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Seth Jacobowitz, Writing Technology in Meiji Japan: A Media History of Modern Japanese 

Literature and Visual Culture, Harvard University Asia Center, Cambridge, MA, 2016, xii + 299 

pp.  

 

 

 

Modern Japanese literature begins with a haunting, according to Seth Jacobowitz. Kaidan 

Hﾗデ;ﾐ Sﾝヴﾝ (Ghost Story of the Peony Lantern, 1884), a series of pamphlets based on the 

shorthand transcription of a rakugo ヮWヴaﾗヴﾏ;ﾐIW H┞ デｴW IWﾉWHヴ;デWS “;ﾐげ┞┒デWｷ йﾐIｴﾝ ふヱΒンΓに

1900), is a phantasmal presence not only due to its content, but also because of its meaning as 

a media-historical event. This text produced the two reigning tropes of modern Japanese 

literature: phonetic transparency (the illusion of け┘ヴｷデｷﾐｪ ;ゲ ﾗﾐW ゲヮW;ﾆゲげ IヴW;デWS by the unified 

style, genbun itchi) and mimetic realism (p. 197). Conventional literary histories, however, 

elide the importance of the transcription, effectively suppressing the material origins of 

literary production and the role of shorthandが けﾉW;┗ｷﾐｪ ｷデ to haunt the margins of the canon as a 

ｪｴﾗゲデﾉ┞ ヴWﾏ;ｷﾐSWヴげが in J;IﾗHﾗ┘ｷデ┣げゲ HW;┌デｷa┌ﾉ ;ﾐS potent phrase (p. 195). The aim of his study 

is to excavate not only the media archaeology of shorthand, but also to dislodge authors and 

texts from their privileged position in canonical accounts by focusing on externalities such as 

SｷゲI┌ヴゲｷ┗W デヴ;ﾐゲaﾗヴﾏ;デｷﾗﾐゲ ;ﾐS ｷﾐゲIヴｷヮデｷ┗W デWIｴﾐﾗﾉﾗｪｷWゲ ﾗヴ ;ゲ ｴW ヮ┌デゲ ｷデが けﾏWSｷ; ;ゲ ｷﾏH┌Wd with 

;ｪWﾐI┞げ ふヮく ヱヰぶく WWﾉﾉ-known figures and works ゲ┌Iｴ ;ゲ Tゲ┌Hﾗ┌Iｴｷ “ｴﾝ┞ﾝげゲ SｴﾝゲWデゲ┌ ゲｴｷﾐ┣┌ｷ 

(Essence of the Novelが ヱΒΒヵぶが F┌デ;H;デWｷ “ｴｷﾏWｷげゲ Ukigumo (Floating Clouds, 1887) and Natsume 

“ﾝゲWﾆｷげゲ Wagahai wa neko de aru (I Am a Cat, 1905) ;ヴW ヴWI;ゲデ ;ゲ ゲｷﾏヮﾉ┞ けヴWﾉ;┞ゲ ｷﾐ ﾏWSｷ; 

IﾗﾐIWヮデゲが ヮヴ;IデｷIWゲ ;ﾐS ヮヴﾗIWゲゲWゲげ ふp. 10). It is a bold attempt to dismantle orthodoxies about 

authors and texts and push to the foreground other, less naturalized convergences, 

disruptions in linear narratives, obscured junctures. Readers familiar with Friedrich Kittler, the 

major theoretical presence in J;IﾗHﾗ┘ｷデ┣げゲ ヮヴﾗﾃWIデ, will recognize the anti-humanist, post-

hermeneutics reflexes of his work; others might detect overtones of technological 
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determinism. This is probably the first book-length study in the Japan field that applies 

ゲ┞ゲデWﾏ;デｷI;ﾉﾉ┞ KｷデデﾉWヴげs approach and it could have done with a more sustained discussion of 

his work, given the ambivalent relationship which area studies traditionally has had with 

けtheoryげ.  On the other hand, in a non-Western context Kittlerian narratives of imported 

technological inventions transforming a social field from the outside might provide an 

attractive explanatory schema, but they resonate problematically with the teleologies of 

modernization theory that have come under attack in recent years.  

 

けMWSｷ;げが KｷデデﾉWヴ (1999, p. xxxix) ゲデ;デWゲ a;ﾏﾗ┌ゲﾉ┞が けSWデWヴﾏｷﾐW ﾗ┌ヴ ゲｷデ┌;デｷﾗﾐげ. A particularly lucid 

gloss to this provocatively blunt pronouncement is provided by Josh Ellenbogen (2014, p. 132): 

 

Before technologies answered the needs of human agents or derived from stages in 

the history of human consciousness, or served to communicate meanings that 

preexisted the media, the technologies themselves determined the nature of the 

human, the historical pattern of its thinking, and the field of possibilities from which 

any particular meanings might emerge.  

 

In a way, Kittler radicalizes Foucault, identifying his historical a priori with technological 

transformations, as well as providing a more rigorous anchoring of epistemic shifts. Most 

extreme versions of Kittler are not only indifferent to the concerns of Anglophone cultural 

studies (hegemony, resistance; positionalities of gender, race and class); they also seem to 

privilege hard technological facts to discursive formations. For Jacobowitz the intrusion of the 

railroad in the cﾗ┌ﾐデヴ┞ゲｷSW けヴWｪｷゲデWヴWS ;ﾐ WヮｷゲデWﾏｷI ヴ┌ヮデ┌ヴWげき in デｴW Hﾉ┌ヴH ﾗa デｴW Hﾗﾗﾆ けデｴW ヴｷゲW 

ﾗa Iﾗﾏﾏ┌ﾐｷI;デｷﾗﾐ ﾐWデ┘ﾗヴﾆゲ ゲ┌Iｴ ;ゲ デWﾉWｪヴ;ヮｴ ;ﾐS ヮﾗゲデげが ;ゲ ┘Wﾉﾉ ;ゲ けSWH;デWゲ ﾗ┗Wヴ ﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ;ﾉ 
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ﾉ;ﾐｪ┌;ｪWげ ;ヴW ヴWaWヴヴWS デﾗ ;ゲ WヮｷゲデWﾏｷI デヴ;ﾐゲaﾗヴﾏ;デｷﾗﾐゲぎ ｴｷゲ IﾗﾐIWヮデ ﾗa WヮｷゲデWﾏW ｷゲ Iﾉﾗser to 

that of Kittler rather than Foucault, for whom, as Deleuze (2006, p.34) stresses, machines were 

always social before they were technicalく B┌デ J;IﾗHﾗ┘ｷデ┣げゲ ;ヮヮヴﾗ;Iｴ ｷゲ ﾏﾗヴW ﾐ┌;ﾐIWS ;ﾐS 

sensitive, equally attentive to technological developments, discursive shifts and conceptual 

transformations. Burgeoning communication technologies, standardisation movements and 

techniques of phonetic capture are discussed in their historical and institutional 

embeddedness. Texts, both literary and non-literary, are seen as important nodal points in 

these networks. The focus is on the mechanisms through which both materialities and 

discourses produced modern nationalist/imperialist subjectivities.  

 

Wｴ;デ ｷゲ ;ﾉゲﾗ ﾐW┘ ;ﾐS ヴWaヴWゲｴｷﾐｪ ;Hﾗ┌デ デｴW Hﾗﾗﾆ ｷゲ J;IﾗHﾗ┘ｷデ┣げゲ ;ヴｪ┌ﾏWﾐデ デｴ;デ け; ﾏ┌ﾉデｷヮﾉｷIｷデ┞ ﾗa 

globally synchronic media concepts, practices and processes were assembled in Meiji (p. 12, 

my emphasis). There is always the question how we situate and conceptualize the non-

Western modern; whether we are dealing with a singular modernity driven by the 

universalising logic of capitalism, as Fredric Jameson has insisted, or whether we need to 

emphasise difference, as in Dilip G;ﾗﾐﾆ;ヴげs concept of alternative modernities, or the co-eval 

modernities of Marilyn Ivy and Harry Harootunian. There is a rhetorical mechanism at work in 

these conceptualizations that can might affirm, even through negation, the primacy and 

centrality of the West as a historical subject: the ﾗデｴWヴげゲ W┝ヮWヴｷWnce is always secondary, 

defined in relation to the West. Some of these debates in effect presuppose a notion of 

Western modernity as monolithic, always already formed, almost reified. Jacobowitz, on the 

other hand, finds shared temporalities and points of connection that exceed the vocabulary of 

belatedness and catching-up favoured by modernization theory: he shows that movements for 
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standardization and language reform in Europe and America, けヮ;ヴ;ﾉﾉWﾉが ﾗ┗Wヴﾉ;ヮ ﾗヴ ｷﾐ ゲﾗﾏW 

cases are in direct Sｷ;ﾉﾗｪ┌W ┘ｷデｴ デｴW ﾏﾗSWヴﾐｷ┣;デｷﾗﾐ ;ﾐS ﾏﾗSWヴﾐｷデ┞ ﾗa MWｷﾃｷ J;ヮ;ﾐげ ふヮく ヱヰぶく      

 

The book consists of four parts, focused on different fields in the Meiji episteme and its 

technological and material determinants, some of them less organically connected to the 

problematic of language and literature than others. Each part also contains short textual and 

visual analyses that are like close-ups of the dynamic relationships between the text and its 

material and discursive contexts. In line with the post-hermeneutic stance, these are not about 

meaning; rather, they trace the self-inscriptions of media technologies and concepts in the text. 

P;ヴデ ﾗﾐWが けDｷゲIﾗ┌ヴゲW NWデ┘ﾗヴﾆゲげが presents the general media-historical conditions of Meiji and 

examines the establishment of the telegraph network and the postal system together with the 

systems that introduced the metrics of modern, i.e. national and imperial, time and space. 

Jacobowitz shows how previously heterogeneous local practices of the body and the senses, 

some rooted in centuries of cultural training, were remade into universal quantifiable units 

and trajectories. Some of these histories have been told before, but Jacobowitz brings a new 

stress on global synchronicity, as well as attention to the role of these developments in the 

production of nationalized subjectivities and the assemblage of a mediated imagined 

community. What is not immediately obvious and perhaps could have been fleshed out in 

more detail is the relationship of these processes to the media history of modern Japanese 

literature and visual culture, apart from the shared loss of continuity with previous cultural 

formations. Jacobowitz does argue very convincingly, however, that standardization 

movements, communication technologies and the phonetic rescripting of language are all 

manifestations of デｴW HWｷSWｪｪWヴｷ;ﾐ ヮヴｷﾐIｷヮﾉW ﾗa けゲデ;ﾐSｷﾐｪ ヴWゲWヴ┗Wげ ふBestand), which, けく く く H┞ 

extension can bring about relations of commensurability and exchange value where none 
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previously existed . . . [conforming] to a common register (capitalism, nationalism and so 

on) . . .  brought to bear upon nearly all aspects of being...It is the logic of an increasingly 

ｴﾗﾏﾗｪWﾐﾗ┌ゲ ｪﾉﾗH;ﾉ ゲ┞ゲデWﾏ ﾗa ケ┌;ﾐデｷaｷI;デｷﾗﾐが IﾗﾏﾏﾗSｷaｷI;デｷﾗﾐ ;ﾐS W┝Iｴ;ﾐｪWげ ふヮく ヲヱに22). Part 

デ┘ﾗが け“Iヴｷヮデｷﾐｪ N;デｷﾗﾐ;ﾉ L;ﾐｪ┌;ｪWげが begins with Mori Arinori (1847に1889), ambassador to the 

United States and later Minister of Education, and his exchanges with his Anglophone 

Iﾗ┌ﾐデWヴヮ;ヴデ ﾉ;ﾐｪ┌;ｪW ヴWaﾗヴﾏWヴゲく Mﾗヴｷげゲ ｷﾐa;ﾏﾗ┌ゲ ヮヴﾗヮﾗゲ;ﾉ aヴﾗﾏ ヱΒΑヲが ┘ｴｷIｴ ;S┗ﾗI;デWS 

adopting simplified English as national language, was criticized and ridiculed but as Jacobowitz 

emphatically demonstrates, subsequent efforts to limit the number of Chinese characters, 

standardise kana and fix romanization rules were consistent with his ideas (p. 13). This part 

alsﾗ ヮヴWゲWﾐデゲ ｪWﾐ┌ｷﾐWﾉ┞ ﾐW┘ ﾏ;デWヴｷ;ﾉ ｷﾐ йﾐｪﾉｷゲｴぎ ｷデ W┝ヮﾉﾗヴWゲ デｴW ;S;ヮデ;デｷﾗﾐ ﾗa Iゲ;;I Pｷデﾏ;ﾐげゲ 

shorthand phonography in Japan, historicizing competing theories and debates in both Japan 

and the West. Jacobowitz ;ヴｪ┌Wゲ デｴ;デ ゲｴﾗヴデｴ;ﾐS けくくくIﾗﾐデヴｷH┌デWS デﾗ ; ┗;ゲデ ヴeorganization of 

WIﾗﾐﾗﾏｷIが ヮﾗﾉｷデｷI;ﾉ ;ﾐS ﾉｷデWヴ;ヴ┞ ;Iデｷ┗ｷデ┞ H┞ ﾏW;ﾐゲ ﾗa ヴ;ヮｷS ﾏ;ﾐ┌;ﾉ ヴWIﾗヴSｷﾐｪ ;ﾐS デヴ;ﾐゲﾏｷゲゲｷﾗﾐげ 

(p. 14). The last chapter of part two continues this investigation into the phonetic rescripting of 

Japanese through a discussion of Isawa Sh┒ﾃｷげゲ ;S;ヮデ;デｷﾗﾐ of AﾉW┝;ﾐSヴW MWﾉ┗ｷﾉﾉW BWﾉﾉげゲ け┗ｷゲｷHﾉW 

ゲヮWWIｴげ ;ﾐS Iゲ;┘;げゲ ヴﾗﾉW ｷﾐ デｴW IヴW;デｷﾗﾐ ﾗa ｷﾏヮWヴｷ;ﾉ ﾉｷﾐｪ┌ｷゲデｷIゲぎ デｴW ｷﾏヮﾗヴデWS ヮｴﾗﾐWデｷI ゲIヴｷヮデ 

could capture faithfully a unified national language, making it easier to teach to colonized and 

colonizer alike. What is notable about part three is that it discusses changes to the conceptual 

constellation of visual art and literature without separating those: it tracks shifts in the 

けｷﾐデWヴヮWﾐWデヴ;デｷﾐｪ ┗WヴH;ﾉが ┗ｷゲ┌;ﾉ ;ﾐS ﾗヴ;ﾉ ヴWｪｷﾏWゲげ (p. 196). Such an approach effectively 

exposes the historicity of the very division of domains and its roots in Romantic conceptions of 

each art conquering its medium and striving towards its own essence and distinctiveness, ideas 

which modernism amplified further and turned into orthodoxy. There are superb discussions 

here of the discursive changes to Edo woodblock print culture: the organic unity of text and 
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image in literati art (bunjinga), the visuality of popular fiction (gesaku) and its collective 

authorship all being re-defined and reordered along (post-Romantic) capitalist lines; the 

attendant partitioning of domains of art and the disciplining of knowledge. Analysing a scene 

from Ukigumo and its illustration, Jacobowitz shows how this text traverses cultural regimes: 

J;ヮ;ﾐげゲ ゲﾗ-called first modern novel actually resists the division of the verbal and the visual, 

WゲゲWﾐデｷ;ﾉ aﾗヴ デｴW MWｷﾃｷ WヮｷゲデWﾏWが ;ﾐS デｴW ｷSW; ﾗa けデｴW ヮ┌ヴWﾉ┞ ┗WヴH;ﾉ ;ﾐS ｴﾗﾏﾗｪWﾐﾗ┌ゲﾉ┞ 

デ┞ヮﾗｪヴ;ヮｴｷI デW┝デげ ふヮく ヲヱヱぶく The consideration of Ghost Story of the Peony Lantern restores 

ゲｴﾗヴデｴ;ﾐS デﾗ ｷデゲ Iヴ┌Iｷ;ﾉ ヴﾗﾉW ｷﾐ デｴW IﾗﾐIWヮデ┌;ﾉ IﾗﾐゲデWﾉﾉ;デｷﾗﾐ ﾗa け┘ヴｷデｷﾐｪ デｴｷﾐｪゲ Sﾗ┘ﾐ ﾃ┌ゲデ ;ゲ デｴW┞ 

;ヴWげ by including in full translation the preface by Wakabayashi Kaﾐ┣ﾝ ふヱΒヵΑに1938), who 

transcribed the performances. Wakabayashi argues that transcribed speech assumes an 

aesthetic value beyond that of accuracy and faithful capture because of its affective 

immediacy. This is the closest that Jacobowitz comes to explaining the rhetorical move 

through which shorthand practice became synonymous with mimetic realism, if indeed this 

fateful slippage was at the assumed origins of modern Japanese literature. Part three also 

SｷゲI┌ゲゲWゲ “ｴﾝ┞ﾝげゲ Essence of the Novel, whose ideas of psychological realism, Jacobowitz 

demonstrates, drew on the rhetoric of shorthand as verbal photography. Part four is taken by 

more detailed readings of the texts of Masaoka Shiki (1867に1902ぶ ;ﾐS ﾗa “ﾝゲWﾆｷげゲ I Am a Cat. 

“ｴｷﾆｷげゲ W┝ヮWヴｷﾏWﾐデゲ ;ヴW IヴWSｷデWS ;ゲ デヴ;ﾐゲｷデｷﾗﾐ;ﾉ ﾐﾗSWゲ HWデ┘WWﾐ け [the] intermediary 

transcription of shorthand reporters [and] writers who would take matters into their own 

ｴ;ﾐSゲ デﾗ さ┘ヴｷデW デｴｷﾐｪゲ Sﾗ┘ﾐ just ;ゲ デｴW┞ ;ヴWざげ (p. 227): again, one wishes for more detail here. 

“ﾝゲWﾆｷげゲ デW┝デが ﾗﾐ デｴW other hand, is seen to provide an abundance of comic examples of new 

technical and scientific protocols and plenty of parodic send-ups of new media. 

 

There are some errors and inconsistencies that perhaps can be corrected in future editions.  
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 けJ┞ﾝヴｷげ (p. 162) does not conform to any established romanization systems and is probably a 

typo; terms such as rakugo and ﾆﾝS;ﾐ should be italicized (or not) consistently. The same 

applies for the principle of giving Chinese characters for Japanese words: Jacobowitz gives the 

kanji for homophones such as hanashi ふけゲデﾗヴ┞デWﾉﾉｷﾐｪげ ;ﾐS けゲヮWWIｴげ), but not for ﾆﾝWﾐ ふけヮ┌HﾉｷI 

ゲヮW;ﾆｷﾐｪげ ;ﾐS けヮ┌HﾉｷI ;SSヴWゲゲげぶ ふp. ヱΑΓぶく TｴW ﾐ;ﾏW ﾗa IﾗﾐデWﾏヮﾗヴ;ヴ┞ ゲIｴﾗﾉ;ヴ Kﾝﾐﾗ KWﾐゲ┌ﾆW ｷゲ 

ﾏｷゲゲｷﾐｪ ｷデゲ ﾏ;Iヴﾗﾐく Oﾐ ヮく ヲヰヶが ｷﾐ J;IﾗHﾗ┘ｷデ┣げ デヴ;ﾐゲﾉ;デｷﾗn of Tゲ┌Hﾗ┌Iｴｷ “ｴﾝ┞ﾝげゲ ヮヴWa;IW デﾗ Ghost 

Story of the Peony Lanternが け┘ﾗﾏ;ﾐげ ゲｴﾗ┌ﾉS ヮヴﾗH;Hﾉ┞ HW け┘ﾗﾏWﾐげ ｷﾐ デｴW ヮｴヴ;ゲW けヮ;ﾐSWヴ デﾗ 

┘ﾗﾏ;ﾐ ;ﾐS IｴｷﾉSヴWﾐげ aﾗヴ デｴW ゲ;ﾆW ﾗa ﾐ┌ﾏHWヴ IﾗﾐゲｷゲデWﾐI┞く けDaremo mita mono wa naiげが ; ﾉｷﾐW 

aヴﾗﾏ “ﾝゲWﾆｷげゲ mischievous lampooning of the ineffable Yamato spirit, translates as けデｴWヴWげゲ ﾐﾗデ 

a ヮWヴゲﾗﾐ ┘ｴﾗ ｴ;ゲ ゲWWﾐ ｷデげ ふ;ﾐS ﾐﾗデ けｴ;ゲﾐげデ ゲWWﾐ ｷデげが ;ゲ in the book (p. 264)). Eisenstein did not 

┌ゲW けhieroglyphげ ｷﾐデWヴIｴ;ﾐｪW;Hﾉ┞ ┘ｷデｴ けｷSWﾗｪヴ;ﾏげ ｷﾐ ｴｷゲ SｷゲI┌ゲゲｷﾗﾐ ﾗa デｴW ヮヴｷﾐIｷヮﾉW ﾗa ﾏﾗﾐデ;ｪW 

in Japanese culture, as Jacobowitz claims (p. 108 note 33): in the first English translation of the 

essay, which he revised himself, Eisenstein (1930, 1929) uses ﾗﾐﾉ┞ けｴｷWヴﾗｪﾉ┞ヮｴげ and in the 

original Russian text, ＦＡＷＳ４ＮＦｅ (hieroglyph, character). In Russian ﾉｷﾐｪ┌ｷゲデｷIゲ ＦＡＷＳ４ＮＦｅ is the 

generic category that encompasses pictographic, ideographic and logographic signs; 

etymologically the term comes from two Greek words meaning けゲ;IヴWSげ ;ﾐS けI;ヴ┗ｷﾐｪげ, without 

any  reference to figurality. TｴW Wゲゲ;┞げゲ йﾐｪﾉｷゲｴ デｷデﾉe became けTｴW CｷﾐWﾏ;デｷI PヴｷﾐIｷヮﾉW ;ﾐS デｴW 

Ideogramげ ふﾐﾗデ けｷSWﾗｪヴ;ヮｴげが ;ゲ J;IﾗHﾗ┘ｷデ┣ ｴ;ゲ ｷデぶ ｷﾐ J;┞ LW┞S;げゲ ﾉ;デWヴ デヴ;ﾐゲﾉ;デｷﾗﾐ, in which both 

けｴｷWヴﾗｪﾉ┞ヮｴげ ;ﾐS けｷSWﾗｪヴ;ﾏげ are used (Eisenstein 1949).  

 

Jacobowitz explains clearly how his investigation relates to existing scholarship. Landmark 

ｷﾐデWヴ┗Wﾐデｷﾗﾐゲ ゲ┌Iｴ ;ゲ デｴﾗゲW ﾗa K;ﾏWｷ HｷSWﾗが M;WS; Aｷ ;ﾐS K;ヴ;デ;ﾐｷ Kﾝﾃｷﾐ IﾗﾏW ｷﾐ aﾗヴ ゲﾗﾏW 

criticism for overlooking the shorthand connection. Although this is indeed the first media 

history of modern Japanese literature that follows a rigorously Kittlerian methodology and 
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brings in new archival evidence, it can be argued that it comes after paradigm-changing 

historicist and discursive readings by these critics. けThere is always more than one map for a 

territoryげ, as Jonathan Sterne reminds us in his elegant explorations of the cultural worlds of 

sound reproduction (Sterne 2003, p. 3). The techno-materialism of Jacobowitz in a way 

radicalizes the materialist approach that dismantled ideas of transparent language and an 

organic, unmediated modern self: Karatani proposed as early as 1980 デｴ;デ けデｴW ゲWﾉa ;ﾐS 

interiority which the novelistic さIざ ｷゲ ゲ┌ヮヮﾗゲWS デﾗ W┝ヮヴWゲゲ SｷS ﾐﾗデ W┝ｷゲデ ; ヮヴｷﾗヴｷが H┌デ ┘WヴW 

constituted through the mediation of material form, through the establishment of genbun itchiげ 

ふK;ヴ;デ;ﾐｷ ヱΓΓンが ヮく ΑΑぶく Yﾗゲｴｷﾏｷ “ｴ┌ﾐげ┞; (a name missing from the bibliography of the book) has 

also consistently explored the nexus of technology, cultural history and imperial ideology, 

including the direct relationship between the Meiji emperﾗヴげゲ デヴ;┗Wﾉゲ ;ヴﾗ┌ﾐS J;ヮ;ﾐ ;ﾐS デｴW 

construction of the telegraph network, arguing that けthe emperor system does not exist in 

ゲﾗﾏW WゲゲWﾐデｷ;ﾉ aﾗヴﾏ ﾗ┌デゲｷSW ﾗa デｴW ﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ┘ｷSW ﾏWSｷ; ゲ┞ゲデWﾏげ ふYﾗゲｴｷﾏｷ 2000, p. 401).  

 

But this is still a groundbreaking book because of the depth of the archival research, the 

sophistication of the argument and the new trajectories of inquiry it opens up. Motoori 

Nﾗヴｷﾐ;ｪ;げゲ ﾐﾗデｷﾗﾐ of kotodama, the mythical power of oral incantation, was invoked by 

Tanakadate Aikitsu (1856に1952), polymath and inventor of the Nippon-shiki romanization 

system (p.40に41). It would be interesting to investigate how nativist phonocentrism resonated 

with imported phonetics-based ideas of national language: this asynchronicity does complicate 

the linear temporalities of modernization. It should also HW ﾐﾗデWS デｴ;デ J;IﾗHﾗ┘ｷデ┣げゲ Japanese 

actants of time-space standardization, language reform and new verbal and visual regimes 

seem to form a uniformly homosocial circuit. Gender, however, was crucial to the emperor 

system. We can perhaps デWゲデ ｷﾐ デｴW J;ヮ;ﾐWゲW IﾗﾐデW┝デ KｷデデﾉWヴげゲ IﾗﾏヮWﾉﾉｷﾐｪ ｷﾐゲｷｪｴデゲ ;Hﾗ┌デ デｴW 
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paradoxical identity of the mother who stands for both nature and alphabetization, about the 

originary, mother-bound orality of the Romantic episteme. In Meiji Japan as well the state 

made さ┘ｷゲW mothersざ デｴW ;ｪWﾐデゲ ﾗa デｴW IｴｷﾉSヴWﾐげゲ ゲﾗIｷ;ﾉｷ┣;デｷﾗﾐ ｷﾐデﾗ ﾉ;ﾐｪ┌;ｪWぎ ┘WヴW デｴW┞ 

encouraged to teach their children to read through phonetics-based methods? Did the sound 

ﾗa ┘ﾗヴSゲ ヮヴﾗﾐﾗ┌ﾐIWS H┞ デｴW ﾏﾗデｴWヴげゲ ┗ﾗｷIW デｷW ┘ｷデｴ ｷﾐfantile oral pleasure and does  (silent, 

individuated) reading in later life conjure up the hallucination of the inner voice and the inner 

self, as Kittler has argued (Wellbery 1999, p. xxiii)?  Such a history remains to be written.  

 

Some of the intellectual enjoyment the book brings also comes from its knowing self-reflexivity, 

the instances where its form and content enact its methodological principles. Playful 

anachronisms such as the title of the last chapter, け“Iヴ;デIhing Records with “ﾝゲWﾆｷげゲ C;デげが hint 

at ideas of non-linear, layered temporalities important to the field of media archaeology. The 

boﾗﾆ SﾗWゲ WﾐS ┘ｷデｴ “ﾝゲWﾆｷげゲ I;デが ┘ｷデｴﾗ┌デ an overall conclusion that would tie together all the 

strands of the argument. Such a strategy can be seen to embody, as it were, KｷデデﾉWヴげゲ Iﾉ;ｷﾏ 

(1999, p. 18) about the media age proceeding in fitful jerks; the jump cut and the unfinished 

fragment are appropriate to the episteme of modernism. On the other hand, there are 

amusing transitions between sections ┘ｴWヴW デｴW ┘ヴｷデWヴ ﾏ;ゲケ┌Wヴ;SWゲ ;ゲ ゲデﾗヴ┞デWﾉﾉWヴぎ け┘W ﾏ┌ゲデ 

aｷヴゲデ デ┌ヴﾐ デﾗくくくげ ふヮく  ヱΒヵぶが  けI ﾏ┌ゲデ デ┌ヴﾐ ﾐﾗ┘くくくげ ふp. 208) that echo phrases such as けsore wa sate 

okiげ (けwe will leave that for laterげ), hallmarks of the Edo narrator. There are even bigger self-

conscious gestures: although the aim of his project is to move away from authorial agency and 

intentionality and focus on the materialities of communication, immediately before discussing 

how in I Am a Cat technologies of writing are at times represented as agents of historical 

changeが J;IﾗHﾗ┘ｷデ┣ ;ゲゲWヴデゲ デｴ;デ けくくく“ﾝゲWﾆｷ WaaWIデｷ┗Wﾉ┞ SWIﾗﾐゲデヴ┌IデWS デｴW aｷWﾉS ﾗa modern 
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J;ヮ;ﾐWゲW ﾉｷデWヴ;デ┌ヴWくくくげ ふヮく ヲヵヱぶく The author, then, has not been denied but perhaps only 

bracketed; pushed towards the margins, but still haunting our writing.   

 

Irena Hayter 

University of Leeds  
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