on outside
sources both for resources and consumer markets — and who sought make Japan the
Asia’s leader.

In achieving his flagship policies, Fukuda’s successes in foreign policy
outweighed his successes in economic policy. Overall, Fukuda was able get a strong
start in pursuing his economic policies and while he did not fail, he did come up short.
The task of changing Japan’s economic growth pattern was too mammoth a task for
him to accomplish in his tenure and stretched far beyond. In fact, the economic
problem Fukuda sought to tackle has snowballed with each new decade and economic
crisis, remaining as a complicated challenge that every incoming Prime Minister to

date has had to respond to. However, in foreign policy he was able to put forward the
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Fukuda Doctrine and to conclude a normalization treaty with China. Yet the demise of
his administration did not particularly stem from policy failures or letdowns, since its
overall track record was positive in both fronts. Fukuda’s tenure ended because he
sought to break free from his agreement with fellow faction leader Ohira Masayoshi,
which the latter thought Fukuda had “an ethical obligation” to adhere to, and this
move put the two men into a bitter race for leadership.?®® Ohira challenged Fukuda
based on the agreement that they had, which not only made him a kingmaker but also
gave him the right to expect and eventually demand that he be given what he was
promised, making him a highly visible challenger. Furthermore, Ohira was able to
secure the backing of Tanaka and his Mokuyokurabu, which were bitter enemies of
Fukuda. The result was Fukuda’s loss to Ohira in the party presidential elections of
1978 and Ohira’s succession in December 1978.

For the most part, Miki and Fukuda were politicians of different makes and
worldviews. Miki was a pure politician that did not qualify as a zoku politician,
whereas Fukuda was an ex-bureaucrat from the MoF and could be considered as a
part of the economics zoku. Regarding the changes in the ruling leadership, Miki
headed the Seisaku Kenkyikai whilst Fukuda had succeeded Kishi and renamed the
faction to Seiwakai, and both of the two men led major factional lineages. Fukuda did
have a kingmaker in Ohira; however, he did not necessarily suffer from his
interference in the affairs of his administration which still allowed him free action and
the ability to form and pursue his own agenda. However, much of his agenda
continued on Miki’s agenda, with Fukuda dropping clean politics and adding foreign
policy as a major item but keeping much of the economic focus intact. As a leader,

Fukuda and his faction proved to be of moderate strength, being unable to handle
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party affairs with much efficiency and breaking down against the first serious
challenge from Ohira. Overall, the changeover in the ruling leadership from Miki to
Fukuda was only partial, given Fukuda’s weaknesses and major continuities between
the agendas of the two. Due to the manner in which he obtained and lost power,
Fukuda’s tenure was shorter than standard and his agenda fulfillment was only partial
due to his short tenure and the weight of the items on his agenda. Looking at their
political styles, whilst Miki had an approach that combined idealism and pragmatism,
Fukuda’s style was that of hard work and dedication. Moreover, Fukuda was a
political insider, who was weaker in intra-party affairs but was stronger in the
bureaucratic circles. Overall, from Miki to Fukuda there was a semi-significant
change and moderate circulation of elites, caused by the partial change in the ruling
leadership and the inability of Fukuda to see his flagship policies to their successful
conclusions.

Ohira Masayoshi became party president and Prime Minister in December
1978, carrying his faction, the Kochikai, to ruling faction status after his victory over
Fukuda.?®! Once in power, Ohira had to contend with Diet power parity and had to
seek the cooperation of the opposition centrists and splinter conservatives such as the
New Liberal Club, which reflected in his political catchphrase trust and agreement.82
First, this reflected his weakness in the party, as both Miki and Fukuda whom Ohira
had helped topple were in opposition and the support he got from Tanaka meant that
he was now on his side of the fighting within the LDP. Thus, Ohira needed to
emphasize the need for party to unite and mend the bridges between the factions that

were vital to its survival. Second, this reflect the weakness of the LDP in the Diet,
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which was due to the constant electoral decline of the party, which meant that outside
support — especially with internal divisions so strong — was a necessity.

Nicknamed the Slow(-thinking) Bull, Ohira was a “deliberate, unassuming
bureaucrat” who “sifts his thoughts, acts cautiously and speaks slowly”, and had a
straightforward style with the ability to get things done.?®® Furthermore, Ohira — much
like Tanaka — believed that it was the responsibility of the politicians to deliver to the
people.?®* Thus, Ohira’s political style was a mix of Sato and Tanaka, combining the
deliberate and cautious approach of the former with the hands-on and proactive
approach of the latter. On the one hand, Ohira’s deliberative style allowed him to
better position himself and move towards a possible compromise or cooperation, in
order to have his policies passed. On the other hand, his style signaled a return to an
understanding of low politics — and particularly economics — as an experienced and
real event to be handled with regard to how it affected the people, as opposed to a
national-wide abstract matter. This stood in contrast to Fukuda who pursued theory-
led economic policy and saw economics as an issue to be solved on its own. Moreover,
Ohira was further set apart from Fukuda by his political style, which made him more
open to pursuing imaginative and concrete policies in response to the problems on the
domestic front.

Ohira’s flagship policies aimed to respond to the social and economic issues
facing Japan, and included policies such as the creation of a spiritually oriented

society, family-based Japanese-style welfare, the garden city concept, and
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administrative and tax reforms.?® What was unique in Ohira’s agenda — in a move
that went beyond Tanaka — was that the flagship policies not only emphasized the
human aspect of low politics but also addressed the social and human aspect of the
economic problems of Japan. In this sense, Ohira was a trailblazer, who broke the
mold for flagship policies and the main concerns of an administration by giving social
issues and policies greater weight in his agenda. Nearly all of Ohira’s successor had
social policies in their agendas, seeking to remedy the problems that plagued Japanese
society as a result of modernization, economic growth, and globalization. Ohira’s
trailblazing went further. He was also the first Prime Minister to bring the issues of
administrative and tax reform to the fore in his agenda, setting a trend which would be
tackled by others for over a decade after him. It was Ohira that turned the tax solution
to the government’s decaying financial situation into a serious proposal. The only part
of Ohira’s agenda that did not include any new developments was in foreign policy,
where his constant emphases on prosperity, peace, and security mirrored his domestic
agenda.?® Ohira’s agenda as a whole placed a great deal of emphasis on both material
and mental wealth, and the accumulation of a comprehensive type of prosperity that
would satisfy the full needs of the people.

In implementing his policies Ohira had few successes, with three major
problems that kept him from major achievements and sapped his political power. The
first problem was that while Ohira’s social agenda was groundbreaking, it could not
be achieved overnight and had too many parts to be articulated and implemented,
which moved it beyond the scope of Ohira’s powers and tenure from the outset. The

second problem was that Ohira was involved in the Tanaka-Fukuda fight, with
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constant factional opposition, which was made worse by his distrust of factional
backroom politics due to experience with Fukuda’s attempt to renege on his
agreement.?®” Thus, factional conflict kept Ohira occupied and worked against him for
much of his time in office, constituting a constant drain of time, energy, and resources.
The third and final problem was Ohira’s tax proposal, whose unpopularity with the
public led to disastrous results in the October 1979 elections, leading to the movement
to oust him.?8 Although the tax proposal was an important step in addressing the
issue of government deficits, its unpopularity with the public also made it unpopular
with the LDP’s Diet contingent and faction leaders, who were alarmed by the public
reaction. Despite these problems, Ohira’s Cabinet ultimately fell as the factional
conflict caused a no-confidence vote against him to pass, leading him to call elections
rather than resign.?% Ohira died in office while the campaign period was getting
underway in June 1980, and was replaced by Suzuki Zenkd in July 1980.

In terms of their backgrounds, Ohira and Fukuda were actually men of similar
circumstances. Both had been bureaucrats in the MoF before entering politics and
qualified as economics zoku, which was the center focuses of their agendas.
Analyzing changes in the ruling leadership, Fukuda and Ohira headed the Seiwakai
and the Kochikai, respectively and led distinct factional lineages. Unlike his
predecessor, Ohira did not suffer from a kingmaker who controlled or constantly
challenged his administration, and was not politically constrained due to it. His

agenda kept the heavy economics focus that Fukuda’s had, however, its direction was
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less theoretical and more applied; foreign policy was less salient; and social policy
emerged as an important item. Finally, Ohira was not a particularly strong leader, and
his personal and factional power was circumscribed, owing to both the size of the
faction and the intra-party tensions which he faced. In combination, this meant that
the ruling leadership did undergo change — although Ohira was weaker as a leader —
due to changes in the ruling faction and the agenda. Ohira’s tenure — much like that of
Fukuda whom he replaced — was shorter than standard and this was a factor, along
with Ohira’s moderate strength, constant occupation with factional infighting, size of
agenda commitments, and public pushback, in the lack of any major agenda
fulfillment. In terms of their styles, Fukuda’s hard work and dedication was replaced
by Ohira’s cautious and hand-on approach to politics. However, both men were
political insiders, whose greatest strength lay in their bureaucratic connections which
were centered around the MoF. In sum, due to continuities in style and the weakness
of agenda fulfillment on Ohira’s part, there was a semi-significant change and
moderate circulation of elites between Fukuda’s and Ohira’s tenures.

Taking Ohira’s place after his death during the campaign period for the 1980
elections was Suzuki Zenkd, who took over the posts of party president and Prime
Minister in July 1980 and kept the ruling faction constant as he also led the Kochikai.
Suzuki, whose nickname was “the Buddha”, emerged as a compromise candidate
because he was neutral, well-connected, “regarded as a tough negotiator with a
particular knack for settling party disputes”, and had served seven terms as chairman
of the Executive Council, which gave him the credentials as a “consensus builder and
coordinator”.2% With his experience and reputation, Suzuki became the top man in the

LDP and in government because the party been experiencing bitter factional conflict
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for almost a decade. In this period of factional conflict, Ohira’s death had been too
high a price for the LDP to be comfortable with and what was needed now was to
rebuild factional relations and achieve intra-party harmony. Thus, Suzuki emerged as
the LDP’s choice precisely because he was the man of harmony and consensus
needed to unite the party, mend the wounds of the previous decade, and to stop the
factional conflict that threatened to undo the dominance of the party. In this sense,
Suzuki was also Ohira’s antidote, as his confrontational attitude towards the factions
had brought intraparty conflict to its peak, leading to the passage of a vote of no-
confidence and Ohira’s own death.

Coming to power at such a juncture, the Suzuki administration dedicated itself
to the “the politics of harmony”.?%! This was a statement of Suzuki’s mission to unite
the party and calm down the political environment, which had become increasingly
unstable during the seventies as LDP’s power in the Diet declined and factional
conflict redirected the energies of the government away from legislating and into
party politics. Suzuki was helped in this by the factions’ reaction to Ohira’s death and
the Ohira sympathy vote in the 1980 double-elections, which gave him a comfortable
position in the Diet. This commitment to harmony and consensus extended to
Suzuki’s agenda, which did not have a particular leaning of its own and instead
pursued the LDP line.?®? Flagship items in Suzuki’s agenda included commitments to
administrative reform, fiscal consolidation and reform, welfare for an aging Japan,
and the creation of a fulfilling society.?®® Here, Suzuki was not simply pursuing the

party line but also the Ohira line, continuing the fiscal and administrative focuses of
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his agenda and only dropping the controversial tax reform idea and replacing the
family-based welfare and garden city concept with welfare for an aging Japan and the
creation of a fulfilling society. The makeup of the agenda was also a deliberate move
by Suzuki, who dropped controversial issues from consideration, not endangering his
mission to have party unity and consensus, and making his job of governing easier by
removing any difficult decisions and legislative issues.

In foreign policy too, Suzuki was a man of harmony, emphasizing peace and
security in his foreign policy statements.?** On the one hand, by making frequent
recourse to these themes, Suzuki was extending his domestic policy stance outwards,
where appeals to peace and security were constant themes and would incite no
opposition for being bland or for being too heavy on taking the initiative. On the other
hand, Suzuki was also reacting to a world where the Cold War had restarted, along
with conflict in the Middle East between Iraq and Iran which had threatened Japanese
nationals in these countries. The only controversial diplomatic action by Suzuki was
the use of the term “alliance” in a meeting with US President Ronald Reagan.?®®
Suzuki faced opposition at home, stemming from a reaction to the word “alliance” in
the context that it was used, and his handling of the issue hurt him as well. However,
this ended up being just about the only time that his foreign policy invited such
disharmony and conflict within the Diet.

In terms of his agenda implementation ability, the focus on harmony and the
skills on consensus-building which had raised Suzuki up to his posts became his
undoing. By then end of his term, not only had he been unable to get any of his

flagship commitments realized, but 52% of Japanese disapproved of Suzuki due to
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political inaction.?®® Whilst Suzuki was a strong candidate for party unity and political
harmony, in his commitment he was far too timid and weak, which led to him
becoming a leader without power and achievement. This hurt his chances of
remaining in power for a second term because his leadership had become bankrupt
and intra-party struggles to succeeded him emerged. However, it was Suzuki himself
who chose to leave his posts, when the conflict between Tanaka and Fukuda — which
he had attempted to slow down by appointing Kishi as an advisor — reemerged.?%’
Thus it was at the moment when his mission became impossible to fulfill that Suzuki
chose to step down, rather than to be consumed by the same conflict that shaped the
fates of his four predecessors. Through his choice to step down, Suzuki became
another — and it would appear, the final — victim of the Tanaka-Fukuda conflict.

As leaders, Ohira and Suzuki presented a number of continuities with a few
differences in-between. In their backgrounds, both men came from different sections
of the bureaucracy: Ohira had worked in the MoF, and Suzuki had been involved with
the fisheries administration. Thus, the former could be considered as part of the
economics zoku whereas the latter could be considered as part of the fisheries zoku.
Looking at the ruling leadership, the first continuity between the two men was the
faction which they belonged to, with both men leaders of the Kochikai. Thus, the
ruling faction stayed the same during Suzuki and Ohira’s tenures. Suzuki did not
suffer from a kingmaker, although his politics of harmony was a kingmaker in itself
and had the same weight and power over Suzuki that a kingmaker would have had. In
terms of his agenda, Suzuki’s agenda was a close continuation of Ohira’s agenda with

slight changes such as the tax proposal being dropped and social policies becoming
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differentiated. The agenda had undergone only marginal and cosmetic changes, and
kept the directions set by Ohira. Finally, although Suzuki’s faction of moderate
strength, Suzuki himself was a weak and largely ineffective leader owing to his desire
to stay away from the problematic aspects of policy making and intraparty struggles.
As such, it can be seen that from Ohira to Suzuki’s tenures the ruling leadership
remained unchanged, as Suzuki acted as if he was presiding over an extension of
Ohira’s term in office. Although Suzuki had a standard-length tenure as Prime
Minister, his weakness within the party and indecisive leadership led to a dismal
failure in fulfilling his agenda and enacting his flagship policies. The major difference
between Ohira and Suzuki was their political styles, with the cautious and hands-on
approach of Ohira replaced by the harmony and consensus approach of Suzuki.
Furthermore, while Ohira was a political insider, Suzuki was a peace lover who
sacrificed all of his power and potential policy gains for the sake of intra-party
harmony. In conclusion, the major continuities between Ohira and Suzuki’s tenures

led to a situation of no-significant change and weak circulation of elites.

7.2 Zenith and decline of the LDP — Nakasone, Takeshita, Uno, Kaifu, Miyazawa
Replacing “the Buddha” Suzuki Zenkd as party president and Prime Minister — and

his faction as the ruling faction — in November 1982 was “the weathervane” Nakasone
Yasuhiro and his faction, the Seisaku Kagaku Kenkyitjo.?*® Nakasone had achieved
this odious distinction because he was quick to change sides and secure his political
future, and had been a familiar face in a number of party administrations and Cabinets,
which included the Suzuki Cabinet as well. Although his political career was derided

in this manner, Thayer noted that Nakasone had inadvertently become a weathervane
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due to his desire to demonstrate that he could be a leader to the LDP and to Japan.?®®

To do so, Nakasone needed to keep his career secure — biding his time to become
party president and Prime Minister — and to keep his political and administrative skills
polished and highly visible. Thus, on the one hand, he had to be able to switch
allegiances quickly and as necessary, and on the other hand, he needed to take as
many posts as he could secure both in the party and the Cabinets. Ultimately,
Nakasone was playing a political game with equal benefits and risks to himself, which
he came to reap plentily.

Despite his reputation, Nakasone’s political style was much firmer and
stronger than would be expected. His political style combined “direct speech and
vigorous action” along with a “presidential” top-down leadership style, and clever use
of charisma, mass media, and public opinion.3% The difference between Suzuki and
Nakasone’s political styles mirrored the difference between Satd and Tanaka a decade
earlier. After the failure of Suzuki’s politic of harmony and consensus, Nakasone’s
presidential and populist style offered the LDP and the Japanese citizens the strong
and dedicated leadership which seemed to be missing from politics in the seventies. In
effect, Nakasone emerged as the response to the Suzuki’s failures, with an offer of
leadership to which the LDP and the people responded positively. Furthermore,
Nakasone had become — after Tanaka — the second LDP president and Prime Minister,
who consciously and effectively took to the people for support. However, he went
beyond Tanaka and became a pioneer in this field, by making full use of mass media
and contacts with the people, infusing a degree of populism and accessibility to his

administration which had been done last by Hatoyama.
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Politically, Nakasone was a Prime Minister who looked outward from Japan
and at Japan’s role in the world, and liked dealing with big and abstract ideas.>** His
flagship policies reflected this, with policies such as achieving politics open to the
people; creating in Japan “a country of strong culture and welfare”; administrative,
education, and tax reforms; switching to a domestic demand driven economy; and the
total settlement of postwar politics.*°? Nakasone’s flagship items were the
combination of a number of policy proposals — some of which, such as tax reform,
had been brought up before him — that required amassing and expending of a massive
political capital, something which Nakasone had long been gathering. It can be seen
that some items on the agenda, especially on reform, economics, and welfare, were
more like the continuation of a trend which had been inherited from the previous
decade and the late-Prime Minister Ohira, with the power behind them changed.
Social policy was once more a centerpiece of the agenda, alongside issues of reform
and economic stabilization, which sought to change the entire structure of the
Japanese economy.

Particularly unique here was the focus on ending the “postwar period” of
Japanese politics, which reflected Nakasone’s own nationalism.3%® In this, Nakasone
was continuing the work of Kishi and inviting the conflicts of that period to repeat
themselves. Yet, Nakasone was facing a Japan and an opposition much more different

than what Kishi had faced, alongside an LDP which had undergone much change, and
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was able to pursue a number of policies to effectively circumvent the constitutional
and legal constraints on Japan’s security stance. He was able to successfully transfer
arms technology to the US, break the self-imposed 1% of the gross national product
barrier on the defense budget, and went so far as to call Japan “an unsinkable aircraft
carrier”.3® While all of these sparked opposition reactions, none of it fazed Nakasone,
who pushed ahead with this portion of his agenda. He sought to use his strong and
decisive leadership to remedy the domestic issues which Japan faced and to fix
Japan’s international standing, by removing the ties that bound it as much as he could.
His foreign policy also mirrored his desire to revise Japan’s international standing,
focusing on peace, security, prosperity, and most importantly, recognition.3% For
Nakasone, settling the postwar accounts was not simply an issue of revising the
Constitution, but also to change Japan and its diplomatic weight in such a way that the
country now carried its weight, had power behind its name, and could stand
centerstage in world affairs. In effect, Nakasone pushed for a change in attitudes and
actions, beyond the legal changes needed to legitimize his goals.

Although Nakasone successfully fulfilled much of his agenda, scoring
especially important victories in administrative reform, foreign policy, and the settling
of the postwar politics, he suffered from a number of problems that weakened him.
The first problem was Nakasone’s reliance on Tanaka — due to which his
administration had at first been called the “Tanakasone” administration — who was his
kingmaker.3% To his benefit, Nakasone’s agenda setting ability was not impaired but
the stigma of Tanaka’s support hurt him, both with the LDP and the public who did

not desire Tanaka’s return to power. It should be noted that Nakasone acknowledged
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the importance of relations with Tanaka but also worked to set himself apart and to

307 1t was Nakasone’s luck that this

demonstrate his independence as a policymaker.
issue solved itself and his power was restored, with Tanaka’s incapacitation from a
stroke and the breakup of his faction through Takeshita’s succession in 1985. From
this point on, Nakasone was a free agent and acted without the shadow of Tanaka over
him.

Nakasone’s second problem was that his political style ran into problems
when it faced established interests in fields where Nakasone had chosen to legislate
in.2% This had been the cause for his failures on tax and education reform, as in both
cases strong lobbying groups, interested parties such as the bureaucracy, teachers, and
big business had their own ideas, and the existing subgovernments and zoku networks
interfered and sought to implement their own wills over Nakasone’s. As such,
although Nakasone was a strong leader, this depended very much on his preparedness
and ability to handle the vested interests which had been working on an issue before
he had chosen to become involved. Furthermore, as with the issue of tax reform, on
issues where Nakasone lost public support, he was especially weak and unable to
overcome these vested interests.

Nakasone’s third weakness came from the interplay of his domestic and
foreign policies, as he was prone to causing diplomatic crises as he did with his racial
remarks about the US and his visit to the Yasukuni Shrine.3® In both cases it was

Nakasone’s nationalism that had been the underlying reason for the crises he faced

afterwards. On the one hand, his racial remarks reflected a certain sense of
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Nihonjinron that had been built into his nationalism that found the Japanese
homogeneity to be a source of superiority, ignoring the racial problems felt elsewhere
and the value others placed on diversity. On the other hand, his visit to the Yasukuni
Shrine was meant as a move towards restoring national pride, which ignored the
sensibilities of Japan’s own neighbors and inflamed the old scars of Japanese
aggression and imperialism. Although Nakasone was able to survive both crises, he
was in hot waters diplomatically and his policy of settling postwar accounts showed
its natural limits.

Yet, Nakasone’s political power and experience — as well as an undeniable
streak of luck — allowed him to pull through these weaknesses and crises, eventually
allowing him to serve for an exceptional one-year third term. His weaknesses did not
lead to a vacuum of power that allowed others to constantly attack his positions,
although his failure on the tax reform issue towards the end of his term inevitably
invited intensified factional politics to replace him. However, Nakasone was able to
go through a peaceful transition of power — which had become a rarity in the past
decade — and was also able to manipulate his succession to keep his would-be rivals
and successors in check.31? Eventually, Nakasone left office naturally at the end of his
allowed term limit and was succeeded by Takeshita Noboru — whom he had chosen to
endorse — in November 1987.

Suzuki and Nakasone had multiple differences. The former had a background
in fisheries and could be identified as a zoku of this area, whereas the latter had been a
bureaucrat in the Home Ministry briefly, before entering politics and had no
qualification to be considered as a zoku politician. In analyzing the changes in the

ruling leadership, from Suzuki to Nakasone the ruling faction changed from the
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Kochikai to the Seisaku Kagaku Kenkyiijo. Heading the latter, Nakasone was the
successor of a major factional lineage, which he had inherited from Kono Ichird.
Regarding the issue of a kingmaker, Nakasone suffered from Tanaka as a kingmaker
partially, in the first two years of his five-year administration. Even then, Nakasone
freely formulated his own agenda and pursued his goals, but suffered from the
negative impact of his ties to Tanaka. His agenda was largely changed and improved
over that of Suzuki, with more controversial items such as tax reform coming onto the
agenda and the total settlement of postwar politics reintroducing matters of ideology.
Finally, Nakasone was a strong leader, although his power was subject to fluctuations
in the public support he received. Overall, Nakasone’s tenure introduced a number of
major changes and set itself apart from its predecessor, resulting in the complete
change of the ruling leadership.

The length of Nakasone’s tenure was longer than standard — which was unique
— but his ability to fulfill his agenda was partial, owing to his inability to brush aside
the vested interests which constrained him and lack of public support. In their
leadership styles, Suzuki’s politics of harmony and consensus was replaced by
Nakasone’s top-down, presidential, and populist style. Moreover, Nakasone was a
political insider and grandstander, combining his power within the LDP and the
bureaucracy with use of public support. Overall, from Suzuki to Nakasone major
changes took place in the ruling leadership and political styles, with partial yet highly
significant agenda achievements, qualifying this as an instance of significant change
and strong circulation of elites.

Takeshita Noboru took over the posts of LDP president and Prime Minister in

November 1989, carrying his faction — the Keiseikai — to ruling faction status, with
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Nakasone casting the deciding vote in his favor.3* However, as he led the strongest
faction of the LDP Takeshita’s power was formidable and thus Nakasone never
became Takeshita’s kingmaker. Yet, despite being the most powerful faction leader in
the LDP, Takeshita did not use his power in pushing forward with his agenda. Instead,
Takeshita’s political style was of “patience and adjustment” and he sought to build
consensus from bottom up in his political dealings, which focused more onto
domestic issues.®*? This was a radical change in style from the outgoing and populist
Nakasone, but was also the type of leadership which was needed to complete what
Nakasone had failed to do. Takeshita’s political style insulated his position from the
types of power fluctuations that Nakasone was susceptible to, and gave him the power
to work within the LDP and the bureaucracy to build up his power and to strike at the
right time to handle policy matters. His style also gave him the ability to tackle some
of the outstanding issues that had been left over from the Nakasone administration,
such as tax reform, because he was able to move more cautiously, built consensus,
and worked mainly within the party.

In terms of his flagship policies, Takeshita’s agenda was thematically an
extension of Nakasone’s and was built upon a formula that was by now quite familiar.
Takeshita committed himself to tax reform; hometown creation; creating a Japan that
contributes to the world; and interestingly, promised “politics of bold ideas and
execution”.®!® The first three items respectively covered Takeshita’s economic, social,

and foreign policy commitments, maintaining the post-Ohira pattern of diverse
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flagship policies. Tax reform had been long in the discussion, with Takeshita being
last in a line of leaders to pursue this controversial policy in response to the fiscal
crisis that the Japanese state was facing. Hometown creation was Takeshita’s own
way of responding to the social problems that had plagued Japan since Ikeda’s high
and rapid growth economics. The policy of creating a Japan that contributes to the
world built on Nakasone’s work, who had elevated the position of Japan in global
affairs by being much more proactive where and when possible. His foreign policy
also reflected this, continuing the focuses on peace, security, prosperity, and
recognition.** The emphasis of a Japan that took its place on the world stage had
become a continuing theme, which Takeshita aimed to maintain. On the final item,
while Takeshita did pursue bold ideas in his flagship policies, his execution was not
bold. Most likely, this was Takeshita’s way of responding to Nakasone’s legacy of
carrying controversial items to the agenda and getting his policies implemented by
making full use of the powers available to him.

While Takeshita was successful in getting parts of his agenda — in particular
tax reform — passed, he was less successful in social policy implementation, like
others before him. Ultimately it was the public reaction to his successes and
corruption scandals that removed him from power. During his tenure, Takeshita got
the controversial tax reform passed and liberalized trade in beef and oranges, which
caused public resentment against him, and although he might have survived, the
Recruit Scandal dealt a blow which made it virtually impossible for him to recover
and bankrupted his political style.3*® The public reaction to the tax and beef and citrus

issues could have been foreseen and perhaps managed by Takeshita, since these were
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bound to subside with time and because Takeshita’s primary electorate was within the
LDP — not with the people — which meant that he only needed to get intra-party
backing. However, the 1988 Recruit stocks-for-favor scandal brought the taint of
corruption onto almost everyone within the high cadres of the LDP and became
Takeshita’s black mark. It was not only his own involvement that was the problem but
also the discrediting of his leadership style, which relied on backroom deals, that
prepared Takeshita’s end. Unable to hold on, Takeshita resigned in June 1989 and
was succeeded by Uno Sosuke, who was handpicked by Takeshita.

Takeshita was quite different from Nakasone, but the two men also had a
number of similarities. Neither Nakasone nor Takeshita had any qualifications that
would have qualified them as zoku, as both had only had brief periods of prior
experience — in the Home Ministry and as a teacher, respectively — before entering
politics. Looking at the ruling leadership changes, there was a change in the ruling
faction as Nakasone’s Seisaku Kagaku Kenkyiijo was replaced by Takeshita’s
Keiseikai, which was the continuation of Satd’s factional lineage. Takeshita did not
have a kingmaker, as he himself was strong enough to occupy that position owing to
the size of his faction. However, the change in agendas was only partial, as tax reform
inherited and the foreign policy initiative which Takeshita undertook was influenced
by Nakasone. Finally, Takeshita was a strong leader who could rely on a strong
factional to act as his base of power and support within the party. Thus, although his
agenda was only partially changed, Takeshita’s strength and the changes in the ruling
faction meant that the ruling leadership had changed during his tenure. As the Recruit
Scandal forced him out, Takeshita’s tenure was shorter than standard and his agenda
was only partially fulfilled, which was also affected by his political style and the

magnitude of the policies he envisioned. Looking at his political style, Nakasone’s
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presidential and proactive style was replaced by Takeshita’s wait-and-see and
consensus building style. In addition, Takeshita was a political insider, whose power
emerged in his dealings with the LDP and the bureaucracy, whereas Nakasone was
also a grandstander. In sum, although the ruling leadership and political styles did
change, because Takeshita was not able to get a majority of his flagship policies
implemented, his impact was dulled leading to the change from Nakasone to be one of
semi-significant change and moderate circulation of elites.

Uno Sosuke succeeded Takeshita Noboru in June 1989 and left just as quickly
in August 1989.3*6 Much like Ishibashi, in these three months Uno was unable to
demonstrate any leadership, which prevents any observation or classification as to his
political style. Furthermore, Uno was the first Prime Minister to not lead his faction —
he came from Nakasone’s Seisaku Kagaku Kenkyiijo —and was a weak leader form
the start.3! It was Takeshita who pulled the strings, as he had chosen Uno and placed
him to the posts of party president and Prime Minister, in a manner reminiscent of
Miki’s coming to power. Uno was a “jack of all trades” and “a refined and talented
man”, as well as someone known to have “no money and no followers”.3!® On the one
hand, this meant that Uno was not a threatening candidate for leadership since he had
no personal base of power and could be disposed of when the time came. On the other
hand, his lack of involvement in money politics and factional power struggles made
him appear palatable to the public as a clean politician, at a time that the LDP was
suffering from the worst corruption scandal in its history. His reputation as an

intellectual and gentleman were bonuses for the party, as these would have most
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likely proved beneficial by granting an air of refinement and morality to the party in
the form of its leader.

Uno’s flagship policies included restoring political trust and ethics and he
called his Cabinet the “Reform Advance Cabinet” which would be dedicated to the
idea of slim government and affluent people.3!® Yet Uno was never able to pursue any
of these flagship items, as his tenure went by in a flash. Already feeling the pressures
of the Recruit Scandal, the consumer tax, and the liberalization of trade in agricultural
goods, Uno was toppled when his own geisha scandal broke out.3?° Meant to be the
new “Mr. Clean”, Uno fell from power when it came to light that his own personal
life was tainted. In August 1989, Uno tendered his resignation and was replaced by
Kaifu Toshiki.

Looking at Uno and Takeshita, what emerges is a picture full of continuities.
Neither had the experience to claim zoku status, and while Takeshita only had a brief
experience as a teacher, Uno had been in the military at the end of the war and had
ended up as a prisoner in Siberia.?* Looking at the ruling leadership, although the
choice of Uno meant a return to Nakasone’s Seisaku Kagaku Kenkyiijo from
Takeshita’s Keiseikai, this was only a cosmetic change. This is because Uno was not
the leader of his faction but a lieutenant, which also makes it questionable as to
whether his faction reattained ruling faction status. This problem was exacerbated by
Takeshita’s kingmaker position, which caused Uno to be a weaker leader than he
would have already been. Before Takeshita’s kingmaker position had an impact, Uno
had enjoyed no solid factional backing of his own and was not a particularly strong

politician, which meant that he was and would have been a weak Prime Minister
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either way. However, it is interesting to note that Uno’s agenda was different from
that of Takeshita, which focused on responding to political corruption. As such, a
combination of weaknesses and cosmetic changes, along with Takeshita as a
kingmaker, meant that the ruling leadership did not change during Uno’s tenure.
Lengthwise, Uno’s tenure was much shorter than standard and his policy fulfillment
was non-existent. The shortness of his tenure also meant that his political style cannot
be discerned and categorized. Overall, it was Uno’s weakness and short time in power
that caused for the changeover from Takeshita to be a case of no-significant change
and weak circulation of elites.

Kaifu Toshiki replaced Uno Sosuke in August 1989, and like his predecessor,
he was handpicked by the party and the kingmaker Takeshita because he was clean,
did not lead a faction and was a member of Komoto’s Bancho Seisaku Kenkyiijo, and
due to his youth was not a challenger to other party presidential hopefuls.®?? Thus,
Kaifu came to power under the same conditions and assumptions in which Miki and
Uno had been brought to power. It was to be his mission to clean up the image of the
party and provide the necessary leadership to recover from fallout from the Recruit
Scandal. Once in power, Kaifu adopted the slogan of “dialogue and reform” with
consensus a key item due to his weak intraparty position.®?® In order to enact his
agenda and address the question of political corruption, Kaifu needed to be able to
draw upon the power of factions other than his, making it extremely important for him
to maintain intra-party consensus.

Kaifu’s flagship policies dedicated his administration to political and welfare

issues, and later sought to introduce crisis measures. His flagship policies included
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restoring confidence in politics; electoral system and funding reforms; creation of a
fair and enriched society; Peacekeeping Operations Bill (PKO Bill); and Securities
and Exchange Law revision.®?* Thus, Kaifu’s key commitments included addressing
the problems of corruption and political reform which had emerged after the Recruit
Scandal. The party and the factions expected Kaifu to pursue these points while
remaining within the limits set by them, through intra-party dialogue and consensus.
Reform was to happen — but perhaps having learnt their lessons from Miki’s tenure —
the factions and party leaders sought to make sure that Kaifu would not act
independently. This, as will be discussed, led to Kaifu’s ouster. The revision of the
Securities and Exchange Law was also an extension of this sensitivity against
corruption, and emerged in response to a securities misconduct scandal involving
Sumitomo Bank, Mitsui Trust and Securities, and Daiwa Securities.®?® The PKO Bill
was the big latecomer into the agenda, formulated as Kaifu’s and Japan’s response to
the Gulf War, and became one of the most contentious and consuming items on
Kaifu’s agenda. The PKO Bill was also a litmus test on Kaifu’s ability to lead. On the
one hand, it tested his ability to get a controversial yet crucial bill passed by
coordinating between the LDP, bureaucracy, and the people. On the other hand, it
tested his commitment to his foreign policy emphases on peace, prosperity, security,
and recognition, by giving Japan the challenge to respond to an international crisis as

a responsible nation.3?
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Faced with these tests and beset with weaknesses, Kaifu was unable to enact
any of his flagship policies and paid for it with his tenure. Kaifu’s failure came from
public opposition to his policies, his weakness and ambivalence toward pursuing and
implementing his policies, and his lack of factional following.*?’ Public opposition to
Kaifu’s policies, and his weak and indecisive leadership were two problems that
mutually reinforced one another. On the one hand, Kaifu’s popularity declined
because the public was not supportive of the PKO Bill, which appeared to violate the
Constitution by sending the JSDF to combat operation abroad. On the other hand, the
public thought of him as being under the control of LDP’s bosses — and particularly
Takeshita — and that he was an indecisive leader meant to be a “lightweight
caretaker”.3? The public was well aware that the LDP bosses were hoping to use
Kaifu’s politically clean image to cleanse themselves and the party, and that real
power laid with these people who were determined to keep Kaifu on a short leash lest
he took the initiative to legislate like Miki before him. This was compounded by
Kaifu’s own weakness as a Prime Minister who did not lead his own faction and had
to rely on the other factions — and the kingmaker Takeshita — to get his agenda
enacted. In line with their concerns, the factions moved against Kaifu when he sought
to move forward with electoral reform without their backing and support.3?® The
factions saw this as a confrontational move by Kaifu, who was already unpopular due
to his bungling of the PKO Bill proceedings.* Ultimately, the factions ousted Kaifu,
replacing him with Miyazawa Kiichi in November 1991.

When compared to his two predecessor Uno and Takeshita, Kaifu’s tenure

shows a number of differences and continuities. Looking at his background, Kaifu
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shared the trait of not having any experience that would qualify him as a zoku,
however, as opposed to his predecessors who had pre-political careers Kaifu was a
pure politician. Looking at the ruling leadership, Kaifu’s case replicated that of Uno
exactly. Although the ruling faction nominally became the Banché Seisaku Kenkyiijo,
which was a part of the Miki lineage, the leader of the faction was Komoto Toshio.
This made it questionable as to whether the claim that Kaifu’s faction became the
ruling faction could be made with confidence, since he did not lead the faction to this
position. Furthermore, repeating Uno’s case, Kaifu suffered from Takeshita’s
influence as a kingmaker. Although this influence did not extend to Kaifu’s ability to
set the agenda, it did weaken him by curtailing his ability to pursue his agenda. In
addition, Kaifu was a weak leader without a factional backing that was loyal to him
specifically, and the faction he belonged to was not powerful enough to act as a solid
base of support within the party. Despite these shortcomings, Kaifu was able to
formulate an agenda of his own, although his flagship policies were influenced as
much by him as by the crises that emerged in Japan and abroad at the time. Overall,
Kaifu’s weakness and his inability to rise past the kingmaker Takeshita led to a lack
of change in the ruling leadership. The length of Kaifu’s tenure was standard, yet, his
weakness within the party, and indecisive leadership caused him to be unable to
achieve any of his flagship policies. In terms of his leadership style, Kaifu appeared to
be a return to Suzuki, with consensus building the backbone of his political approach.
Moreover, he was a peace lover because as he was unable to get his agenda passed
and had an overreliance on keeping the consensus and peace within the party to secure
his tenure. In sum, because he ended up becoming a weak and ineffective caretaker
leader, the changeover from Takeshita and Uno’s tenures to Kaifu’s tenure constituted

a case in which no significant change and weak circulation of elites occurred.
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Miyazawa Kiichi replaced Kaifu Toshiki as party president and Prime
Minister in November 1991, bringing his faction, the Kochikai, to ruling faction status.
Miyazawa had become the party’s likely choice for the post thanks to his experience
as a veteran politician.®*! In this, he was helped by the fact that he led his own faction,
although, until recently he had a reputation as someone who completely separated his
political and private life, and kept aloof from the factional affairs.33? Thus, with
Miyazawa the brief interlude of faction bosses keeping themselves to the backrooms
and letting junior politicians become party president and Prime Minister came to an
end. Furthermore, the choice of Miyazawa reflected the concerns for able leadership
that had been emerging in Japan which needed a leader who would be open and
accessible in the world, and the LDP which needed leadership to distance itself from
the image of corruption and lowliness domestically. In these matters — although he
was tainted by the Recruit Scandal and had made a comeback — Miyazawa was helped
by his image as a bright and cosmopolitan politician, although, he was sometimes
seen as cold and haughty due to his English skills and derided by his peers.3* Thus,
on the one side, Miyazawa became the man of political skills and social refinement
that would carry the party forward through its troubles and rejuvenate its image. On
the other hand, he became the leader that would represent a Japan that was more
responsible to the world — especially after Kaifu’s PKO Bill and Gulf War support
fiasco — and his language skills made him a more agile, open, and accessible leader
for the world to behold.

Miyazawa’s leadership style was to carefully approach an issue to avoid

conflict with the interested parties and to “push one’s principles” when conflict
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became unavoidable.®** This was a style that sought to retain harmony and consensus
in political and factional affairs, by using a cautious and low-profile approach.
However, Miyazawa did not shy away from conflict when it came down to it, and in
fact, to commit to pushing one’s principles in the face of inevitable conflict held the
seed to making these conflicts even worse. This set Miyazawa’s political style apart
from Kaifu’s, whose dependence on the factions had made it impossible for him to go
against them and cost him his tenure when he did over electoral reform. Contrary to
Kaifu, Miyazawa had more power and will to go against the factions when necessary
and to push his agenda, acting from a position of strength.

Miyazawa’s agenda continued the concerns that others before him had and he
focused on social policy, tackled the foreign policy failures of Kaifu, and reintroduced
fiscal policy to the center. His flagship policies included the PKO Bill and the
revision of the Disaster Relief Team Dispatch Law to allow for JSDF participation,
electoral system and funding reforms; turning Japan into a “lifestyle power”; and
fiscal recovery and stimulus.3*® The PKO Bill was inherited from Kaifu and the
revision of the disaster relief bill had emerged under Miyazawa as a natural extension
of it. Electoral funding and system reform were issues that had emerged in due the
Recruit Scandal — which Kaifu had also attempted — whose main aim was to eliminate
the structural and systemic corruption, as well as factionalism, by striking at the
electoral system which was seen as the structure that spawned them. Miyazawa’s
social policy was completely his but was rather vague, calling for Japan to become a

lifestyle power which was likely an attempt at both improving conditions at home and
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raising the appeal of a “Japanese dream” abroad. Economic security returned to the
flagship items, as the bursting of the bubble economy in 1991 caused the Japanese
economy to enter a massive slump, the effects of which are still felt today and are
behind policies such as Prime Minister Abe’s “Abenomics” and Prime Minister
Kishida’s “new capitalism”. Miyazawa’ foreign policy also kept the pace,
emphasizing peace, prosperity, and recognition.3® Important here is the absence of
security, reflecting Miyazawa’s mindset on Japan’s foreign policy priorities in the
newly emerging post-Cold War world. The threat to Japan was gone, however,
Japan’s responsibilities to the world remained and even expanded as the post-
Communist countries gained independence with problems and needs of their own.

Miyazawa’s record on getting his policies implemented was mixed. His
succeeded in getting the PKO Bill and the revision of the Disaster Relief Team
Dispatch Law to allow for the JSDF participation passed. These successes altered
Japan’s security environment, expanded its ability to respond to global problems and
to carry its responsibilities, and altered the constitutional order without amending the
Constitution. However, in his social and economic policies, as well as in the matter of
electoral reform, Miyazawa failed like his predecessors did. This stemmed partially
from the breadth and scope of these policies, which made them unimplementable
given the time limits on prime ministerial tenures and power limitations. In addition,
Miyazawa was weakened because he disliked and could not handle internal party
politics.®3” Without a good grasp on intraparty affairs personally, Miyazawa suffered
from a lack of information, connections, and power within the LDP and the

mechanism of factional politics. This meant that his power was not being augmented
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within the party through alliances and consensus building deals, and his own power
base was not strong enough individually.

It was a combination of these weaknesses, coupled with factional displeasure
about how he moved forward with political reform — much like it had been in Kaifu’s
case — that led to Miyazawa’s downfall in June 1993 when a no-confidence vote
motion against him passed the Diet.>*¥® Miyazawa found himself deserted by the party,
in a move that came from factional displeasure and the defection of younger members
who chose to rebel against the factional backroom politics which controlled the
LDP.%3 The result was both Miyazawa’s fall — in a fashion reminiscent of Ohira — and
the loss of LDP’s domination and control over Japanese politics for the first time
since 1955. Under Miyazawa’s leadership, the LDP went into the July 1993 elections
and received a resounding defeat, leaving it without a majority in the House of
Representatives. While Miyazawa was replaced by Kono Yohei as LDP president in
July 1993, the seat of the Prime Minister was occupied by Hosokawa Morihiro who

headed the Japan New Party ( H 4<37%/Nihonshintd) and the coalition it led.

When compared to Kaifu, Miyazawa showed a number of key differences and
continuities. Looking at their personal backgrounds, compared to the pure politician
Kaifu who did not qualify as a zoku, Miyazawa was an MoF ex-bureaucrat and had
the experience that would qualify him as an economics zoku. Analyzing the changes
in the ruling leadership, it can be seen that while Kaifu was a member of the Bancho
Seisaku Kenkyijo faction, Miyazawa was the leader of the Kochikai faction. Thus,
with Miyazawa as LDP president and Prime Minister, a major factional once again

achieved ruling faction status. Unlike Kaifu, Miyazawa did not suffer from a
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kingmaker that hurt his position within the party. However, although his faction did
provide a solid base of support within the party, Miyazawa’s own distance from
intraparty affairs weakened him and limited his power. Finally, Miyazawa was not
constrained in forming his agenda but he did partially inherit it from Kaifu, owing to
his inability to get key policies — which impacted Japan’s domestic and foreign affairs
—and the pressing need for the LDP and Japan to enact them. In sum, although
Miyazawa’s position was partially weakened and his agenda had continuations, the
overall changes in the balances of power and agenda focuses meant that the ruling
leadership had changed. Miyazawa’s tenure was shorter than standard and his agenda
fulfillment was partial due to his short tenure and weakened intraparty position.
Looking at his leadership style, Miyazawa’s careful and principled political style
came as an improvement over Kaifu’s consensus building style, committing
Miyazawa to conflict and confrontation if necessary. In addition, while Kaifu was a
peace lover, Miyazawa was political insider, with his power as an insider stronger
with the bureaucracy than the party. In conclusion, it can be seen that when Miyazawa
succeeded Kaifu, he also brought about a number of changes in the centers of power
in party leadership and administration, as well as greater policy achievements which

qualifies the changeover as one of significant change and strong circulation of elites.

7.3 Conclusion — Elites in motion within the LDP

As the preceding discussion has demonstrated, the history of LDP as the dominant
party in government has been one in which competing elite groups and leaders have
constantly vied for power and periodically replaced one another. One pattern to this
circulation is that while the early leaders of the party brought about significant

changes and strong circulation of elites, beginning with Tanaka Kakuei and the LDP
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civil war which ensued, semi-significant changes and moderate circulation of elites
was more common. Another pattern is that the instances of no significant circulation
and weak circulation of elites were attributable either to leaders who had very short
tenures and thus had limited impacts (Ishibashi and Uno), or to leaders who suffered
from a lack of power within the party due to factional infighting (Suzuki) or due to a
kingmaker (Kaifu). These patterns reflect the impact of the power balances inside and
outside of the LDP, onto the elite circulation that takes place as administrations
change. On one side, as the factions reached power parity during the seventies, the
instances in which semi-significant change and moderate circulation of elites occurred
became more commonplace. Furthermore, as the parity was distorted, and Tanaka and
the Mokuyokurabu grew stronger, instances of no-significant change and weak
circulation of elites became more common, as the circulation was hindered by
intraparty struggles and kingmakers. On the other hand, the declining power of the
LDP in the Diet made the Prime Ministers much less secure in their posts and
hindered their ability to enact their agendas. As the party weakened in the Diet so did
its leaders, with only a strong leader like Nakasone was able to reverse the trend in the
Diet. The only exception to this was the case of Miyazawa, whose power was boosted
by his differences and improvements over Kaifu.

The most important function of the intraparty circulation of elites was to make
sure that the party could adjust to the new demands that emerged in the socio-political
landscape. By making sure that different leaders with different political styles and
agendas were available and would succeed one another as party president and Prime
Minister, the circulation of elites allowed the LDP to survive against the multitude of
crises it faced. In a number of cases, it was the failure of one political style that forced

the LDP to find a leader of a different style — such as in the cases of Kishi-lkeda,
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Sato-Tanaka, Ohira-Suzuki, Suzuki-Nakasone, Kaifu-Miyazawa — to better adjust to
the problems emerging in the socio-political landscape. In others, the party needed to
respond to domestic crises — Ikeda after Kishi, Miki after Tanaka and Lockheed, Uno
and Kaifu after Recruit — where the party needed to change its image or approach to
politics, to ensure its survival. Furthermore, in nearly all cases the elite circulation
was accompanied by changes in the agenda, allowing the LDP to reorient itself,
change its policy priorities, and respond to the needs of the electorate as needed.

The only time in which the circulation of elites failed to protect LDP’s hold on
power was with the election of Miyazawa Kiichi. Although Miyazawa appeared as the
person to respond to the leadership vacuum that that had emerged during Kaifu’s
tenure, he was not the person to address the problems of corruption, factional strife,
and the need for political reform. Thus, his loss of power and the subsequent loss of
LDP’s political dominance was the result of not only the LDP’s own weakness and
failure, but also the result of the elite circulation cycle breaking down and failing to
produce the leader that was needed to keep the party in power. Overall, the circulation
of elites within the LDP served to keep the party in power, and in its strength and
significance was subject to the shifts in power between the factions and the LDP and

other parties.
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CHAPTER 8

THE LDP AND THE DC IN COMPARATIVE PERSPECTIVE

In this chapter, the focus of analysis will be on placing the case of LDP’s factions as
politically differentiated elite organizations into a more universal perspective, through
a comparison with the factions of the Italian party Democrazia Cristiana (DC). The
two have been compared to one another in a number of expansive studies, focusing on
their positions as dominant parties, their development and leadership, and their
factionalisms.3*° However, the studies on the factionalisms of the two parties
approach the case of the LDP largely from the functional-structural theories, which
has limited the similarities between the two parties to the issues of elections and
patronage which are readily emphasized in the LDP’s case. As such, the aim of this
chapter is to not only to put LDP factionalism in a global context but also to
incorporate the elite theory approach to the comparative studies on the subject, thus
expanding the scope of analysis between the LDP and the DC.

Before moving into the comparative study, it is important to get a grasp on
why the LDP and DC are good fits for a comparative study. At the time of their
establishment and rise — the LDP in 1955 and the DC in 1943 — both parties benefitted
from a positive US policy, weak and fragmented labor movements and leftist vote,
and strong bases in the rural regions early on, through the Catholic Church for the DC
and the agricultural cooperative Nokyo for the LDP.3* In the postwar period, both
parties benefitted from the appearance of US foreign policy which not only allowed

for the old fascists to reinvent themselves as democrats, but also supported them as
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legitimate and nationally central political forces that would pursue liberal, free market
economics, and anti-communist agendas. Thus, the broad thrusts of domestic,
economic, and foreign policy were the same for both parties, which brought them

both outside and domestic supporters. Furthermore, both Japan and Italy — and by
extension the LDP and the DC — benefitted from US-centric security arrangements in
the form of the US-Japan Security Treaty and the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(NATO) and economic support through open markets and, for Italy, the Marshall Plan.
In effect, both countries shared similar — although not exactly identical as Italy had an
official and constitutionally legitimate military whereas Japan did not — diplomatic,
trade, and security paradigms throughout the Cold War era.

In terms of their political bases, both parties started out with and had their
roots strongest in the rural and agricultural sectors of society, where only their entry
points diverged on its secular and religious attributes. Both parties built their initial
successes and key power bases onto a system of “patronage, rural voters and business
support”.34? For both the LDP and the DC, pork barrel politics and the channeling of
funds to constituencies were a primary concern and key way of maintaining the power
and appeal of the party. Business support influenced policy decisions and gave both
parties their major source of funding for both elections and pork barrel politics.
However, neither party stayed dependent only on rural voters and big business, and
both the LDP and the DC developed extensive mass bases which worked on a national
scale and drew upon a variety of different social and economic groups.®** Although
the power and appeal of both parties fluctuated between different electoral districts,
both the LDP and the DC were able to both field candidates on a national scale and

have them elected from a wide variety of rural, urban, and metropolitan constituencies.
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Their ability to appeal to a large proportion of the electorate, combined with their
organizational capacity and the weakness of the opposition on the left, turned both the
LDP and the DC into dominant parties, the former ruling Japan between 1955 and
1993 and the latter between 1944 and 1994. Their dominant party status allowed for
these parties to achieve ideological and policy hegemony.3** The preferred policies of
the LDP and the DC, and the worldviews of the leadership in each party, shaped and
guided their respective nations through postwar reconstruction and democratization,
and the Cold War. Both parties acted as the medium through which public and
political interests reached the bureaucracy, they mediated the power and impact of the
opposition, and frequently decided the courses of action available to the opposition.
However, this dominance came to an end for both parties after the end of the Cold
War, during the years of 1993 and 1994, and while the DC fell apart the LDP was
able to make a comeback and return to its old position of dominance.

As it can be seen, both the LDP and the DC mirrored one another with only a
few differences between them. Both started out as rural based parties with big
business support, and heavy-handed disbursement of funds to constituencies to sustain
the power base of the party. Each party also grew beyond these initial configurations
and achieved a truly national power base and representational scope, eventually
connecting different social and economic groups with the centers of national power
and the bureaucracy. Politically, both parties occupied the same center to the right
conservative spectrum — although the DC had the neo-fascist and royalists further
right while the LDP stood alone — and faced a left that could not challenge their power,
which the LDP locked out of power and the DC coopted. Due to the extent of their

powers, both parties headed one-party dominant systems and formed ideological and
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policy hegemony over entire national socio-political structures. Their hegemony
manifested itself in domestic political and diplomatic arrangements of Japan and Italy,
both of which were strongly embedded into the Western camp and benefitted from the
security and trade arrangements that existed.

Yet, the similarities did not stop with the broad strokes of social and political
developments and orientation of the LDP and the DC, and extended into the way that
each party was formally organized. As Giovanni Sartori has noted, the LDP and the
DC appeared as twins with regards to factionalism.3*> As the following discussion
will demonstrate, the similarities between the factionalism of the two parties stretched
beyond considerations of power and patronage. Factions in both parties shared similar
historical origins, policy orientations, and public identifiability, which becomes highly
visible when an elite theory approach is taken, especially on the side of the LDP as in

this study.

8.1 Parallels between the factions of the LDP and the DC

The first similarities between the factions of the LDP and the DC lies in their
historical origins and the manner in which they have become integrated under a single
party banner. Just as the LDP itself contained a number of distinct factions — which
had prewar roots on form and content — from the time that it was formed, so did the
DC. From its formation in 1943, different “corrente” (currents, used interchangeably
with factions) existed within and competed for control of DC, and the founder of the
party Alcide de Gasperi worked to “[integrate] different groups with varying values,

aims, and political ideas” into this center-right conservative national party.3*® As can
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be seen, in both the LDP and the DC, factions existed as intra-party organizations
which competed against one another. In both cases these factions inherited key
aspects of their makeup — such as their form, function, or membership and policy
direction — from the prewar period. In addition, both parties for a time appeared to be
collections of factions — which seemed to be small parties unto themselves — brought
together by the will of certain leaders — such as Alcide de Gasperi and Kishi
Nobusuke— and a concern over combining their energies and resources to solidify
their position of power. The process of integration was not immediate in either the
LDP or the DC, but was achieved satisfactorily and allowed for both parties to
become dominant powers until the mid-1990s.

Another similarity between the factions of the two parties, which tied into
their origins and formation, concerns the nature of their power bases. In the DC, the
factions first emerged as organizations centered on the electoral regions of their
leaders and assumed a national character over time.3*” This was only natural, as a
politician in the DC needed to be able to secure his own seat and powerbase, before
he could move to establish his own following or move up the ranks of the rank which
he had entered. A similar process can be seen in the LDP, where the politician with a
solid support base in his constituency and a strong koenkai®* to support him was
more likely to launch his own faction or become a leader, as his seat was secure and
he could take time to manage others. In both cases, the factions eventually reacted to
the realities of pursuing politics within a national party, which enlarged and
diversified their membership on the national scale, and made them responsible to a
greater number of different political issues and actors. It was no longer enough for an

aspiring politician and faction leader to rely solely on support in his own region, and
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they had to be able to make an appeal to voters in all constituencies where faction
members were elected or hoped to be elected. Furthermore, in the case of the LDP,
the party presidential primaries first introduced in 1978 worked to “massify” the
factions by driving their struggles to the grassroots levels.**® Although the kéenkai
was one way in which the factions had a mass outreach, it was the party presidential
primaries that brought the factions of the LDP to the level of their DC counterparts,
which had long been massified along the same lines.

A third similarity of factions in the two parties, which resulted from their
formation and development, was their emphasis on policy and power. Leonardi and
Wertman observe that DC factions have gone from “debating societies” to a structure
that makes it impossible to differentiate between concerns over power and policy.3*
Thus, the factions of the DC have evolved to combine concerns over policy with
concerns over control of the party and the prime ministry, and they became
organizations which were equally involved in both policy affairs and political power
struggles. The same situation can be found in the case of the LDP as well, although
the coexistence of considerations over power and policy was not a trait acquired later
on and existed from the outset. This can be seen as one of the major reasons why
much of the existing literature on the LDP and its factions dismisses policy relevancy
in favor of power politics, as the line between the two is blurred and the latter is easier
to identify. However, in both the LDP and the DC, the factions were involved in
policy matters, providing alternatives to one another and spaces for their members to
get into discussions over policy, while at the same time working to distribute political

patronage and gain control over the party and the post of Prime Minister. The two
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were never mutually exclusive aspects of factionalism for these parties, but it is
through an elite theory approach that their coexistence can be recognized.

Moving beyond similarities in origins and form, the factions of the LDP and
the DC resembled each other in the political distinctions they had from others within
the same party. The factions of the DC were observed as “[having] ideological
orientations and policy positions which make possible reasonably clear distinctions
among them”.*®! This was similar to the case of the LDP explored earlier in this study,
where the factions were demonstrated as having observable policy differentiations
between them and provided alternatives to one another, which will be discussed later
on. This similarity of the LDP’s and DC’s factions had three key implications, where
the scope of similarities between the factionalisms of the two parties are expanded.
First, factions in both parties had preferred policies and policy inclinations, which
were known to members of both the faction, the party, and the voters who were
knowledgeable about the factional affiliations of politicians. This meant that for both
the party and the public there was a degree of predictability in how a faction would
act if it became dominant within the party and captured the prime ministry.
Furthermore, memberships of the factions in both parties were influenced by their
policy dispositions, which impacted the decision to enter a particular faction and the
subsequent political socialization which took place. Second, the factions were
rendered recognizable to both the voters and the broad variety of social, political, and
economic actors which had to work through them to access both the national centers
of power and the bureaucracy. In both cases, this facilitated the work of the party as it
allowed for the requests being made to be directed towards the proper channels and

increased the responding capacity of the party. Furthermore, this allowed for the
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factions to be able to make claims on their — publicly known — reputations and policy
stances, when they captured control of the party and the prime ministry, and set out to
formulate their agendas. Finally, this policy differentiation was one way for the
factions in both parties to provide their members with a political identity with which
they could identify themselves. This not only gave these politicians a leverage in
campaigning and political affairs, as they had a ready-made platform and identity
which they could appeal to, but it also improved the understanding of the public about
their positions on key issues by identifying them with a faction and a leader.

Analyzing the sources of policy distinctions further a number of similarities
between the factions of the LDP and the DC can be found. For the factions of the DC,
divisions stemmed from questions such as those of Church and party relations,
economic policy, and security policy.3%? Amongst these divisions, it is only the
discussion over relations of the party with the Church which sets the DC’s factions
apart from that of the LDP, as the latter operated in a much more secularized
environment. Much like the DC, factions of the LDP — as seen in the preceding
discussion — were divided over approaches to economic and foreign policy as well,
oscillating between different growth policies, and hawkish and dovish foreign policies.
In addition to these divisions, which tended to be the major fault lines within both
parties, the factions were able to further differentiate themselves over other important
areas of policy, including education, welfare, labor relations, and electoral reform.
These divisions affected the functioning of the factions in both parties as later
discussion will explore.

A final point of similarity that stemmed from how factions in both parties

differentiated themselves came in the form of organizational identities. In the DC,

32 Masala, “Born for Government: the Democrazia Cristiana in Italy” in Christian Democracy in
Europe Since 1945 — Volume 2 eds. Michael Geller and Wolfram Kaiser, 92, 96.

212



each faction had “a common identity and common resources”, with major factions
showing continuity and faction switching an exceptional occurrence.®*3 As previous
discussion in this study shows, factions of the LDP followed a similar pattern. In both
cases, the factions derived part of their identities by setting up organizations of their
own, which was separate from but was embedded into the party structure itself. The
faction provided organizational services such as electoral campaign management and
resources such as political funds and post distribution to its members. On one side,
this brought the members of the faction closer into the identity of the faction, as it
created an environment where members had the ability to stand apart as a group from
the rest of the party, created a symbiotic relation with the faction, and had all the
members attribute their electoral victory to the same sources and resources. On the
other side, the factions generated group solidarity and loyalty, as they took over the
management of their members’ electoral successes and careers which tied the fortunes
of these individual actors to that of the faction and placed a premium on maintaining
the faction as a unit. This also worked to improve public understanding of the factions
and the differences between them, as factions worked to set themselves apart, solidify
their internal relations, and have all members subscribe to a single identity, this was
observable from outside.

In addition to organizational autonomy, the factions in both parties further
augmented their efforts at setting themselves apart, and forging group identity and
solidarity by adopting names for themselves. As discussed earlier, factions of the LDP
adopted names for themselves in order to emphasize their organizational character,
with some factions changing names alongside leadership changes and some keeping

their original name as a sign of continuity. Similarly in the DC, factions had self-

353 Bettcher, “Factions of Interest in Japan and Italy”, 351.

213



consciously adopted names chosen for “political and inspirational connotations”.3>

While the names of LDP’s factions held a mix of euphemistic names and names
chosen to imply the involvement of the faction with policy matters, factions of the DC
went overwhelmingly for politically charged names. These included names such as
Politica Sociale and Centristi (Social Policy and Centrists) in the early years, Forze
Nuove and Centrismo Popolare (New Forces and Popular Center) in the sixties, and
Iniziativa Poplare and Impegno Democratico (Popular Initiative and Democratic
Commitment) emerging later on. Few groups had euphemistic names such as the
Primavera (Spring), Vespa (named after the Vespa Club®*® in Rome), Dorotei (named
after a convent of Saint Dorothy), or Morotei (Friends of Moro, after its leader Aldo
Moro). These self-chosen names were a third way which the factions used to
differentiate themselves, push forward an identity, and forge solidarity between
members. Members could identify themselves with the name of the faction which
they were a part of, and both media and the public would have been able to use these
names as cues showing the political and policy affiliations of the politician in question.
Furthermore, the name added another layer of personal connection to the faction,
which now gained a more personal quality through its name, and boosted the sense of
belonging. Furthermore, those who met under the same name were better able to
recognize themselves and outsiders, which allowed for solidarity between them to
take root.

As a result of these multiple methods of generating factional identity being
used together, DC factions were recognized in and outside of the parliament, with

their names, leaders, and members recognizable by the press and the public.* As
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3% Not to be mistaken with the contemporary club for enthusiasts of Vespa scooters.
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discussed previously, despite the claims that the Japanese voters cannot distinguish
the factional affiliation of politicians, the factions of the LDP and their memberships
were as identifiable as their counterparts in the DC. After all, both parties headed one-
party dominant systems and their internal leaderships translated immediately to
national leaderships, which the press and the public could easily recognize. As the
factions provided extensive services to members, which included the appearance of
faction leaders and key lieutenants — who tended to be well-known public figures —
there were also opportunities for the faction labels to be made known to the public.
Thus, voters were able to distinguish between the different factional choices brought
before them and form expectations based on the policy preferences of each faction.

A third and final major area of similarities between the factions of the LDP
and the DC existed in the functions they fulfilled, in addition to similarities in their
roles in electing the party leadership, the Prime Minister, and in providing patronage
and services to their members. On one side, factions in the DC allowed for shifts
within the DC to take place including “shifts from one political strategy to another,
shifts between ruling élites, generational change within the party, and the servicing of
diverse group interests” as they provided a host of diverse policy positions and
leaders.®>” The factions of the LDP fulfilled this exact task, which the case studies
have demonstrated, with different factions and leaders becoming preferable over
others due to the political climate of the period. In both cases, a change in the ruling
faction and the key leader at the top occurred in response to the needs of the party to
adjust to the new needs of the time and the nature of the problems which plagued each

country and party. The LDP and the DC maintained their grip on power for as long as
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they did, and became hegemonic dominant parties, because they were able offer the
necessary responses, alternatives, and new blood from within. In effect, not only did
they have a certain intra-party diversity when it came to policy but they also
undermined the opposition by showing the flexibility to coopt and undermine their
positions. Thus, alternatives for LDP and DC rule was not found outside the party but
from within, allowing for each party to become the dominant powers that they were
by responding to political needs internally and not alienating the electorate.

On the other side, DC’s factions also allowed for the myriad demands of the
electorate to be transferred to the political world, both as the elected representative of
a wide variety of actors and interests and as the major recipient of lobbying efforts
from all of Italy.3%® This situation also developed within the LDP, whose factions not
only became the mediators for those actors that sought to access the centers of
political power but had members specialize in handling certain interests as zoku. As
such, both parties became indispensable for the day the day functioning of politics in
Japan and Italy, which reflected both sides of their characters as national and socially
diverse parties. Under these conditions, the factions not only acted as relays for
demands from the electorate but also allowed for the LDP and the DC to respond to
interests and demands that were antagonistic to one another — such as big business and
small-and-medium enterprises — by giving them different contacts within the party. In
addition, this allowed for both parties to further undermine their opposition by
coopting their positions through internal divisions and by making sure that
alternatives were available within not without.

In sum, through the use of an elite theory approach, the factions of the LDP

and the DC can be found as embodying a number of similarities between them,
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beyond what has been noted in the existing literature. On the one hand, the factions
were engaged in the power struggles both within the LDP and the DC, with control
over the party, prime ministry, and cabinet posts on the line. The factions in both
parties served as providers of resources, services, solidarity, and identity to their
members, which was done in exchange for their loyalty and votes in intra-party power
struggles. On the other hand, factions in both parties diverged from one another
through their policy dispositions and served further functions based on their
differences. Changes in the ruling faction allowed for the party to adjust to the diverse
and disparate demands of the electorate and respond to emerging problems by fielding
a variety of policies and leaders to pursue them. Furthermore, as factions within both
parties represented a variety of interests and had different policy preferences, they
allowed for the LDP and DC to develop internal alternatives to themselves which

coopted and undermined the opposition parties.

8.2 Divergences between the factions of the LDP and the DC

Despite their similarities, the factions of the LDP and the DC also had a number of
differences between them, which emerged in how the factions diverged from one
another and functioned within the political arena. The first major difference between
the factions of the two parties was in terms of their policy divergence. While the
factions of the LDP remained firmly within the camp of conservative politics, the
factions of the DC placed themselves on a larger ideological spectrum.3%° Two factors
had caused for this divergence to emerge. First, from its founding, the LDP occupied
the political space that was right of center and did not specifically move to occupy the

political center. In comparison, Alcide de Gasperi — the founding leader of the DC and
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the Centristi, which reflected his emphasis on making DC a party of the center —
created a party which represented both the political center and much of the right, with
monarchist and fascist parties flanking it on the far right. Thus, although the two
parties were situated on largely overlapping ideological spaces, there was a difference
in how completely they controlled the far right and the center. Second, while the LDP
was born out of conservative politics — which had existed in and dominated Japan
before and after WWII — the DC was born out of Christian democracy and Catholic
social movements. The Christian political and social movement in Europe — and by
extension in Italy —was much more diverse than the conservative movement in Japan,
bringing together a center-right political stance and center-left social stance. Thus, the
factions of the DC could claim a diversity of ideologies, within the overall
identification of Christian democracy.

This difference between the factions of the DC and the LDP in how they were
located on an ideological spectrum, significantly impacted the way in which they
performed as political actors. Factions of the DC leveraged their ideological
differences against other factions and parties, acting as power brokers with the ability
to form cross-party coalitions.*® In contrast, the factions of the LDP only leveraged
their positions against one another, in their bids for power and when they were
forging their factional coalitions. This resulted in radically different political
considerations for the two parties, as the DC was able to and did seek cooperation
with other parties in the system to form governments and the distribution of the key
political posts was decided between parties, with the factions serving as

intermediaries to DC’s partners. In contrast, the LDP formed governments on its own
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and the distribution of key posts was decided between factions, with faction leaders
and lieutenants serving as connections to their intra-party counterparts. As such, the
factions of the DC not only undermined and coopted the opposition but they also
worked to integrate the opposition — as much as possible — into the power structure of
the DC itself. The factions of the LDP, however, did not reach out to the opposition in
any significant way and kept to a self-contained political field within the party.

In addition, the factions of the DC could and did go against the party itself in
matters of policy — making full use of their ability to connect to the opposition —
whereas the factions of the LDP tended to fall in line once a decision was reached by
the party.3%! As a result, factional dissent and conflict in the two parties took on
different forms, by moving beyond or staying within the confines of the party. In the
DC, factions were able and willing to work against the party, if their ideological
leanings and political calculus pushed them to do it. Thus, conflicts within the party
could be spread across the broader political system, and solved with the involvement
of a number of political actors, as the factions reached out to their outsider
connections and allies. In contrast, the factions of the LDP kept their conflicts within
the party and did not turn internal conflicts into systemic conflicts, keeping other
political actors weak and without the ability to become key actors. Moreover, it
should be noted that at the point where the internal struggles of the LDP did become
systemic in 1993, it was the factions which had bolted and formed their own parties
that caused the LDP’s internal struggles to take on such a broader shape. Thus, even
at this important junction, the opposition itself played a marginal role as compared to

the LDP and its offshoots.
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A second major difference between the factions of the LDP and the DC was in
how they impacted the inner workings of government. Sartori observed that while the
factions of the DC weakened governments by blurring the line between the party in
power and the opposition, the factions of the LDP made government more efficient by
solidifying the difference with the opposition.®®? The key dynamic which caused this
difference was the openness of the factions in each party towards opposition. As the
factions of the DC brought the opposition closer to the political center that was
dominated by the DC itself, they paved the way for these parties to undergo a process
of familiarization. Over time, the opposition parties that the DC worked with became
extensions of the party itself, which then weakened the party and the factions, who
had inadvertently created their own alternatives and undermined their own positions.
This situation did not hurt the LDP, which was able to undermine and coopt the policy
positions of the opposition but kept them locked out from power, which drew a strict
boundary between the two sides. As such, the LDP weakened only when its own
internal and external troubles caused a decline in the public support which it received
— or caused massive factional discord — not because the opposition emerged as a
viable alternative to it.

What should be noted here is that as the factions of the DC weakened the
government by opening up to the opposition, they also weakened themselves by also
blurring the lines between themselves and the opposition which they undermined and
coopted.®®® This situation developed as a result of opposite forces working at the same
time, as the factions coopted and undermined the opposition while at the same time
brought them closer to the centers of power occupied by the DC. When the opposition

ended up as governing partners of the DC, they in turn established relations with the
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central leadership of the party itself and bypassed the factions which brought them in.
Moreover, the factions were weakened as their position as providers of leadership
alternatives through policy differences was taken over by a DC which now made use
of an opposition that had become a governing partner. Eventually, the weakening of
the factions meant the weakening of the DC and its control of the centers of power,
leading to the implosion of the party in 1994. The factions of the LDP and the party
itself fared much better, since they locked the opposition out from power decidedly,
they were able to better maintain the system which kept both the factions and the
party strong. Although the party did lose its hold on power due to a breakdown of the
factional circulation system, it was able to remain the largest party and eventually
make a comeback on the same premises that had allowed it to rule for so long.

The third and final major difference between the factions of the two parties
emerged in the issue of personnel affairs. On the one side was the question of faction
switching and loyalty to the faction, where within the DC, some leading politicians
had the ability to move between factions with great freedom.3%4 Such an occurrence
was impossible for influential members of the LDP, whose choices at switching
factions was constrained by the seniority system that rewarded them for staying
within their own faction. To switch factions would have been to forfeit one’s seniority
or to come into conflict with senior members already in the faction that they were
joining, as the field of candidates for key posts would grow and competition increase.
Furthermore, influential members of the LDP would most likely have been men who
would be leading their own faction or lieutenants who were aspiring to take over from
their current leaders, and their focus would be on securing their own future and their

factions, rather than to move between factions. On the other side was the question of
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solidarity within the faction and obedience to the leader, where within the DC,
members of factions could and did revolt against their leaders.3%® Within the LDP,
although members could voice dissatisfaction with their leaders and their choices, the
common occurrence would have been for the faction leader to declare neutrality and

to grant the members of his factions the freedom to choose for themselves. In this way,
a leader kept his position as the head of the faction and did not alienate his own
following, although he did hurt his standing with other factions who would have
benefitted from if a particular leader was able to persuade his faction on casting their
votes.

In sum, it can be seen that although the factions and factionalisms of the LDP
and the DC closely resembled one another, they also had a number of differences
between them, which highlights the different political contexts, systems, and
considerations that these parties faced. Politically, DC’s factions had a greater
ideological diversity and whilst the LDP occupied the right of the political spectrum
entirely, the DC left out the far right and included the center. Factions within the LDP
kept strictly to themselves and within the party — locking out the opposition — whereas
the factions of the DC were active in cooperating with the opposition and brought
them closer to the power structure of the DC. In turn, the LDP and its factions were
able to keep themselves stronger and could recover from their fall in 1993, whilst the
DC kept getting weaker and eventually fell apart in 1994, never to return. Finally, in
personnel affairs, the LDP was at the same time much stricter and more flexible, as
faction switching was an almost non-existent affair and members’ rebellions were

thwarted by giving them the freedom to act. However, the DC was freer in both
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respects, with some of its more influential members able to switch factions and the

members being able to mount rebellions against their leaders.

8.3 Twins in factionalism half a world apart

As it can be seen from the preceding discussion, that by bringing the elite theory
reappraisal of the LDP’s factions into a comparative context with the DC’s factions —
which resembles it closely — two new insights can be gained. The first new insight
that emerges is that the similarities between the LDP and the DC, and their factions,
went beyond what was established by the existing comparative literature. The existing
literature showed that, these parties resembled one another because they headed one-
party dominant democratic systems, their factions engaged in both the distribution of
resources, services, and patronage for loyalty, and in power conflict to capture control
of the party and the prime ministry. However, through the application of the elite
theory reappraisal of the LDP’s factions into the mix, it can be seen that the bank of
leadership and the policy diversity that the factions brought to the DC could be found
within the LDP as well. In both cases, the factions not only shared similar
developmental trajectories but also fulfilled the same duties and functions with
regards to changes in policy, sustainment of the party, and generating responses to
internal and external crises of the party and the nation.

However, it should also be noted that both the LDP and the DC had their fair
share of differences, which had to do with how the factions diverged politically, how
they functioned within the broader political system, and how they handled personnel
affairs. These differences were products of the unique contextual circumstances in
which the LDP, the DC, and their factions were formed and operated in. They drew

the boundaries around the similarities of the two party and their factions, yet, the

223



similarities outweighed the differences. Until both parties fell from power in mid-
1990s, the factions continued to serve similar purposes by providing leadership and
policy alternatives, reorienting the party in time of crisis, supporting their members
and collecting their votes, and keeping their respective parties afloat. Moreover, in
both cases, it was only when the factional system itself encountered a crippling
problem that the party fell from power.

The second new insight is that the form and functions of factions was not an
exceptional occurrence for either Japan or Italy, but a unique characteristic of the
broad socio-political environment, within which the LDP and the DC were formed
and became dominant. In both cases, similar social, political, economic, and foreign
forces combined to ensure a specific type of party would emerge on top, and follow
similar patterns of growth, governance, and decline. Moreover, within both the LDP
and the DC, there existed the same type of political logic, which brought about
factional politics, entrusted them with key functions in matters of policy, elections,
and party survival, transformed them into organizations of a national scale that were
involved in both policy and power politics. These similarities could not be explained
satisfactorily by making an appeal to the cultural or the functional-structural theories,
whose main focus were to offer a subject-centric point of view, which then presented
both the LDP and the DC similar yet fundamentally divergent and exceptional cases.
Yet, as it can be seen from the discussion here, although these two parties and their

factions had their unique differences, they were overwhelmingly similar.
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CHAPTER 9

ELITE FACTIONS, PRIME MINISTERS, AND THE LDP

Throughout the course of this study, | have strived to shed light on to the fluctuations
of power and influence between LDP’s factions — during the period of the party’s
domination between 1955 and 1993 — and whether these fluctuations could be
understood in terms of a series of elite circulation cycles. The argument driving my
analysis has been that the power and influence fluctuations of the LDP’s factions can
be understood within the framework of circulation of elites in the political sphere,
with ideological unity and continuity but shifts in policies and governing mindsets. In
this direction, analysis itself has focused on the factions and the Prime Minister — as
the most important representative of his faction — and reconstructed LDP’s
administrations between 1995 and 1993 as case studies, through the analytical
framework of elite theories.

The analysis itself has differed from the existing literature in three key ways,
which has produced the results that emerged from this study. First, the use elite
theories in analyzing the factions of the LDP has been a novel attempt, providing an
alternative to the cultural and functional-structural analyses which have produced
much of the studies on the subject. The resulting analysis has been able to both
demonstrate the gaps within these existing analytical frameworks and to respond to
the blind spots that had emerged in the existing literature. Furthermore, through the
application of elite theory, the discussion on the factions of the LDP has been moved
from the constraints of analyses bound strictly by cultural norms, political structures,

and political function. The resulting analysis has combined all of these factors and
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augmented them with analytically relevant others, such as political actors and their
faculty to act, and fluctuations in Japan’s socio-political environment.

Second, the discussion here has served to constantly and consciously move the
discussion of Japan’s factions away from the focus of Nihonjinron exceptionalism. On
the one hand, the use of elite theories and the authority types of Weber has served to
move this study away from the use of explanations which can only work within the
Japanese context, and has increased both the transferability and comparability of the
knowledge which has emerged from this study. On the other hand, by comparing the
LDP’s factions to that of the DC has served to demonstrate that the case of the LDP
and its factions — although unique due to their particular contexts — has not been a
singularly exceptional experience confined to Japan and only explained by its own
culture or political circumstances. This has also served to demonstrate the importance
of choosing the right point of reference in comparisons, since most comparisons with
Japan end up using the US — where political development has taken a much different
path — and where the differences appear too great to be explained without Japan-
specific explanations.

Third, the introduction of the circulation significance model has been an
important step towards the expansion of elite theories on the point of circulation of
elites, by assigning significance to circulation cycles through qualitative empirical
analysis. Although circulation itself is can be satisfactorily identified by making use
of the key elements within the literature, which were provided by Pareto and Mosca
primarily, the significance of the circulation itself had hitherto been a given. Thus, the
model introduced here not only calls the significance of circulation into question but it
also aims to provide a repeatable and transferable model as the starting point for

further studies acting from the same point of view.
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There have been a number of important findings through the course of this
study, expanding our understanding of the LDP and its factions. First, the existing
cultural and structural-functional explanations are inadequate in explaining the nature
of factionalism within the LDP. This is due to the reductivism of their approach to
factions, their powers and functions, and the nature of politics in Japan; their selective
appreciation of political structures which focuses on the factions and their
engagement in power politics; and their disregard for political actors and their place
within the political landscape of Japan. These problems could be —and in this study,
were — remedied by the use of elite theories, whose analytical approach is much more
holistic and takes into account multiple factors which not only includes those
accounted for by the existing approaches but goes beyond them. Second, the factions
of the LDP can be understood as politically significant organizations, with
differentiation achieved through divergent policy views held by different factions.
Each faction — due to forces acting upon it both from its membership and its leader —
had different policy leanings, with differences in approach to economics, foreign
policy, and political reform. Moreover, each faction brought their different policy
leaning to the fore in their agendas, when they captured the leadership of the party and
the prime ministry.

Third, the factions of the LDP can be understood as elite organizations,
fulfilling the conditions set forth by Michels and Mosca, forming an intra-party and
broad social oligarchy and bringing together like-minded politicians into competing
groups under the circumscribed ideological structure of the LDP. Furthermore, the
factions had their own forms of authority and power, that can be identified through
the categories set out by Weber. As such, it can be seen that the factions can be

understood on their own terms and through an analytical framework that is objectively
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and universally applicable, not Japan-specific on the point of culture, political
structure, or political function.

Fourth, the existing conceptualizations of the Japanese Prime Minister, where
the post and its occupants are characterized as weak and politically inconsequential,
with the LDP, the bureaucracy, and the factions as the major source of weakness do
not reflect reality in a precise fashion. The fifth finding — which is an extension of the
fourth — is that the Prime Minister is not an actor who is rendered helpless by other
political actors and organizations, but an actor whose power is dependent on the
ability of the person occupying the post. On the one hand, this means that the Prime
Minister can be the subject of an analysis — as a representative — where the factions
are concerned, because he is — usually — the leader of his faction and because he is an
actor that occupies an important position in Japanese politics. On the other hand, this
demonstrates that the Japanese Prime Minister has structural, systemic, and personal
sources of power available to him, but the determining factor is not the existence of
these sources of power but the ability of the person the use them. Thus, the ability to
realize the potential of the post is important. Sixth, without making recourse to
tautological and self-evident statements, it can be shown that the Japanese Prime
Minister is an elite leader in his own right. This is derived from in part from the Prime
Minister’s own position — which doubled as the leader of the LDP — and his intra-
party position — in most cases — as the leader of his own faction, whereby he held a
number of leadership positions within Japan’s political elite.

The seventh finding is that throughout its period in power as the dominant
party in Japan, the LDP has experienced a series of internal elite circulation cycles,
where factions and leaders competed for power and achieved dominance over others

by offering the best alternative to respond to Japan’s and LDP’s problems at a given
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time. Here, two further related sub-findings can be pointed out. One sub-finding is
that the strength of the LDP correlated with the strength of the factions, leaders, and
the significance of the circulation of elites. Thus, whilst the period from 1955 to 1972
saw strong leaders, strong factions, and strong and significant elite circulations, from
1972 to 1993 — when the LDP was weaker — leaders and factions had become weaker,
and the circulation of elites largely moderated in strength and significance, except for
Nakasone and Miyazawa. The other sub-finding is that when the circulation of elites
was weak and the circulation of no significance, the Prime Minister tended to be weak,
did not lead a faction, and had short tenures with limited impacts.

The eight finding has been that the circulation of elites within the LDP has
allowed for the party to survive and keep its dominant position. The factions made
sure that the party always had a number of different leaders with different political
styles and agendas, as well as a variety of different policy stances and approaches,
from which the party could choose. Within the context of an elite circulation cycle,
this internal diversity and availability of alternatives allowed for the LDP to react to
failures in leadership, policy disasters, political scandals, and the rising new demands
of the electorate by simply elevating one faction and its leader to the top. The
circulation of elites within the LDP functioned as intended until 1993, where the rise
of Miyazawa left many of the party’s problems — especially in gaining public trust,
addressing corruption, and pursuing political reform — out in the open. Thus, the fall
of the party from dominance came as its internal elite circulation structure also
became unable to fulfill its function properly.

The ninth finding that has a specific and narrow focus compared to the others,
provides an interesting contrast to much literature on the subject, is that Tanaka

Kakuei does not emerge as a kingmaker when an elite theory analysis is applied.
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While the analysis here did demonstrate that Tanaka’s personal and factional strength
was exceptional — which supports the existing view on him — this is largely confined
to his own term as Prime Minister and for a brief period during the early years of
Nakasone’s tenure, which was ended by Takeshita and Tanaka’s declining health.
Outside of these periods, not only was Tanaka kept largely outside of the political
mainstream by the impact of the Lockheed Scandal and investigation, his faction was
not a dominant powerhouse either. It is only towards the end of his own career as a
politician and faction leader that Tanaka and his faction achieved such power, but this
did not have much of an impact because it was cut short. It was Takeshita — as
Tanaka’s successor — that enjoyed the powers of a kingmaker, as he commanded a
numerically great faction and was a powerful politician himself.

The tenth finding has been that the factions of the LDP and the DC, as well as
the parties themselves — were highly similar, across a number of fields that went
beyond the recognized involvement in power politics and exchange of patronage for
loyalty. Both parties originated as factional collections, and the factions developed
along similar paths, fulfilled similar functions as they provided leadership and policy
alternatives internally, rejuvenated the party and maintained its dominance, and
responded to the demands of the electorate as they emerged. This meant that just as
LDP’s factions as actors in power politics found their counterparts in the DC, so did
LDP’s factions as elite actors that is intrinsically and intimately involved in politics
find their counterparts in the DC. Related to this point, the eleventh and final finding
has been that the faction as a politically relevant elite organization is not an
exceptional aspect of either Japanese or Italian politics. Instead, this is the result of a
particular similarity in contexts, where both the LDP, the DC, and their factions were

founded, developed, and thrived in. Factions and factionalism in both parties followed
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largely similar political logics which allowed them to take on function in policy
formulation, elections and party survival and a pattern of development which saw
them nationalize and combine an interest in power politics with policy affairs.

As a final thought, I would like to point out three areas of further study, which
would expand on what has been done here and improve our understanding of the
factionalism of the LDP. One area of further study concerns the relationship between
the zoku and the factions. Although the zoku and faction connection has been
theoretically discussed as part of this study, there is few solid data to be able to use it
as part of the case studies. This remains as an important gap in our understanding of
the policy involvement of the factions in a number of ways. To name a few, by
analyzing and quantifying the zoku within the factions of the LDP, it would be
possible to see which policy area each faction leaned towards; how such policy
expertise reflected the outside connections of the factions and their electoral bases;
and whether or not such expertise was used in a meaningful fashion when a faction
emerged as the ruling faction. Furthermore, this would also be a step towards a
concrete classification and quantification of the zoku, as well as the necessary
qualifications for a politician to be considered one.

The second area of further study concerns the study of factional lineages.
Although the existing literature allows for us to draw the necessary connections
between leaders and factions that have succeeded one another, or have emerged as
splinter groups, and stops there. An in-depth analysis of the factions that focuses on
their electoral bases, the geographical distribution of their members and the rare
instances of faction switching would be an important starting point in expanding our
understanding of the factions. Understanding such distinctions would allow for a more

nuanced understanding as to why factions have different policy leanings, why
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different styles of leadership are more prevalent among the leaders of each faction,
and what motivates a politician to make the rare decision to switch factions.
Furthermore, a Weberian analysis of the factions, faction leaders, and the types of
authority which they best fit could be undertaken to show further differentiations
between the factions and their leaders. The study could then be taken to the
comparative context again, from this expanded analytical framework. In addition to
its value for an elite analysis of the LDP, understanding these factors would also
allow for us to look for patterns in Japanese politics based on geography or political
dynasties, and to accept or reject them.

The third area of further study concerns the conservative mainstream and non-
mainstream division within the LDP, and how this is affected the circulation of elites
within the party. Although it is possible to see which factions have become the ruling
faction from the data in this study, with its leader as party president and Prime
Minister, it is not possible to analyze the factional coalition which emerges around the
ruling faction. Entry into this coalition, although not as prestigious as becoming the
ruling faction, was still a source of power and influence within the Cabinet and the
LDP. Being able to precisely identify the factional coalition which supports the ruling
faction would allow for a more nuanced understanding of how power changed hands
within the LDP, not for a single faction but for its allies as well. By making it possible
to identify which factions — despite their positions inside and outside the conservative
mainstream — had access to top party posts during different periods, the broader
implications of circulation of elites within the LDP can be analyzed. This would also
add another layer onto the analysis that has been done here, by demonstrating the
broader ties and network of the ruling faction and the pressures these had on the

agenda and intra-party power balances.

232



APPENDIX A

-1990

FACTIONAL LINEAGES OF THE LDP, 1955

POIRETUE 7% SRISTE FW 0N PE 90

SUCTOR, ST 9] SI9Y}0 “PeUEn Useq 2.7 {PTas S Ul PUNCY SIE U0 S50 PUE SUOGSES 1055300ng (1T S JO uondeou S 2 puncy ssSesul] UIPTH XIS S 195391 S[qe) SIJ3 Ul SeSesul] [FUonoe; Su1,

EyRAIRg
- monoE f 3qY

TERALRg
- momEg 2%

ERaIRg
- monoE § 3y

G “TO1552007 30 5129 U] “PITIRPTR PR P[oq OT 21 d1IRA0 M ST 2RM §95E) ‘P[Oq T d U89q S HOTORS 5 AISTAIY] STILT 97 “PINIIPUR Geeq P GORREF SummI 2L

ofaime
ToeSey roEseS
- wonoe 4 sqETEEy

TWOR2E] OPTEAIN

s
TN ERETEATY|

sy
- moneeRq EEEEL

roeSey royEstag
- morpe suosEyEN

u
ol e Q

uonoE ] OPTEIN.

R
WonTET B

ey
- moRoE g BME

EE._...:.
i?iismm
wonIE T IUTTEREN

uonoE ] OPTENIN

Ry
- wonoe 4 BmEzEAIN]

g
- norpe § Bprom 3

'Y

onae g Bae

ShaigEsy

TEEEES

uonoE ] BT —weneTEpRET

|

©ONoE g B

ooy
TopeSey mpEsieg
- monpE] SUSSTEN

TeqEaEs

uonoe ] PUITg e

| —
SR N ——

wonoe g Bynz,

oy
eSey mEseg
- UONPEJ SUOSEEN

ol
ToeSey roEsRS

- UoTPE g SUOSENEN

o U N e S T

ﬁ
|
ﬁ

ofney
TopESey mEseg
- momSE SUOSEEN

g ﬁ B g S ——

- morpE g BpTN L

S .a.EE@L T:.H%wd@ F—— I —
S I s g T_E N S —

offL iy
Tofesey myesteg
- nomoRy SUCSEYEN

L S N N N N

TEEOL
“HonIe e

oL
- nooe ey

n,.?mm TsTy

rEpesIeg
eI
- monsE ouQ

renfunyg
- momoTg ouey

rEqEsIog
TEqREIEH
- mense ] ouQ

remfungg
- wonoe, ougy

| )
)

wonoE EPTgS]

e e g
=SR]
- wonvE g ouQ

(WOTISEy € Tou)
AAOTS THSeqr]

weqnfongg
- wonoE§ oUYY

rEqEsnog
SRR

TOTE Y T

- monoe ouQ

GG T-SSGT ToamTsq dQr'T 511 JO S3505TT [FoToe]

nqemsyoinyopy
- monoe] EeYEWE]

ngemyAnORY

O
- monoe] EYEREL TEORSEI MG

nqEmSRATIepY
- nonoey weus]

nqEmRe RO Ry
- wonoe 4 eXEwE], - noyge ] BIMQ
Q ﬁ - ) )

ofmay
mEsieg oTRg
- nogoRy olomoN

ofpmen
roEstes ovPTEE
- noRpe ] clomey

ofniyuey
roEsteg ogouEg
- monpe g CloWoY

ey
mEsieg oTRg
- wonpE] Clome N

ofpiquey
roEsieg oyouRg
- monpe olomoy

I

TE TS
RS

TqEITEATTOTY ey
womsEy TyEREL - monzeg BAMQ

uonoEg TYE]

ﬂpnﬁxﬂmém
- monsEg T

reyTezTTS

Ry
~uonoEj ES - mongeq o)y

uonoR] THYS]

TELSuR Y eSS
- mensEg T

reNuEIngS

e
- momoeg ciEg —TomIEL TP

uonoR ] TYS]

ﬁpnﬁxﬂmﬁm
- menaed BTy

reuEzIYS

Ry
- womRRq oIy - wonoR EpeT

uonoEq TYS]

ﬂpnﬁxﬂmém
wonoRd LY

rexuezngg
- mompe o1Eg

)
)
)
)

ey
- woneg Epe

uonoe g TIYS]

LU {EsTS
- monoEg LI

| N N S NS N N S L N—

wonoes wesg

L W S 2 S N S

ﬁ
;
ﬁ
ﬁ
ﬁ
ﬁ

ey nopEsreg
- menaed BTy

Teax



APPENDIX B
CIRCULATION SIGNIFICANCE MODEL

" ™
s JO

TOTIB[NDIT)) SUOIS
p A

SelTq
JO TOTIRINOIT)) 2]BIIPOIN

- ™
SolTd Jo

UOTIRTNOIT)) YEap

p A

W] AJRALE[RI ST 30010

T ISAQWIN], “330H0 T STiE) 2101
10 3W0 TR IREU0] 3q (A[aAnIs[oo)
AETH QoI ‘33INER) JREW0] Ak
01 IST[aN1] 2IE SIS]STHUNY SUILL] -
AR

25UED 0] A[ANI] PUNCIEYIEg

PUE 52493 digsiepea peajoam
Sunmosaq puE “Way) Surfoeg
WOTIE] STH[nI ST PUE ISISTjy
STHLL] 21 TILY ‘paloeus AEnmEd
10 Aqng 2q A=m epuae oy

"535%q IBmod Two Ieml Tof 10
24EY () ‘sEpuade Wwho IR WIo]
(q) *ETOTIIE] IURIAIIP THOI 3THo2
(®) EIaqsTHIpy Sw] Swpeacong -
“SUONENETHITIRE

uzaadaq | digzmpeeT Suny, A m
Io sloadse (= 10 jsom m saEuET) -

"3[qEIE AJRALE[RI

ADI0 21 10 IRAOIN] "3Tan Jo [Eus] tu) ajSms
(A[ranseqon) B puoisq PUSIN JOU AEW N IsEuo]
BIE JET]] FRINTA) 24EY 0] IN1[RNI] SIS]STHIjY ST -

“TE[TOTS A[RALE[RI TEWRI BT Y 28uens 01 A=
AIE SPUMOIEYoEq PUE s2)4)s dmjsepea ssacoxd
o ued & Aepd Aem e [ENO[E monory SW
PIUE I2)STHIjY 2L 31 Jo ssaqpredal pegsrdmocoe
20 [JLA STIRY STHOS ‘T2A8MOT ‘palsens AEnmEd

10 Aqng =g Azw epuade oy -Iawed Enossd

01 Eurao epusdE A1) 240 [ONM0D 10T 2AEY JNg
RYEWEN § A Tes02 2q ST (2) ‘epusde g uo
STIRQT A2 WIETRD POy (q) (SUONIE] JHRIATp Mo
amod 0} AN (B) SIA]SIHIjy 2Ty Surpeaong -

SHONENSIINEE Uangaq | dijsmepea]
Smmy, ‘o Jo soedse Jo IaqunT B W saSuET) -

-aoe[d el AETH 2010

m Ianommy prdey -semusy 1=11ors
SAET O} B[] SIRIETUIN STl -
JHEISTIOD MBI

o} A=) punoiSioeq pUE sa)is
dmjs1epes wongoEy S pue
IRJETIY SWLL] 3T JO SSa[pIEdal
payETdmoooe 51 10 Suneeq oo
PSI[L[TYTm JOH= 51 EPUaEE Ay
TN T2 JO EPUSEE UE JI0 1D
I0 3IELIUI O} JEaM 001 3q IS (p)
‘zpusge Eunstys a1 sevemladiad

10 S3EWITIOP O IS EmEN

T g masofD aq W (2) fse1neda
EIR0 Y23 WO INUHIHID IS (4)
ISUONIE] SUIES 21} oD S0 A2
() s1sqsTopy swmn] Supeacong -

"peSuEg2m AJ2E1E]
swrewal | drgs1apes T Sunmy, -

3EUEY) WEIYIBIg

afuen ) mEsymEg-Tme g

35UEY) JEIPIUSIS ON

. RN RN ™y
M x - . A8URYD
2BUBY)) JUBDIIIUSIS aBUBY)) UBDIIIUSIS-TIRS -
T P IUBDITTUSIS ON
e AN AN A

LB 0Ly

dipsapea

|
Jio A

Ay,
et sade|

o

234



APPENDIX C

CASE STUDY TABLES

1O 9I0eL

"1 NEIIOWAQ A 10 UaPISaId SB JAISIIN allLid AWLIag 1811} eeAOIeH UsUM ‘GGET Ul dT aU JO UOMBLLIO) U 21040 WO} Say2aads oMy Sapnjou]

§a)l[3 Jouonenaly
Buong pue abuey) Weanubig

pJepUBIS - 3Jnua L Jo yiuaT -
$9A - 31fas diyssapeat Buibuey) -
[efed - ] 14jn4 epuaby -
fuong
- U0N2e4/13peaT JO SSBDEaM +
S9A - 9buey) epusby +
ON - Jyewbury| +
S9A - abUey) [euoned +
SOA
- diyssapeay Burny ur sbuey) -
90UeaIUBIS Uone|naII)

ON - Sueionijod AreypalsH
ON - Jovyewlury
07anp abexa0|g

9G6T JagWia0aq U1 UoISSaaans S, 1ysequys| -
5120 abuey)
105399nS JO UOIeULIJU0 -
suoelal ¥Ssn
JOUOITEZI[BULIOU Jalye UBISa 0) BSOS -
-Jamod U1 urewal o) 3dwany
IUSIY “1usequys] ‘11ys -
abus)[eya 151y s,e1ebo -
351 sJabfua| [
(pleay |11 pue o pjo -
UOISIARI [RUORNIISUOD) U 3In|1eq -
:uonewnIBafap pue sislo
GS6T J3QUIBAON 41T -
56T 43qUI933Q -dQ7-34d -
:Sniels , uonaey Butpny, 40 1UaLIBASIYDY

oN VN Uetontjod uoned awefojeH
punoJ6yoeg
{07 Se Japea] MjoZ Uonoed 1apea] Jo punoJfyoeg afeaur [euonoeq
131B14 BzByILLEY| / ITRIIOWIP PU ‘31qISsadde ‘UadQ 3Jf1S diysiapea
WIojal [eI0}0|3
SULI0Ja) X&) PUB SANRASIUIUPY ‘4SSN LM SUOLE[2J JO UONBZI[BULION :UONMISLO) aU) puB SMe| Bl S
uoirednadQ Jo uoIsiA3y :sdoo. S 10 [emeIpuaIm ‘Jamod [euoneU J JuaIXa aup 0} astiaaq “Aatjod Buiaioy | S0814
JUapuadapuI aARAY UONINJISUOIRI JURI[3i-}|as U 3auapuadapul |jnj sueder sonijod aneidowsp ‘Usdo
asuodsay Jases SISt
o JaIsesig IS epueby
Juawdojansp UeIsy U1 uonedionted SIS ‘aimnany uoneanp3
‘0J1.J{3\ ‘Suone|a. Joge| pue Juawojduisun ‘moJB IWOU0Da pue SSALPUNOS [BIUEBUI4 ‘SMOd GRS

asaliecler J0 UIMaY ‘suawafies Jemsod pue Adewojdip 33ead pAOM 8al) pue S Uim uoneiadoo)

+OII] eeAojey

diysiapesn Buny
IISIUIN g

235



¢O?9I0el

$3)1[3 J0 UomenaII)
eapA pue abuey)) el ubis oN

DIBPUEIS
UBLp JaLoys - anua Jo ifua -
VI - 9IA1S diys.apeaT buifuey) -
UON - Juaku] |14 epusly -
fea
- U09-}/13pea JO SSaUNEB +
[e1lieq - 8By epuaby +
ON - Jayewbury +
(V/N) $3A - fuey) [euonoed +
[Pl
- diysapea Bunny ur abueyy) -
aoueayIubiS Uoneinal)

ON - Suelanijod Aeypalay
1S [e1ked - IaxeuwBury
07 anp a0exa0[d

1G6T AJBNIgR4 U UOISS3aaNS S, 1ySIY
510920 3buey)
SUBISaJ ‘aUoN -

- amod ur urewad 0 dusany
STy WO} A3y [eyd Surmmuoy) -
:aS11e sJabua|[ey)

Ghresy It -
‘uonewniGa[ap pue sisl)
(U Yeam uyIm) 9567 JaquIada( -
'STIEIS , U0y uiiny, J0 UALIBABILAY

SOIWOU023 VN Il YN
. 91[0nd IS1[BuNOf ‘SIWOU053 ounosByoeq
Y07 Se Japes] {07 UONoeA 13ped] jo punosyoeg | afieaury jeuonoeq
VIN 3/ diysiapes
foewojdip owouods
s diysfey
funowioad :8oue1|al-4[ss “Auljiqisuodsal pue uonisod s ecer o) aeINSaWLLID Jamod [ejual pue [eLisie
SISl
YIN ISUJ iy
anss| Auadoud seasiang uonepodstiel | ‘uoneanp3 Juawkojduiaun ‘aJelam SINS
‘imnouyy ‘3pen pue uaudojanp ILIOU033 “uadojanap UeIsy 0} BunngLIU0 pue aIoMas Jemisod|  dwalshs

“D10M 3211 a4} pu ) Uyt Uonesadoog) “Aoewofdip aoead palajuso-N “AoeAoouap o) WaUALO)

Uezue ] ISequUs|

diysiapesn Buny
ISIUIN i

236



€0 9I0el

$3)1[3 Jo UonenaII)
fuong pue abuey) weanubig

pIepUBIS - 4nU3 Jo uibua] -
saA - 9JA1S diyssapea ulbuey) -
aj8(dwo?
JEONeiieg - Waw |4 epusby -
fuong
- U0128/13Pe3T JO SSUYBAM +
SO - afuey) epusby +
ON - Jaewbury +
$oA - ey euonae +
SIA
- diyssapea Bunny ur abuey) -
8oL uBIS UoneInaII)

ON - SUeIMI|0d Ale)paiaH
ON - Jovjewbury
01anp a6BY20]g

0967 At ur uoIssaans Sepay| -
:$1n990 afuey)
Aeal L A1naag uecler-Sn pasiAl
aU Jo aBessed Ja1re uoneuBisad JO asILI0 -
0JEg pue ‘0UQY ‘0u() (A JUAAITY -
:Jamod ur urewas 0 ey
ou() ‘et ‘1] “epy] -
:a51e SJabu3| YD
fealL Aunaag
Uedep-S aUp JO UOISIAB AU} J30 SISBI0d -
:uonewniBajap pue sisL)
1567 Areniga4 -
:SelS ,uonaey BuinJ, J0 AWANSIYAY

SOILOU0Y3 VIN UBIaNI|0d Teloneaing YOPPIEL
. . UoRILH ST punoJByoeg
Y07 Se Japes 407 U0Ke4 Japes] jo punosByoeg | abeaur] [euonded
J51UB1 azexiey-1apIsu] [ed1|od / Papue-Lfly pue [euoeo4U0) 81 diysiopesT
£nsaloj pue aunynatbe
U0 Ae] d1seq TonLonpa [eI0fy Kvar] Amaag uedef-gp) o JO LOISIASY SMETUORIOIXT Sonn( ——
801[0 :Me] UOIYeN|eAa 30URWLIOLad YI0M JaU2ea ] :Me UOISUa [uoneN .MeT] b unwiuiy -uonisod N CHe
[eqojf pue Jamod sueder ypim anoJdul o) SanI|Iqeced asuajaq uinok aup oy [eaddy/ 10y JIsed JNS
asliodsay Jarses! SISl
4 R A epuaby
vonemodsuel | uawikojduwiaun :ABojouyas) pue sauslag aImnaLBy
"IMOJB IWOUOD3 3|CeIS ‘SUOIe[al 1ualuabeueLL-10geT] pJA0M 331) AU} pUB S LIM Uoleiadoo) WSS

U011e13d009 JUALLIdO|RASP PUE JUAWB[HSS 1M LIRISY :UOKEIa}l|04c-UOU Je|anuU pUB JUaLLeLLIeSI
Koewiofdlip a2ead pasayusd-Nn Liadsosd pue asey(apA :santjod ugaja ‘UoKe[al 11Q JO UONBZI[AWION

DNSIGON 1St

diysiapes Buiny
SIS g

237



v 9IqeL

Sa)l[3 Jo uonenaly
fuong pue afuey) weanubis

TN
Ueyp Jabuo - aanua L Jo upbua -
saA - 91 diyssapea Buibuey) -
a9(dwo?
JeaN|eied - Wauj ynd epuafy -
fuons
-I0}Je4/J3pea] JO SSaUbfea +
$aA - abuey)) epusby +
ON - Jayewbury +
$aA - afUBy?) [BuoneS +
SOA
- diyssapea Burny ur ey -
aaueayuBIS uoneinauI

ON - SUeIanIjod AreyipaaH
ON - Jayewbury
ENENRRNT

7967
TOQUIA03(] /JOQUI2AN] Ul HOISSA000S §,0JeS -

510220 abuey)
subisal ‘aUop -
-Jamod ur urewad 0} jduiany
BwreA1ln ] ‘ougy ‘ojes -
:351e SJabu3|[ey)
£a1j0d 10U WOL} 0| B4 -
uonay Ayred-eAul sasned anus) Jo s -
sy i1 -
:uonewniBaap pue SISO
0967 Ajne -
:Smels , uonaey Buijni, Jo JuaweAsIdY

Ty MO0y
SOILIOU0Y3 $IUOU0Y3 Teloneaing
0K BpaX| punosfyoeg
Y07 S8 Japea] 07 UoNJe4 Japea] jo punosiyoeg | abeaur] euonded
19\ 3983d-13pISU| [BANIJ0d / [e21BojoapI-uou pue AJojel|12uod ‘3jLoid-moT 9f1s diysapes
JUAWdo[3A3p [euOneU
PaaUR[eg 19 215 JNS -1amod [puonieu o) uipioade 4QS JO awaA0dUI Areun|oA UOISIAR M| —
U0N23|3 SO 21|ang -8 O UONUBAUOY O']] JO UONBIRY :MET d1seq [eimynaliBy ejd Burjonop | CLp0eH
-a0LI00UI [eUONRN ‘UOISUa} [e120S BuneIng| |\ Suoneja. 191 Bulzieuon :sanijod a1sauis pue a|gunH
asiodsay Jaises! SISl
4 i FH0 epuaby
BuIsnoH :aaman.seLul pue [Bided [e120S .uorezifelaql| pue
“Im0J6 ‘Uoneziuapow ape pue aIwouod3 (uoneyul) ssard Jawnsuod Bursi Buijjonuoy onenodste) | e

{RISY L3 Im suoneja) Buipueax3 SIS {pr1OM 3311 pUB S U Im uoneladooy) ssauljuea))

[elaWuOJIAUT uonowoJd 10193 Arelid ‘aJejap uoneanp3 “oewiojdip jnuaaead palausa-Nn

epay| 0jekeH

diysiapes Buiny
LIS i

238



GO 9IgeL

Sa)l[3 Jo uonenaly
fuong pue afuey) weanubis

plepuels
ey Jabuo - aanua . Jo Lpbua -
$aA - 91 diyssapea Buibuey) -
9191000 - Jau|[n4 epuaby -
fuons
- U01184/JapeaT JO SSaUYEaM, +
$aA - abuey)) epusby +
ON - Jayewbury +
S - 8bLUey) [puoed +
SBA
- diysapea] Burny ur abuey) -
80U IUBIS UoneInAIY)

ON - SUeIanIjod AreyipaaH
ON - Jayewbury
ENENRRNT

2167 AN Ut uoIssa0ans S eyeue -
510220 bRy
subisal ‘aop -
-Jamod ur urewsd 0} jduiany
DYIA ‘®I1yQ ‘Bprong ‘eyeue] -
‘3518 Jabu3|[ey)
diysJapes| Jo ainjreq -
${00S UOXIN -
anua)
1o pfuay Jo ssautieam Aured pue 1jang -
:uonewniBa|ap pue SISO
7967 J0WaBQ/IBQWIBAON -
:Smels ,uonaey Buijni, Jo JuaweAsIdY

8014 108D 91]and pue SSaUPUNOS [23S14 UONEAUSAU02IAA0 [eLISNpUI pu Lonejndodiano uegyn ‘ursnoq
U0LaNp3 ‘IR BN ‘SIS ‘umynaLiByy ‘UoB|U] ‘aNsS] UNOS-JION [290[9) ‘BISy UM soNEjaY

uonepodsuel VIN Teloneaing FORRS
. UoRIe] Ojes punosByoeg
Y07 S8 Japea] 07 UoNJe4 Japea] jo punosiyoeg | abeaur] euonded
JopISul [EIRIJ0d / 8aS-pue-JIEem 3Yfas duysiapean
U YBuB.AS [BuOneu § Liede( o] asLodsa. U Sani|Iceded auaap-1(as Jo Juawdojanap Aseiunjop
'SUOISUBX S)I PUE 0A1U02) UONN]|0d [BUAWUOJIAUT o) MeT] dIsed ‘UonN||od A1eai Lonezijewiou sl duhe
2310Y| Unog-Ueder wsnoLied mau Buisnoly :Saseq ) ‘Spuejs! eJemesed) pue emeuni() 10 | CLp0eH
WIni3y -8 ‘N UONUAAUGY) O] ‘. pidea Loy noj ey Bulssaippy :Saiou0ds imolB a|qess oy UiuS
$153101d 1odany eLeN s A Bulioj 07 UMY 'SUONR[a) JO UONeZI fewliou (BuyD) .
RUILY) J0 21{onday $,3]d03d-SN :3aUBJ0IA PUE SIUBWAAY JUSPNIS SSEYA -8 WeUIBIA :asuodsay Jaisesiq o epudy
UoneASIUUPe BuIzi[Buorey ‘UONeZI[B1aq| pUe UONEZI[eUOIeUIalUI dILIou0d3
+Bojoutyna) pue 32us19S ‘uonuaAad JaiSesip [LIsnpU] A1a1es uomeIAR pue LRl | ‘ssaud aseyaund
MUASAS

“D10M 8211 pue S Yim uoneiadoo) Aaewojdip jnjaoead Lia0-NY ‘Siele [eUOMeU SnoluowLiEH

TD{esty 0¥eg

diysiapes Buiny
LIS i

239



90 9I0eL

$a11[3 JO UOIRINIIY) B1RIAPOJN
pue afuey) Jueanubis-was

PIRPUBIS - 3nua ] Jo phuaT -
saA - 91 diyssapea Buibuey) -
[Biled - Juaw|[1n4 epuaby -
fuons
- U0184/apeaT JO SSaUYBaM, +
SaA - abuey)) epusby +
ON - Joyewbury +
[eLed - a6uey) [euondeq +
[Biled
- diysapea] Burny ur abuey) -
aoupayuBIS uoneinauIy

ON - SUeIanIjod AreyipaiaH
ON - Jovewburyy
EENRRN

7167 J80LLI303Q U U0ISS3aS S I -
510200 afuey)
subisal ‘auop -
:Jamod U urewas 0 jduiany
Bpny -
‘3518 SJaBu3|[ey)
$801Jdl pue| pue sjabpng Areuonepu -
€167 403004 110 -
([puag PaaLpyao Jave) [epueas uondniiog -
:uoneunIBaap pue sisuD
26T Ane -
:Sels ,uonaey Buipni, J0 WaWanaIYaY

nqeIyOAIO[y
uonanAsuod VIN UBIONI[0d ‘UBLISSAUISNG | LIONIeS exeue|
U0nE ] 0l punoiByoeg
Y07 S8 Japea] 07 UoNJe4 Japea] jo punosiyoeg | abeaur] euonded
J3PUBISPUIS)-JapISU] [B3111[0 / UO-SPURY PR ATy 9f1s diysapes
111 uawidojanap pueT ‘Aouabiy awidojanag pue] euonen e Burysigeis3 tiamod
[BUOIRU - AJSSa08U LNWIUILL - 8)eINSaULL0d A payaeq 8q o) Juawdofanap pue Atisdsoid ‘ofejadiyore | Sway diyshel
asaueder auy J0 Burjapouwsyy *euIY) UM SUONR[3 J0 UoNezIfeuLio ‘diysiapea] pateaipap pue fuong
20US 110 18114 'Sanss1 8a1id pue asn pue SISl
00US (1015414 .S8nSst 891 Pue 8sn pue] 1SUD) iy
UBLLIOM JO JiaWaaURAY aBe110yS J0eT] ‘S35eq 1) pue SN UIm
SUONR[3Y “BISY UM SUOIYR|3Y :anSSI UINOS-ULON [GO[S) ‘JualLieuiiesq] “UOnezi[esaqi] pue uoisuedxa A

QIOU023 U0NLaN3 'STING ‘oLl ‘a1e}[a ‘UONILSIES [EIUaLI Joj puBLLap A1jand ‘Buisnoy

:uoneyuf ‘uonendodap pue Buipm0I2IaAQ) UONN||0d “ILIRd-BISY 3y} Joj suonejal ueder-Sn Burdojanag

IaNye) BYeue]

diysiapes Buiny
LIS i

240



LO3I0el

$3)1[3 JO UOIBINAILY) B1RI3POIN
pue abuey?) ueanubIS-wag

pIepUeIS - inua Jo uibus] -
saA - 9JA1S diyssapes ulbuey) -
[Biled - Jua|[1n4 epualy -
PR3
- U0128/J3PeaT JO SSUYBAM +
$aA - abuey)) epusby +
SOA - Jyewbury +
$oA - abliey) euonae +
[elhied
- diyssapea Bunny ur abuey) -
80U UBIS UoneInaII)

ON - SUBIaNI|od AlepaleH
QIqesnsyy eunys - JoyewSury
0 anp abeya0[g

9/6T J80LLIB03( U UOISS399NS 58Py -
'$1n390 8Ly
subisa1 ‘uo -
-Iamod U urews) 0} Jdwany
RO ‘eproyy -
351 S1abua[ey)

(Joulu) Synsal [240123]3 400 -
[BpUBIS PBBLPI0T] 8L JO JInSing -
WI0J31 910038 pue [eanijod jo Jinsing -
uonewnIBa|ap pue SIsL)
yL6T Joquiadaq -

:Sels , uonaey Buijny, Jo JuawsASIdY

ON YIN UeIoni|od PR g
V0K PIIN punosByoeg
Y07 Se Japes] 407 U0Ne4 I3pes] jo punosByoeg | abeaur] euonded
1211 azeuey / wsnewdeld pue wsijeap| 3IS diysiapes
[epUEIS PaaUa0T] aLp BuInsin aue)jam
3|f4s asaueer Juawpuawe me Ajodouownuy :,/1ndas anisuayaidwod, Qs aup Yim ajdoad ap A
Buiz1e1)urey ‘1amod aSuajap-J[ag euI?) LI A3l UoNEZIfeuLioN -Sami|od 15aUoy pue Uea|) :SUoIsIAB) N CHEl
Butpuny eanijod pue [210193|3 UOISIA PJIOM Juapuadapiaul ‘Slajem ysiey ul el uoddin Burisaig
o SISLY)
GZON ‘asuodsay Jaisesiq :sista ABiaua [euonen it ABIaua pue ‘Jmspoo ‘aILIoU023 [BUOKEUIEM| o epuaby
anss! nos
-JLON [Bq0]9) uimoud a1qers ajul Butnoy -ieder oy ABJaua Jeajanu jnjaaead JO UONANPOAY] ‘SUONR]3) e

JUawaBeUaw- 1008 UOMEONDT ‘SIS ‘BIN0LIBy ‘SEIS S UaIOM J0 JualliaA0cuu ‘suonejal uedep
-5 ‘uawdojaAap NUOUOIa SAEMENG) ‘aUaN|1Ie [eraLiid YQa1aos Ur ssauiire- 0ISSadal pue Uomeu|

0afeL HIN

diysiapes Buiny
TSN g

241



80 9I0eL

$3)1[3 JO UOIBINAILY) B1RI3POIN
U afuey?) JueaLubis-wag

piepuels
By J310US - 3Inua | JO phuaT -
saA - 9JA1S diyssapes ulbuey) -
[Bil e - Jaw41n4 epuaBy -
ENTENI
- U0128/J3Pe3T JO SSUYEAM +
[elLieq - abuey)) epusby +
(Yean) S - Joxpuibury +
$oA - iey) [euonae +
[ellied
- diyssapea Bunny ur abuey) -
8ol uBIS UoneinaI)

ON - SUBIoNI|od ArepalaH
ey - Joypudury
07.anp 90exa0[g

861 1QuIa03(] UT UOISSAONS S BIIY() -
:$1n920 3Ry
suona|a [enuapisaid Aued -
-Jamod ur urewad 0} jduiany
QUOSEeN ‘elmyQ -
:a51e SJaBu3| YD
RAI() 1A JUARITE
U0IS$32ans o) anp a{Bn.s Aued-eau -
uonewnIBa|ap pue SisL)
9/6T Joquiadaq -
:Sels , uonaey Buijny, Jo JuawsAsIOY

[EXeMIaS

SIWoU023 YN Jeloneaing Uonae4 epnyn4

Uomoe 4s1y puno.fyoeg
07 Se Japes] {07 Uonoe4 13pea1Jo punosbyoeg | afieaury [euonoeq
13DISU] [e0131{0d / UOIIIap pUe Yiom pJeH 31fis dysiapes
Aoewo|dip [BuONIBIIPILLLIO FATIE PUE AULI0Q BN ‘SSUPUNOS [eIoURUI4
‘(papnjou0a) Uty m Aea UOMEZI[RLION ]}10 SUOTR]a) SSaulsng pue [|1q uoisiAad Ajodouownuy | Swal diyshel4
/R33105 A1118p1{0S pue UOREAA007) UOISIA plAOM JuapUadap.aiul ‘a1i0jay) nJey uoddiN uimolb ajgei
Buryoe(iH Ty 'Sa1I3YSL) ess Yo SISl
DIOBIIH W[ .SaliaySy BaS LLION ISUD ey
apex pue Auouods Jo

UOIeZIRIqI] WA0y3 AARASIUIPY SWwa|qoJd ABIau3 :[epUeas paaLpio0T] - enced Uewny pue uoeanp3 WSS

“UBWOM J0 SMYEIS :UOMN| |0 UOIeZI[BUOIe JuallI3A0B 2207 ‘SIS ‘al] 40 Alijenb panodu ‘reyjam
aImnanBy ‘suonejal §n Jo Al eaua?) A jeqof pre wawdojansp Buisiey uoneubels pue Lonejul

03)e] epnyn4

diysiapes Buiny
TSN g

242



60 910l

$a11[3 JO UOIRINIIY) B1RIAPOJN
U afuey el IuBIS-1LIsS

plepUelS
URD Jalioys - aanua L Jo upbua -
[Blled
- 31fs diyssapea Burbuey) -
[BIB/BUON - W |1n4 epustly -
AIRI3PON
- U01184/apeaT JO SSaUYEaM +
$aA - abuey)) epusby +
ON - Jayewbury +
S - 8bLUey) [puored +
SBA
- diyssapea Burny ur ey -
aaueayuBIS uoneinauI

ON - SUBIONI{od AreIpalsH
ON - Jovewburyy
0 anp abexao|g

(861 dun[ U teap s eIQ
Buimoj o} ‘0867 Ajnf I UoISsaoNs S pnzns -
510200 afuey)
uonaaa [esausf s|1ea ‘uoneubisal Sesnyay -
:Jamod U urewas 0 jduiany
DI ‘Bpnyn4 wouy abua) eyd Bumunuo) -
‘3518 SJaBu3|[ey)
$855ed UOROW 80UBPLLIOJ-UON -
SO} LI LOITR31 [UOKENIOLUOD) -
BPINS YOI -

(esodoJd x) uondunsuo) -
:uonewniBajap pue sist)
8L6T Joquiadsq -

:Sels ,uonaey Buipni, J0 aWaNaIYAY

Ty MO0y
SOILIOU0Y3 $IUOU0Y3 Jeloneaing LA
Lonoe4 epay| punoJyoeg
Y07 S8 Japea] 07 UoNJe4 Japea] jo punosiyoeg | abeaur] euonded
13DISU] [BIN1|0 / UO-SPUBY PUE SNONNe) 9f1s diysapes
asLiajap-J]es Jsapow Ajenh
61 ypim A1nass anIsuByIALLOY) ORI XE) pue SAEASIUILPY ‘wsifein|d pue souspuadapiaiul (egoj9 | - Swa diyshel
1da0u0 A1 uapaes) “AjIuie) auy uo paseq aleyjam ajis-asaueder 191208 paluaiio AjjenuiidsyA|jeimin)
UBISIUBYBJY JO UOISBAUI JBIA0 SISl
EISILBLDY JO UOISBAUI 19IAQS 1SUD) e
UOITEZIUI3OL [BLASPU]
'STINS ‘uoneyul :uoreanp3 ABJau3 4iNag [BA01S) 0} PI {PHOM 334} oL PUB SN UM uoneiadoo)) WASAS

'SNJALINS JILOLD3 L. UOIEPI{SU0D [20S1- ‘aumnatiBy ‘soipa eanjod pue [2pUeas paaupaoT]

soesejy eI

diysiapes Buiny
LIS i

243



0TO ®IqeL

$al13 Jo uone|nal)
Yea pue abuey)) weanubis oN

pIepUBIS - 4nua Jo uibus] -
saA - 9JA1S diyssapes ulbuey) -
UON - Jua| | epusly -
fea
- U0128/J3Pe3T JO SSUYEAM +
ON - abuey?) epuaby +
ON - Jaewbury +
ON - sbuBy?) [puonde +
ON - diyssapes Bunny ur abuey) -
8oL UBIS UoneInaII)

JB\\ BPMYNS-BYeUR 3} JO UONENUALOY,
ON - SUBIMI|0d Ale)paiaH
ON - JaewBury
UETE R

786T JBQLIBAON U1 UOISS33NS S3LOSBYN -
:$1n920 bRy
Uo1a8[88) ansind ou $30p ‘aUON -
-Jamod ur urewas 0} jduiany
BMESRYEN ‘OqY ‘0JOIQY| ‘QUOSENEN -
:a51e SJabu3| YD
JE\\ BpN4-Byeu 3 J0 30usblas-aY -
diyssapes| Jo yoeT -
uonewnIBa|ap pue SIsL)
0867 Ape -
:Sels , uonaey Buijny, Jo JuawsASIdY

1eYIGO0Y
saLlaysi4 SOIWO0U023 saLlaysiq U0 NZNg
LA RAL) puno.fyoeg
07 Se Japes] {07 Uonoe4 13pea1Jo punosbyoeg | afieaury [euonoeq
19\ 3983 / SNSUASUO pue ALoueH 3If1s diysiapes
sasuaap Ajenb-ubiy pue 1sapow ‘ALindas aISUaYRIcWoD
swa diyser4
:A381905 Bul] 134 ‘uecter BuiBe 1 3Jey|3\ Wi0fa) BATRASIUWPY LUI0J3I PUB UOEPI|OSUOI [BS1H
asuodsay Jaisesiq -ep uel|-Delf Jo BuluuiBag saye asaueder Jo Aapes Swajqoad NIy SIS by
19151 BunoA $10}[12Un07) 40 3NOH J0 W03y N0k aup J0 jeaH ABojouoa) pue
30UBIDS “UIN0S [eGOJS) 0 PIYY “SH{nWNS PuBLLap Nsawoq aikojdu3 ‘SIS amnaLiby pmob ajgesg|  Olualshs

“BIOGULE) UT NS UM Uonesadooy) ‘stomefai prom aal pue §n Buipuedq “Biu3 ‘soipa feantjod

QU7 NS

diysiapes Buiny
TSN g

244



TTO ®IqeL

$all[4 JO uonepnaId
fuong pue sbuey?) weaniubig

Diepuels
ey Jafuo - ainua Jo phua -
soA - 91s diyssapea Buibuy) -
[Biled - Jaw1yind epusly -
fuoig

-0184/13pea] JO SSaLbfeay +
s - abuey)) epuaby +
[enJed - Jayewbury +
$oA - abuey?) [euonaeS +
SBA
- diyssapeay Buiiny i abuey) -
S0UBALIUBIS UonRnaIIY

ON - SUeIaNI|od AieyipalaH

(G867 10un) exeue. - sayewbury
07 anp 90exa0[g

186 JAQUIAON Ul UOISS300NS S EUSINEL -

:$1n900 ey
uonisues nysoead ‘uoN -
- Jamod ur urewsa) oy Jdwany
emezeAI ‘BIySHR a0y -

:as11e SJafua|[pu)

[esodoad Xe} 0} Uonaeal anjgnd aAneBa -
WJa) papualxa Jo pu3 -
UonewniBajap pue SIS
(86T JaQWanON
'STeIS , uonae) Buni, 10 WaWaAaIydY

ofndyuayy
. ey nyesiag
0 UBIONI|O4 ‘Jelaneai
N YIN 1om|od 4 o8 aucseyeN ——
uonaR 0U0Y
M{0Z Se J3pes M{0Z U0NeS 13pea Jo punoibyoeg | afeaur] [euonoe
J3pUEISPURIS)-JapIsu] [eanjod /1s1jndod pue ‘fenuapisaid ‘umop-doL 3fis diysiapes
son1{od Jemgsod JO JUaLLIB[I3S [e10 A0 UBALID PUBWap JTSAWOP O} YaIMS 'S 3 LI
afupyaxa ABojouyoay suodea A1un2as anIsUiayaIdwo?) ‘asiajap-1as Joj Aiessadal Jualxa au) o) Sani{Igedes N
asuaJap A fenb-ubiy dojanaq UONBPI|SUO [eDSIH W03 X LLI0J8) UORBINPT AWI0Ja! SATRASIUIDY W EloR
'aJeJ{am pue anna Buos Jo Axunod e ‘uedler :ajdoad auy o} syeads 1euy sanijod ‘somjod pueisiapun 0} Ase3
£27 W[ J0 Usel2 :3sU0dsay JaISesiq umop Joys /00 Saull1y Ueaioy SIS1) oy
anss|
80110 pue] “SQIY PUe 130U ‘30UB[BaLLI 183S 191 BuN931I07) :UaLIOM JO STTeIS BA0JALU] UOIezZI[eUORUEI
UB UOIEZI 1301 | 9ILIOU023 L0 dw3 ‘uomelyu) s 91jgnd pue SIILA3 [e0l|0d UAAWBSIQ Ymob | JWaISAS

2IOUO23 AANEMI[enb puB ‘31qes ‘B|qeureisng ) ieqofB sauunod Buidofanap yyim uoneladood pue Auadsosd
UBISY Ul 8]0 S ecter :pJom Juspuadapiaiut ue Ut Adewojdip [njaeaq :pliom 334} 8Uj pue S LI Suore|ay

0J1Unse A aUOSeXeN

diysiapes Bugny
TSI A

245



¢1O9I9el

$a)1[3 JO UOIRINILY) B1RIAPOIN
U afuey?) JueaLubIs-Iag

DIRpURIS
Uy} J3HOUS - aInua Jo phua -
saA - 9JA1S diyssapea] Buibuey) -
[eILBd - JUa]|L{n4 epusby -
fuong
- 01184/3peaT JO SSaUeaM +
[eied - auey)) epuady +
ON - Joewbury +
$aA- abUUD) [puONIeA +
SIA
- diysapea] Burny ur auey) -
S0UBAILIUBIS UonR|NAIID)

ON - SURIONI|Od ATeNpaJaH
ON - Joxyewbury
0 anp 3bex0[g

686T 2UNC U1 UOISSB090S 5,000 -
510920 afuey)
Subisal ‘auop -
-Jamod ur Urews) 0} duwiany
sJafiua)[eyo
SaL1enbsIp [BPUBS NI3Y ‘BUON -
:351Ie S1afuaeu)
[BpURIS JINJ3BY -
UCHezI[BJag| apel -
Xe} ondunsuo) -
:uoleLInIBa[3p pue Sist)
L86T Jo0ULIBAON -
:SEIS , uonae Buijny, J0 awaaIyY

[ey1aSIaN
ON YN UeIOnI|Od ‘JaydeaL uonae4 enysayeL
UoIoe: PYeLE] punoJByoeg
M{0Z S8 JapedT] Mj0Z UoNeq JapeaT Jo punosyoeg | abeaury euonoe
J3pISU [BaNI0d / BuIp|Ing SNSUBSLIOD pue a3S-Pue-JIep 3|fis diysiapes
sa1{1qeden asuajap A1essadau J0 auidojanaq ‘Sabuelo pue Jaaq ul apex JO UYezZIfelaqr] suay dugey
W10J31 Xe | pJOM 3L} 0 S3ANGLAUOI oL Ueder UOMNBX3 PUB SEapI P0G JO SINN|0d UORRAI) UMOJAULIOH .
BPUBS 1INI03 SISl
PR 8 i epuaby
a2 [eqoj6 pue Bunusem [eqofd 01 Burpuodsay :pre uawdojanap
J0 UOISURcT ‘Up[eay a1{ong ‘Bulieys uaping aseq S Jajeale) \anssi aaLid pue] WIojal sARRASIUIPY A

‘Uoreanp3 81905 Buie e ur aeyja ALIOUI UBALIP puBWap JNSAAOP 0} YAIMS ‘ape a1}
[eqo(B J0 Uonowolq ‘umnauby ‘SIS ‘Suonejai ueder-Gn) UONRASIUILIDE 1U31oLa pue snijod Ues))

NJOGON EllysaeL

diyssapea Buiny
JRISIUN g

246



€10 9IqeL

$a)13 Jo uone|nalI)
Yea pue abuey)) weanubis oN

PIBPUEIS
UBLp JaLoys - anua Jo fua -
VI - 9jAiS diysiapean Bulbuey) -
BUON - Jua| | epusly -
e

- UON9B-|/13e3 JO SSAUNER +
$aA - abuey)) epusby +
SOA - Javyewbury +
SoA - abliey) [euonae +

ON - diyssapes Bunny ur sbuey) -

a0uBaIIUBIS UomenaiI)

ON - Sue1onIjod Alepaey
EIUSaYE L - Jayewbury
07 anp abexoo[g

686T JsnBnyy Ut U0IS3aANS SPyfey -
510920 uey)
subisal ‘auop -
-Jamod ur urewas 0 dusay
SJafua ey
saL1[enbsip [epueag 1na3y ‘auoN -
351/ S1abuaj[ey)
[epUBIS BUSIRS) -
Xe) uondwnsuod) -
[epUBIS 1INIo3Y -
:uonewniBajap pue sist)
anug)
10 553UMOUS pue Japea| Uonae} Bulag Jou oun
0} 3np 3]qeuonsanb ‘6g4T aung Ajfeuiwou -
:SMeIS , Uuonaey Burn, Jo JUaLIBABILdY

ofndouayy
N YN UBIONI|Od ‘I81p|0S MyeBey Myesias
looeq avospyey | PUnoByoe
07 Se Japes] {07 Uonoe4 13pea1Jo punosbyoeg | afieaury [euonoeq
VIN 3Yfas diysiopean
(5)doad Jusn|LJe pue JuauuBAOB WIjS) 13U10BY) FURADY WI0jaY suy Qs
"PUE] 0} 10/ 215eq 'Sa11|1qeded asliajap 1S8POLL PUB SAISN|IXT 'SIIL3 puB 1sni) [eanljod Buricisay W
BPUBIS BUSIBE) |[BPURIS 1INYR SIS
[BPUEIS BUSIST -[EPUBIS 1INIJ8Y 1SUY ey
abUey2X3 [BAMNI [BUOKEUII] “UONLINPT “3INNaLBYy aJ8}[aM -SWa|q0Jd [elUBLLIOIAUS [eqO|S) pmO.D WSS

JILIOUY? Pal-pueLaD NSaLOp aqeurelsns ol Bulyamg ‘pre alidojanap panunuog) ‘Aaewojdip saeaq

S|

diysiapes Buiny
SIS g

247



v1O 9lqel

$8ll[3 Jouoneinau)
EaM pue abuey?) Weaubis oN

PIRPUBIS - anua ] Jo phuaT -
$aA - 91 diyssapea Buibuey) -
UON - a4 epusby -
fea

- U0184/JapeaT JO SSaUYBaM, +
SaA - abuey)) epusby +
SOA - Javyewbury +
S - 8bLUey) [puoed +
ON - diyssapea Bunny ur sbuey)) -
80U IUBIS UoneInAIY)

ON - SUeIanIjod AreyipaaH
By - Jayeubury
EENRRN

T66T JB0LLIBAON U1 U0ISS8aans S emezeAI -
51200 afuey)
subisal ‘aop -

:Jamod U urewas 0 jduiay
BINZNSHI ‘0eUelen ‘emezeAij -
:a51e SJabu3| YD
[esodoJd
W0Ja1 2401933 0 anp suonaly Ayred-eau -
diysJapes) J0 aIn|tey pue yoe -
:uonenIBaap pue sisuD
13pea] uonaey Buiag Jou nyiey
0} 3np 3|Geuonsanb ‘6867 1snBny A euiwou -
:Sels ,uonaey BuipnJ, J0 WaWaNSIYAY

ofnyuay
jesiag ogoueq
0 URIoNI|0
N YIN 1011|0d om0y oy
uonoed MIA
Y07 S8 Japea] 07 UoNJe4 Japea] jo punosiyoeg | abeaur] euonded
19A07] 3983 / BuIp|ing-snsuasuo?) 31fis diysiapes
UoIsIAg) me7 abieyaxd
DUB SaNLINJSS +|]1g Suoneiado Buidaaxaaead :pue Joj 19y 21Seq :asualap sAISN|aXa ‘Sanijiceded il due
asLiaap 1sapow dojaaqy “suwoya. Butpuny [eanijod pue 1SS [e10193)3 ‘Wiojai pu snbojeip Jo Sanijod N OHS0EL
19120 payaLua pue 14 :SU0NI3J3 pasaiuaa-K1jod Jo Wwiojal [eami|od ‘sanijod ur 3auspiuod Burioisay
PUEIS 19NPUOASI SBNLINDBS ‘3su0dsay Ja1sesiq -ep Jin ISl
[BPUIS 1NPUOISIIAl SenLN3S i JaISesq . Jep 9 181D iy
193p 21jand ‘AB1au3 “uorsina) xe ‘ABojouydal pue sausIag ‘SIS -aAIenIU] uoneladoo)
(LRI “UOITIND3 2.8} -1 JUaudo[3Aap J0 UoisLied3 :SUoe[a) S Saskia SIn0dJeu [eqolf WASAS

U Buiusem [eqol) sansst aauid pueT ‘aBueyoxa [eamind [euoneusau) Aaewojdip adead -aimnalfy

DIYSOL nyfeM

diysiapes Buiny
LIS i

248



GTO 9|qel

$3)1[3 Jo Uone|naII)
fuong pue abuey) weanubig

pipUBlS
By J310US - 3Inua | JO phuaT -
saA - 9JA1S diyssapes ulbuey) -
[Bil e - Jaw41n4 epuaBy -
ENTENI
- U0128/J3Pe3T JO SSUYEAM +
[elLieq - abuey)) epusby +
ON - Jaewbury +
$oA - iey) [euonae +
SIA
- diyssapea Bunny ur abuey) -
8ol uBIS UoneinaI)

ON - SUeIanIjod AjeyipalaH
ON - JovewBury
01anp a6By20[g

€661 AIng ur ougy o) sassed dissapesy 47 -
£667 Ancu
suon23[3 Buimoyjoj ‘66T 1snBiny Ul spasaans
Uon1eod emexosoH ‘Auowabay 4740 pud -
:51n990 afuey)
U0N23]a [esaual Joy s|[eq -

-Jamod ur urewas 0 duiay
SIaCuiawaIq 4 Jabunok Jo uonaalaq -
qeuejep| ‘ougy| -

:a51e SJabu3| YD
$855ed LUONOW 80U3PLLI0J-UON -
Awiouo9a 8jqqna aup Jo Bunsing -
Sonjod [BuOReY Ul SSaLDYea -
[esodoJd
WI0J31 [BA0J98[8 0} anp SUONL A ed-eAu| -
:uonewniajap pue sist)

TG6T J80LLBAON -

:SMeIS , Uonaey Burn, J0 JUaLIBABIYYY

1eYIGO0Y

SIWoU023 SOIWO0U023 Jeloneaing Uonae- emezeAIiy

LoNoe: PN punoJByoeg
07 Se Japes] {07 Uonoe4 13pea1Jo punosbyoeg | afieaury [euonoeq
13pISU] [eamn|od / pajdioutid pue jnyaze) 3IS diysiapes
SIS 21LOU023 pue A13A023) (82514 -lamod ajfisall| e se Ueder walshs
U0N93[a Pu Butpuny Lo Sw0JaI [ea1|0d ‘saill{iqedes 1Sapou LI asuajap anisnjox3 ‘uonedionsed | Sway diysBey
QS Mo 0} JUaWPUALL. MET] Yaredsiq Wea | Ja1ay Jaisesiq +||1g suonessdo Buidsayeesy
Awouoa3 31gong aup o 350} 07 asLodsaY Jaises! SISl
3 3]qang au) Jo 8sce]j0] M J3ISesIq 1SUY ey
uonajold eauoaiug ‘uoneanp3 ABiu3 ‘SIS ‘amijnalby

uoneyodsuel | Butpmoiassng :Sqry pre uaiidojanap Buipuedx3 :Aajes ewny Butinsu3 imos e

3|QRUIRISNS -3} [Bale| i 234 Bunowiold SIIua [BaN1|0d -[ended [e1o0s Buioueyu3 ‘awsa feqojf pue
abuey ayew1|a [eqoye ‘uonesajtjold QM pue suodeam Buiddois ‘S aup Laim suonejay /131208 Jred

14Ty emezefi

diysiapes Buiny
TSN g

249



APPENDIX D

LIST OF PRIME MINISTERS OF JAPAN, 1945-1993

Prime Ministers of Japan (1945-1993)

Name of
Prime Minister

Time in Power as Prime Minister

Factional Membership

Pre-politics Career, Time When Elected, and Party When Elected

Japan declares surrender on August 15, 1945 officially signed on September 2, 1945

Higashikuni Naruhiko

17 August 1945 - 9 October 1945

N/A

Prince, General (No Political Party, Unelected)

Shidehara Kijurd

9 October 1945 - 22 May 1946

N/A

Baron, Foreign Ministry Diplomat, un-elected - served in the House of Peers (later
headed the Japan Progressive Party)

Yoshida Shigeru

22 May 1946 - 24 May 1947

Yoshida Faction

Foreign Ministry Diplomat, served in the House of Peers (1945-1947), first elected
in 1947 (House of Representatives - Liberal Party)

Katayama Tetsu

24 May 1947 - 10 March 1948

N/A

Attorney, first elected in 1930 (Social Democratic Party; leader of the Japan
Socialist Party when Prime Minister)

Ashida Hitoshi

10 March 1948 - 15 October 1948

N/A

Foreign Ministry Diplomat, first elected in 1932 (Rikken Seiytikai; leader of the
Democratic Party when Prime Minister)

Yoshida Shigeru

15 October 1948 - 10 December 1954

Yoshida Faction

Foreign Ministry Diplomat, served in the House of Peers (1945-1947), first elected
in 1947 (House of Representatives - Liberal Party)

Period of LDP dominance begins during Hatoyama's term

Hatoyama Ichird

10 December 1954 - 15 November 1955 (Democratic Party)

Politician, first elected in 1915 (Rikken Seiyiikai; later headed both the Democratic

Hatoyama Faction and Liberal Democratic parties as Prime Minister)
23 December 1956 - 25 February 1957
Ishibashi Tanzan
N/A Economist, Journalist, first elected in 1947 (Liberal Party)

Kishi Nobusuke

25 February 1957 - 19 July 1960

Kishi Faction - Tokakai

Ministry of Commerce and Industry Bureaucrat and Politician, first elected in 1953
(Liberal Party)

Ikeda Hayato

19 July 1960 - 9 November 1964

lkeda Faction - Kochikai

Ministry of Finance Bureaucrat, first elected in 1949 (Liberal Party)

Satd Eisaku

9 November 1964 - 7 July 1972

Satd Faction - Shiizankai

Ministry of Transportation Bureaucrat, first elected in 1949 (Liberal Party)
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7 July 1972 - 9 December 1974

Tanaka Kakuei
Satd Faction/Tanaka Faction - . ) . .
Moknakurzbu Businessman, first elected in 1947 (Democratic Party)
9 December 1974 - 24 December 1976
Miki Takeo
Miki Faction - Seisaku Kenkyiikai Politician, first elected in 1937 (independent)
24 December 1976 - 7 December 1978
Fukuda Takeo
Kishi Faction/Fukuda Faction - Seiwakai Ministry of Finance Bureaucrat, first elected in 1952 (independent)
7 December 1978 - 12 June 1980
Ohira Masayoshi
Tkeda Faction/Ohira Faction - Kochikai Ministry of Finance Bureaucrat, first elected in 1952 (Liberal Party)
17 July 1980 - 27 November 1982
Suzuki Zenko

Ohira Faction/Suzuki Faction - Kdchikai

Fisheries Administration Bureaucrat, first elected in 1947 (Japan Socialist Party)

Nakasone Yasuhiro

27 November 1982 - 6 November 1987

Kano Faction/Nakasone Faction - Seisaku
Kagaku Kenkytjo

Home Ministry Bureaucrat and Politician, first elected in 1947 (Democratic Party)

6 November 1987 - 3 June 1989

Tekeshita Noboru Tanaka Faction/Takeshita Faction- | Teacher and Politician, first elected in 1951 (local politics) - 1958 ( National Diet;
Keiseikai Liberal Democratic Party)
3 June 1989 - 10 August 1989
Uno Sasuke . .
Nakasore Fction -§e|saku Kegeku Pre-War Soldier and Politician, first elected in 1960 (Liberal Democratic Party)
Kenkytijo
10 August 1989 - 5 November 1991
Kaifu Toshiki

Miki Faction/Komoto Faction - Bancho
Seisaku Kenkytjo

Politician, first elected in 1960 (Liberal Democratic Party)

Miyazawa Kiichi

5 November 1991 - 9 August 1993

Suzuki Faction/Miyazawa Faction -
Kochikai

Ministry of Finance Bureaucrat, first elected in 1953 (House of Councillors) - 1967
(House of Representatives; Liberal Democratic Party)

LDP falls from power, End of Thirty-eight years of dominance
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APPENDIX E

TABLES ON THE STRENGTHS OF LDP’S FACTIONS

09 14 €€ 117 a9 9 (
0
ofel MIN q9¢ Spajel|Luyeun pue ofnfyuay myedey TeYOAYUSY] M{ESIog 1RGO0 [YeMIaS nqeIoAnyol o) &mwm%“ze o 9/67 J30u808q §
(s)uonaed Ja|BUS M{ESIAS - UORIeS auOSENEN| ~UONIE] OJOMQY /I | -UONoef BAQ | -UOJB BPMN4 | - UOReH BYeue]
84/19 8¢/9¢ 8e/Le 144 95 Ly (
0
1oM{e) exeueL 6L¢ Spajel|LLyeun pue ofnfyuay wyedey TeynAyuey 1eY1Y0Yy IBYEMIDS TIqEMY0ANY O]\ o) wgmw_m“u_g o *CL67 430W903q 0T
(s)uonoed Ja|[ews |MYESISS - UOKJeS BUOSBYEN| DeSIsS -UONed I | -uomoejexyQ | -uopoed epron4 | ~UORIES BxeveL
€8 e i 44 114 89 (
0
0Jeg MyRSIY 00¢ Spajel|Lyeun pue ofndyuay nyedey TeynAyuoy TEYT0Y] IB{eMIS (B o) agmwmwwu_o; o7 96T Jaquiadaq /¢
(S)uonaed 3 [ews [nYESISS - UONJe UOSEXEN | Mfesia -uonded iy | -uonde{ o3epy | -uondedepnynd | - u0nIRg 0FES
(896T) ¥6/ (896T) (896T) (896T) (8o6T) L2 (896T) 0
(8961) | (jogruomm) 01 | 2 (196T W) 62 | 96 (LOGTUORIN)SE [g1 / (196T 0rei) zo|/ (196T Yrei) €2 | / (L96T W) 1S (98740
0je§ myesty pL2 | (1967 10) 9835 117 5010 +196T Arenuer 67
Jorey) ogz | SPaRIMeUn pue | ofuyuay nyesey eyl A0y BEIEN wpezs | 110) e L2 Spioy o
(S)uonaed Ja|[ews [nYESIag - UONJe UOSENEN | Mfesia -uonded iy | -uonoed o3ep | -uonoeq epnynd | - uoneq 0jes
107 S LE 4 67 8y (
98y 0
orefieH epa J30WBA0)
TeABH epX| 96¢ Spayel|Ligeun pue iy - tonoey oty TeynAyuay (BRI | B TEYULZIYS 110) 5185 £67 D104 Q] €967 J3CLIBAON T¢
(s)uonoed Jajfews | . MfEsIes - UORoe4 DI | ~TIONJBJ 8PSl | -uonoed Iysly | - -Uonoe oles
96 £e 8¢ 1A 14 18 (
L9710
orefieH epa J30WBAO)
TeABH epX| 108 Spajel|LLyeun pue o S— TeAYUY ooy TeyEY0L. Teyueznyg 110) 51285 008 D104 Q] 0967 43CLLIRAON 07
(s)uonoeq seqjews | . DfesIas - Uonoes DA | ~UOMJEePal | -UONJeJ Iysty |  -uonoeg ojeg
88 8¢ Ge Ty S 114 (
L9710
HNSNGON 1S fe
ANSNGON IUSIM 16¢ Spajel]lygeun pue P —— TeynAyuoy 100 feyeyor, Teueznyg 110) 51235 682 D104 Q] 8967 ABIN ¢¢
(s)uonoeq sajpaws | IDESIa - VONOB] YA | -UOMOBJ Bpyl | “TOMOEJ TGS | - Uonoeq Qie§
uonds|3 (uonoas-aid)
joaun] ay (0) o] (197 J01n0) S1e38 667/862 SPIOY dAI1

Je JaISIUIN AWl

GGBT 43QIBAON ST

([oH] sanneuasalday JO aSNOH 8 J0J SINSal UOI93|T [BJAUAS) au) U0 Paseq)

suone- auy pue dq7 aup Jo pbuang [eioios|3

Table E1

252



"J0 JoGUIBLU  S1J0 SPBa] JAISIUIA aWllid aU) YaIyMm ‘Uonaa|e e Burinp ,uoney Buini,, sy} s10uap pauljiapun pue pjog Sauieu uonJe4

"SUONL) U JO Siamod LI)-PIU 193]58) U amyesal] Bunisixa au Lo} UneIp ale SpoLIad asau) Joj SIBqunu ]

"UO1313 AU} JO LI} L e UOM SBY ] U} SIBaS 3 O} UORIPPE Ul ‘313 PajUn0d
QIR YOWM SYRAp Pue ‘SuoneuSIsal ‘S)nsar uonaaja-Aq ‘Suonaafd Ay Joiye SUONoR} Y pue (17 A ot suapuadapur jo A1ud ay) o) anp ‘Ajoexa dn ppe jou Aem S1m0d [pUOTIE] JO UNS O PUB SIAQUINT J[nSaI [e10}93[3 A (0)

"gJeq U0IJ93]3 Ueder 'pasy 7€ 19]19g ) SILILAQ PUE 1UO]|3g "d Yuel< "Spa 1XaJuog) aljeeduwios) sl U WSI[euonae pue Saiied [eaill|od :Sail|od U0 Ul JajsKg Ked-jueunoq] & ut wsieuonoe, eder, ‘myng ¢/ |
‘Uedie 9|y SAAITBAIASUOD a3 MOH “Jafey \T¢ ' Ueder Ut S0110d KB, ‘BANWBYeN 757 *,086T-G88T ‘Uedier Ul S1aa1e)) [BLIAISIUI ) SaISInbaiald,, “1e 18 eIWOL 08} ‘,JAISIUI alid asaueder e Jo uonas|3 ay ., ‘iakey

Aniolew e Jo 1oys Burj e} ‘Jamod woy) S|[e} 4a1

€667 ANt g1
(TS 4010) s1eas €77 SPI0Y 4@
£ 05 4 09 0 £l -
DHIYSOL yIE) 580 Spalel|Ijyeun pue | ofnyuoy] myedey myesiag | OTMAYUY NyesIag YO0y [EYEMIAS INTENEN 110) 5238 612 010U 471 0667 A1eniged g1
(S)uongeq Jajewg | - Uondeq aqeuEien\  [OUOURG - UONIE] 0JOWTY | - UONJRS emezeAlp | -UONde{ aqy | - UONJe4 BIIySaYRL
£ i1 & 19 65 U -
0JINSBA fn
A0SR CE | spaeijuyeun) pue [OTURY Mesey myesiag|  ofbysay mpesiag eyIo0Y BYEMI3S BN | o) qess e spioy g *PVANT
(S)uonoe Jajjewg | ~UONE] AUOSEYEN | Oyoueq - UOBOR] OJOWOY | - UONJEH BIZNG | -UONIB480Y | - UONJed ElySaNEL
1T Ly 8¢ 05 i €9 (1310
0JINSBA
. JENTIEN
AI0SEHEN 65¢ SPATRIJLLIRUN pue [OTAYUAY] MyEsey Myesag|  ofkyuay| myestag YO0y [YeMIaS nqeIYOAIO}y 110) 635 067 5P104 4] €867 Jowia0aq 87
(s)uonoe4 Jojjews | ~UOPDTE] AUOSEYEN | Ououeq - uonoej ojowgy | -0 HRzNG | -uonde4 Epmnd | - Uonaed Byele]
(UBreduren 8y iy 1¢ I 67 0 (1310
Bunnp saip) 67| spaeueun pe | ofvdyuay nyedey olyuay nyestag OO0 BRMES | QOO () oy | BTN
sokesejy eajQ (S)uonae4 Jo| BLS M{esIag - LUNIed auoSeNeN| oyoueq - uonoed ojowoy | ~UONJed DIZNG | - UONJe epming | - UONed exeue]
9% 134 8 8y 05 85 -
TSOSESEN 1) 19¢ Spajel|1ygeun pue olnfyuoy nyedey olfyuay myestag TeXTI0Y e nqeIyoAmyop 110) 8 §97 910U T 6.67 184010 .
(S)uonae4 Ja|[BS |YeSIaS - UONIJeS AUOSBYeN| 0youeg - UORoe ojowigy| | ~WORIE] EAN() | -UORIB BN | - UONOBS BYeve]

Table E1 (Continued)

253



€T 0S Le 09 29 €L 066T Aseniged 8T
€c 29 T4 19 69 ¢l 986T AINC 9
L Ly 8¢ 0S 144 €9 €86T Jaquisdeq 8T
1£1% 1% 1€ LS 514 9 086T aunf ¢¢
9¢ 1A% 8¢ $1% 0S 8G 6.6T 4340100 L
0S 144 €€ ov qS or 9/6T J9quiadsd g
19 9¢ LE 4% 99 Ly ¢/6T1 Jaquisdsd 0T
€8 ve 144 144 oy 84 6961 Joquiadeq ¢
6 ve 9¢ ev Lc 0S 8961
¥0T ve ot 44 e LS L96T YdIeN
T0T 1% LE or 67T $1% €96T J9QWIBAON T¢
96 €e 8¢ 4] 147 18 096T 13qWIBAON 0¢
88 8¢ S€ 134 ¥G 134 8G6T AeIN ¢¢
sparel|ijeun abeaul] abeaul |obeaul] emezell abeaul
pue (s)uondeq | auosexeN olowoy | - pnzng - eIyQ MMM“”M_._-JAMMV._ elysayeL 81eq U093
19|jews - OuOy| - DN - 09BNl - epaY| T - eeue] - ojeg | 90eeurtfeuonoe]

suonae4 s,da 4o swabunuo) saAneiuasaiday Jo asnoH sl ul sabuey)

Table E2

254



APPENDIX F
CHARTS ON THE STRENGTHS OF LDP’S FACTIONS

Strength of Factions as a Percentage of LDP's
HoR Membership, 22 May 1958

41,14%

= Satd Faction - Shiizankai
88, 29%
54 18% = J[keda Faction - Kochikai

= Miki Faction - Seisaku
Kenlkynkai

= Kono Faction - Shunjikai

38,13%

41,14% = Smaller Faction(s) and
35,12% Unaffiliateds

Strength of Factions as a Percentage of LDP's
HoR Membership, 20 November 1960

51,17/%

= Sato Faction - Shiizankai

96,32%

33,11% l
52,17% = Smaller Faction(s) and

28,9% Unaffiliateds

m Kishi Faction - Tokakai

" Ikeda Faction -
Kochikai

= Miki Faction - Seisaku
Kenkyikai

= Kono Faction - Shunjiikai

41,14%

Strength of Factions as a Percentage of LDP's
HoR Membership, 21 November 1963

48,16%

= Satd Faction - Shiizankai

= Kishi Faction - Tokakai

19,6%
" Tkeda Faction -
Kochikai

= Miki Faction - Seisaku
46, 16% Kenkyﬁkal
= Kono Faction - Shunjikai

101, 34%

= Smaller Faction(s) and

45,15% 37,13% Unaffiliateds
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Strength of Factions as a Percentage of LDP's
HoR Membership, March 1967

= Sato Faction - Shuzankai
57,20%

= Fukuda Faction - Seiwakai
= Maeo Faction - Kochikai
23,8%
= Miki Faction - Seisaku
Kenkyikai

m Nakasone Faction - Seisaku
42,15% Kagaku Kenkyijo

104, 36%

24,8% = Smaller Faction(s) and
36,13% Unaffiliateds

Strength of Factions as a Percentage of LDP's
HoR Membership, 1968

50, 18%

= Sato Faction - Shazankai

= Fukuda Faction - Seiwakai

4 27 10% = Maeo Faction - Kochikai

» Miki Faction - Seisaku
Kenkyikai

® Nakasone Faction - Seisaku

43,16% Kagaku Kenkyijo

= Smaller Faction(s) and
36,13% Unaffiliateds

94, 34%

24,9

Strength of Factions as a Percentage of LDP's
HoR Membership, 27 December 1969

58,19% ® Sato Faction - Shiizankai
83, 28%

= Fukuda Faction - Seiwakai

= Maeo Faction - Kochikai
40,13%
» Miki Faction - Seisaku
Kenkyikai
® Nakasone Faction - Seisaku

Kagaku Kenkyijo

44,15% = Smaller Faction(s) and
41,14% Unaffiliateds

34,11%
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Figure
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Strength of Factions as a Percentage of LDP's
HoR Membership, 10 December 1972

61,22% /

58,21%
™

47,17%

Mokuvokurabu
= Fukuda Faction - Seiwakai Figure

. . o F7
® Ohira Faction - Kochikai
26, 20% = Miki Faction - Seisaku
Kenkyikai

® Nakasone Faction - Seisaku
Kagaku Kenkyijo

= Smaller Faction(s) and
42,15% Unaffiliateds

36,13%/

38, 14%

Strength of Factions as a Percentage of LDP's
HoR Membership, 5 December 1976

50, 19% 46,17% = Tanaka Faction -

Mokuydkurabu
41,16% '
33,12%

= Fukuda Faction - Seiwakai Figure
F8
Strength of Factions as a Percentage of LDP's
HoR Membership, 7 October 1979

= QOhira Faction - Kachikai

55,21% = Miki/Komoto Faction -
Seisaku Kenkvikai

® Nakasone Faction - Seisaku
Kagaku Kenkyijo

= Smaller Faction(s) and
40,15% Unaffiliateds

36, 14%

28,11%

58,22% = Tanaka Faction -
Mokuydkurabu

= Fukuda Faction - Seiwakai Figure

= Ohira Faction - Kochikai F9

= Komoto Faction - Bancho
Seisalu Kenkyijo

® Nakasone Faction - Seisaku
Kagaku Kenkyijo

= Smaller Faction(s) and
48,18% Unaffiliateds

50, 19%
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Strength of Factions as a Percentage of LDP's
HoR Membership, 22 June 1980

48,16%

62,21%

45,15%

( 49,17%
31,11%

57,20%

= Tanaka Faction -
Mokuydkurabu

® Fukuda Faction - Seiwakai Figure

" Suzuki Faction - Kochikai F10

= Komoto Faction - Bancho
Seisalu Kenkyijo

= Nakasone Faction - Seisaku
Kagaku Kenkyijo

= Smaller Faction(s) and
Unaffiliateds

Strength of Factions as a Percentage of LDP's
HoR Membership, 18 December 1983

27,11%

63,24%

28 11% 44,17%

50, 19%

= Tanaka Faction -
Mokuydkurabu

® Fukuda Faction - Seiwakai Figure

F11

= Suzuki Faction - Kochikai

» Komoto Faction - Bancho
Seisalu Kenkyijo

= Nakasone Faction - Seisaku
Kagaku Kenkyiijo

= Smaller Faction(s) and
Unaffiliateds

Strength of Factions as a Percentage of LDP's
HoR Membership, 6 July 1986

23,8%

72,24%
62’ 20%‘

25,8% 59,20%

61,20%
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= Takeshita Faction - Keiseikai

= Abe Faction - Seiwakai Figure

= Suzuki Faction - Kochikai F12

» Komoto Faction - Bancho
Seisalu Kenkyijo

= Nakasone Faction - Seisaku
Kagaku Kenkyiijo

= Smaller Faction(s) and
Unaffiliateds



Strength of Factions as a Percentage of LDP's
Diet Membership, 18 February 1990

13,5%
= Takeshita Faction - Keiseikai
50,17% 73,26%
= Abe Faction - Seiwakai
= Miyazawa Faction - Kochikai

27,9% " Komoto Faction - Bancho

Seisaku Kenkyiijo
= Watanabe Faction - Seisaku
62, 22% Kﬂgﬂk'l.l Kenkyﬁ] (o]
= Smaller Faction(s) and
Unaffiliateds
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