Kofun Period: Research Trends 2008!

Migishima Kazuo?

Introduction

The Fiscal Year (FY) under consideration exhibited extraordinary activity. Among
remarkable trends was the systematic synthesis of research dealing with regions, or
with sites, features, or artifacts. Monographs compiled by researchers, based on
many years of participation in regional investigations of sites, are one manifestation
of this. Exhibits, symposia, and research meetings summarizing the Kofun period of
a region, and examining its characteristic features, were also held in every quarter.
As the wave of large-scale development that swept through the archipelago comes
to an end, and the investigation of sites returns to a normal pace, this may be seen
as a process of pulling out research materials, piled so high they nearly collapse of
their own weight, for the purpose of reexamination and synthesis. At the same time,
each individual research theme is becoming increasingly subdivided and
microscopic, rendering difficult the task of confirmation by scholars not directly
involved. While the building of global images at a higher level is indispensable, the
tasks of seeking integration with the whole and consistency with other areas are
also called for. Additionally, the trend to assess various aspects of the Kofun period
while bringing the East Asian world, and especially the Korean peninsula, into
scope has taken hold, and active interchanges in research with South Korean
scholars in particular, taking up concrete topics for examination, have drawn
attention. In making this examination, the author notes critically his failure to
examine fully the overwhelming volume and detail of the relevant literature.
Although a great amount of noteworthy research apart from what is touched on here
is thought to exist, the reader’s indulgence is implored while the task of

U [Trends in Japanese Archaeological Research, 2008, is a partial translation of “Nihon kokogaku
kenkyt no doko” HAZE 5 WSEDENE, in Nihon kokogaku nenpé 61 (2008 nendoban) H AR 5 424
61(2008 FEZhK) [Archaeologia Japonica 61 (2008 Fiscal Year Issue)] (Nihon Kokogaku Kyokai, 2010),
pp. 1-67. This essay appears on pp. 42-49, under the Japanese title “Kofun jidai kenkyt no doko” #i1&
R g2 D B[ . It was translated by Walter Edwards, and published by the Japanese Archaeological
Association (Nihon Kokogaku Kyokai H & % i % {4 22 ) online in 2011. To streamline the text,
characters for Japanese names and terms, and bibliographic information for citations have been
placed in footnotes. When an English translation of the name of an organization or publication (or
symposium, etc.) is supplied by the party responsible, this is used with minimum changes in
capitalization etc. to conform to the style followed by Trends in Japanese Archaeological Research.
Romanized names of individuals are given with the surname followed by the personal name.]
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compensating for this deficiency is left to other reviews of research trends.? Also,
the chronological boundary between the Middle and Late periods, about which
opinions differ, is provisionally taken to be the end of the fifth or the start of the
sixth centuries, which currently holds the greatest amount of support.

1. General treatments

Monographs that are compilations of research will be introduced first. [to0 Masafumi
has pulled together trends of the Kofun period for the Hokuriku region,* taking into
scope its relations with the Yamato® monarchy concerning the production and
supply of beads and stone articles, and its role as a base for polices dealing with the
Emishi.® Treating the tombs and temples of ancient Omi’ as his main subject,
Tanaka Katsuhiro follows historical developments from the Kofun to the Asuka and
Nara periods.® Ban Yasushi pieces together a regional picture of Yamato through
diligent examination of a large number of sites, and integrating this further with
analysis of the haniwa® culture of the Kinki region, draws close to a lifelike image of
the Yamato monarchy.!? Also, based on the results of investigations in the Kazusa'!
region, Ozawa Hiroshi delineates the Kofun period of the Boso peninsula.'? Matsuo
Masahiko, continuing from his previous study,'? reconstructs an image of the
eastern provinces in the Kofun period through concrete artifacts such as bronze
arrowheads, equestrian gear, and ceramics.'*

As items related to debate over the ancient state, Nojima Hisashi’s Shoki kokka
keisei katei no tekki bunka (Iron Culture in the Formative Process of the Early
State) makes concrete examinations of iron articles and production from the Yayoi
to the Kofun periods, and discusses from their development the formation of the

3 [Translator’s note: The reference here is to other sections of Nihon kékogaku nenpo, which include
summaries by prefecture and for foreign regions.]

4 Ito Masafumi M X, Kofun jidai no oken to chiiki shakai & B D EHEL Mg 44 (Monarchy and
Regional Society of the Kofun Period) (Gakuseisha, 2008).
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7391 (Shiga prefecture)

8 Tanaka Katsuhiro M54, Kofun to jiin: Biwako o meguru kodai oken t51E& Fl¢: BEMZHIEEHN
F # (Mounded Tombs and Temples: The Ancient Monarchy around Lake Biwa) (Hikone, Shiga
prefecture: Sanraizu Shuppan, 2008).

9 bt

19 Ban Yasushi 3%, Kofun jidai no isekigaku: Yamato 6ken no shihai k6z6 to haniwa bunka iR D
IR Y~ N EMED K RS & R 0L (The Study of Sites of the Kofun Period: The Structure of Rule of
the Yamato Monarchy and Haniwa Culture) (Ytzankaku, 2009).

11 E#& (Chiba prefecture)

12 Ozawa Hiroshi /NREE, Boso kofun bunka no kenkyu FEA& i E AL DAFSE (Research on Kofun Culture
of Boso) (Rokuichi Shobo, 2008).

13 Matsuo Masahiko ¥R E 2, Kofun jidai Togoku seiji shiron & R B E BE £ 5 (Treatise on the
Political History of the Eastern Provinces in the Kofun Period) (Yuzankaku, 2002).

14 Matsuo Masahiko, Kodai Togoku chiiki shiron ti {RH[EHIg 5 # (Treatise on the Regional History of
the Eastern Provinces in the Ancient Period) (Yuzankaku, 2008).
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early state in the Kofun period.'® Kawanishi Hiroyuki’'s Wa no hikaku kokogaku
(The Comparative Archaeology of Wa) argues the limitations of the fundamental
perspective of regional research for the Kofun period, and through case studies
including “Yamato,” “Azuma,” and “Tsukushi,” '® offers an examination of the basic
structure of society, through comparative and regional discourses, which breaks
free from the traditional framework of the nation-state.!” Over the major portion of
an article,'® Hirose Kazuo gives a detailed explanation of the theoretical background
to his thesis of the “keyhole tomb state.” ' Terasawa Kaoru reaffirms the utility of
the notion of the “agricultural community” in positing developmental stages, and
raises a problem with the sterility of debate in Kofun period research.?° Habuta
Yoshiyuki and others pull together regional research as it develops in various
quarters; the subtle differences that emerge between the contributors, and among
the images drawn of the Kofun period according to region, are likely to become the
focus of further debate.?! Also, the journal Kikan kokogaku (Archaeology Quarterly)
had a special issue on the Kofun period in which contributors sort out the current
states and problems regarding fourteen separate topics, and develop a multi-
perspective approach beginning with recognition of the need for vantage points
differing from the traditional tendency to overemphasize the Kinai?? region.?

The journal Higashi Ajia no kodai bunka (Ancient Culture of East Asia)?* saw its
final issue after reaching No. 137 since its launch in 1974. It bore its part in the task
of realizing the current situation, in which the archipelago’s ancient period is

15 Nojima Hisashi B &7k, Shoki kokka keisei katei no tekki bunka #]¥][E ¥ B #EFE D 8 25 X {b (Iron
Culture in the Formative Process of the Early State) (Ytzankaku, 2009).

16 [Translator’s note: Characters for Yamato were given above in note 5; those for Azuma, a general
term for the regions east of the capital in the ancient period, and Tsukushi, similarly for Kyushu, are &
and i %8, respectively. But the use of quotes in the translation reflects a similar orthographic
distancing from these conventional meanings in the original (through the use of quotes, plus writing all
three terms in the katakana syllabary rather than Chinese characters).]

17 Kawanishi Hiroyuki JI|P§%25%, Wa no hikaku kokogaku {ED % &% (The Comparative Archaeology
of Wa) (Douseisha, 2008).

18 Hirose Kazuo JA #fi il &, “Kofun jidaizo saikochiku no tame no kosatsu: Zenpokoenfun jidai wa
ritsuryd kokka no zenshi ka” HIEREARGEMEDZODEZE: gl HHMERMIIESEROBIR» (A
Consideration of Reconstructing Our Image of the Kofun Period: Does the Period of Keyhole Tombs
Predate the Ritsuryo State?), Kokuritsu Rekishi Minzoku Hakubutsukan kenkyu hokoku [E 37 J& 58 B A3 #
YIfEMZE 45 (Bulletin of the National Museum of Japanese History), no. 150 (2009): 33-147.

19 This thesis was presented earlier in Hirose Kazuo, Zenpdokéenfun kokka i /5 % M [E &K (Keyhole
Tomb State) (Kadokawa Shoten, 2003).

20 Terasawa Kaoru iR #, “‘Nogyo kyodotairon’ oboegaki” T 2%t [F{AZ# | & (A Memorandum on
the “Agricultural Community Thesis”), in Kashihara Kokogaku Kenkyujo ronshi ¥R 5 Z i 22 A im 8
(Collected Essays, Archaeological Institute of Kashihara, Nara Prefecture), vol. 15 (Yagi Shoten, 2008),
733-69; Terasawa Kaoru, “Nogy6 kyodotairon to Nihon kodaishi kenkya” £ 3 [l & & H A< 18 52 i
%% (The Agricultural Community Thesis and Research on Ancient Japanese History), Kodaigaku
kenkyu vt {152 (Research in Ancient Studies), no. 180 (2008): 433-46.

21 Habuta Yoshiyuki ©4:H#li.2, ed., Kofun jidai no jitsuzé fiiERR DI (The True Image of the Kofun
Period) (Yoshikawa Kobunkan, 2008).

22 gy

23 “Kofun jidai to wa nani ka” KR & I& A (What is the Kofun Period?), special issue of Kikan
kokogaku ZH]# # %% (Archaeology Quarterly), no. 106 (2009).

24 Higashi Ajia no kodai bunka 77 D30k (Ancient Culture of East Asia)
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examined while placing it in the context of historical development of the East Asian
world. Meanwhile, Kodaigaku kenkyu,?® a continual leader in providing significant
impact and stimulus to postwar research on the Kofun period, reached issue No.
180, it which it furthermore compiled a special collection of articles commem-
orating the 80™ birthday of its driving force, Mori K6ichi.?® There were 37 worthy
contributions related to the Kofun period. Also, commemorative anthologies
compiled by various universities, research institutes, and academic societies
appeared in great numbers, and the publication of many research papers on the
Kofun period therein is noteworthy. These volumes include Wareware no kokogaku
(Our Archaeology),?” Kyushu to Higashi Ajia no kokogaku (Archaeologies of
Kyushu and East Asia),?® Kashihara Kokogaku Kenkytjo ronshi, vol. 15,%° Seisan no
kokogaku (The Archaeology of Production), vol. 2,°° and Hanazono Daigaku
kokogaku kenkyu ronsé (Collected Essays, Hanazono University Research in
Archaeology), vol. 2.3!

2. Tombs

Start of the Kofun period; Farly Kofun

There were active developments for this period, including investigations and the
publication of site reports. To begin with, there were site reports on the
Hokenoyama and Shimoikeyama tombs in Nara prefecture, from the Archaeological
Institute of Kashihara.?? Based on detailed and delicate investigation, and analysis
of the artifacts and features, it was concluded that Hokenoyama is a kofun.*® These

25 See note 20 for bibliographic information.

27 Wada Seigo Sensei Kanreki Kinen Ronsht Kankokai F1H HE & J¢ 4 & B sl & i 172 (Committee for
Publication of a Commemorative Anthology for Professor Wada Seigo’s Sixtieth Birthday), ed.,
Wareware no kokogaku &4 D% ¥ (Our Archaeology) (Kyoto, 2008).

% Kyushu to Higashi Ajia no kokogaku: Kyushu Daigaku Kokogaku Kenkyushitsu 50 Shunen Kinen
Ronbunsha UMY T V7 DFH%: WM KFES B FEWI5EE 50 FER&ME (Archaeologies of Kyushu
and East Asia: For the 50th Anniversary of the Archaeological Division, Kyushu University) (Kytsha
Daigaku, 2008).

2 See note 20 for bibliographic information.

30 Kurata Yoshird Sensei Tsuitdo Ronbunsht Hensha linkai & H 5 BB A B M im X EREZ B 2
(Committee for an Anthology in Memory of Professor Kurata Yoshiro), ed., Seisan no kékogaku *£FED
# 1% (The Archaeology of Production), vol. 2 (Douseisha, 2008).

31 Hanazono Daigaku Kokogaku Kenkytshitsu 30 Shiinen Kinen Ronshti Kankékai f&[E k5% & 55
% 30 AERSMEN TS (Committee for the Publication of an Anthology Commemorating the 30th
Anniversary of the Archaeological Research Program, Hanazono University), ed., Hanazono Daigaku
kokogaku kenkyt ronso {6 K%t Fi5iimE% (Collected Essays, Hanazono University Research in
Archaeology), vol. 2 (Kyoto, 2009).

32 Kashihara Kokogaku Kenkyujo 18 Jil # o %% W 42 it (Archaeological Institute of Kashihara), ed.,
Hokenoyama kofun no kenkyu 7 /1115 IO W %% (Studies of the Hokenoyama tumulus) (Kashihara,
Nara prefecture, 2008); Kashihara Kokogaku Kenkyujo, ed., Shimoikeyama kofun no kenkya Nl
EDOWISE (Studies of the Shimoikeyama tumulus) (Kashihara, Nara prefecture, 2008).

33 [Translator’s note: The question is whether Hokenoyama should be regarded as another example of
the various types of mound burials known for the Yayoi period, or as one of the more highly
standardized mounded tombs, for which the term kofun is reserved, of the succeeding period which
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will serve as important reference materials in the future. Of the series of investiga-
tions conducted by the Kashihara institute to clarify the Oyamato®* tomb group, the
remaining report on the Kurozuka?® tomb is awaited. The Sakurai Municipal Board
of Education’s report on excavations at the Makimuku®® site is also important for
grasping trends among the lower echelons of the initial Yamato monarchy.?” When
results are added from the series of investigations recently conducted on Makimuku
style keyhole tombs, it may be possible to advance closer to the core of the
formative process of the Kofun period. Also, the Chikatsu Asuka Museum held an
exhibit bringing together materials from principal Yayoi mound burials and kofun of
the time of their emergence, and Hokenoyama was evaluated as the former, i. e. a
mound burial.*® Basic research centering on a resurvey of the Mesuriyama tomb is
also highly significant.** Meanwhile, the Archaeological Institute of Kashihara
carried out a reinvestigation of the Sakurai Chausuyama?®’ tomb, clarifying the
presence of a ditch surrounding the rectangular platform on which the main burial
facility is located, plus two subsidiary burial facilities. Debate over the structure of
the initial Yamato monarchy will likely see active development again, in which the
Iware*! district is included. Publication of the report on a meticulous investigation of
the Myodkensan No. 1 tomb of Ehime prefecture, one of the kofun from the time of
their appearance in the Shikoku region, also draws attention.*?

A symposium was held at the regular meeting of the Tohoku/Kantd Keyhole
Tomb Research Society, which extended examination to major tombs based on
analysis of small and medium-sized kofun*®> A site report was produced for the

takes its name from this type of burial facility.]

34 A A< (Nara prefecture)

35 %f%_‘é

36 417 (Nara prefecture)

37 Sakurai-shi Kyoiku linkai #%}: i (& £ B 4 (Sakurai Municipal Board of Education), ed., Mekuri
chiku ni okeru Kofun jidai zenki funbogun no chésa A7 VHiKIZH I35 HEARMMPEEROMNAE
(Investigation of an Early Kofun Period Mounded Grave Group in the Mekuri District) (Sakurai-shi,
2009).

3 Chikatsu Asuka Hakubutsukan & DR TEYIAE (Chikatsu Asuka Museum), ed., Himiko shisu 6i ni ché
o tsukuru: Zenpokéenfun no seiritsu SYRTIET KMZFK %2 DL S §i HHE MO (Himiko Passed
Away, a Great Mound Was Raised: The Emergence of Keyhole-shaped Tombs) (catalog of special
exhibit, 25 April - 28 June 2009).

39 Osaka Shiritsu Daigaku Nihonshi Kenkyushitsu kB i 37 K% H AR st i 22 % (Osaka City University,
Department of Japanese History), ed., Mesuriyama kofun no kenkyta A AV (LI D %2 (Mesuriyama
Kohun: Surveying Investigation of a 4th Century Burial Mound in Sakurai City, Nara Prefecture, Japan)
(Osaka Shiritsu Daigaku, 2008).

20 BRI (Nara prefecture)

41 #24 [Translator’s note: Both Mesuriyama and Sakurai Chausuyama lie close to the Iware district,
political center of the Yamato state in the fifth and sixth centuries.]

42 Ehime Daigaku Kokogaku Kenkyushitsu Z#% k%% 5 292 % (Ehime University, Archaeological
Research Program), ed., Myokensan 1 gofun ¥ R (I 1 51 (The Myoukensan tumulus) (Imabari-shi
Kydiku Iinkai, 2008).

43 Zenki kofun no shodankai to égata kofun no shutsugen Ri¥i i O #H B ML KM H OB (The
Stages of Early Tombs and the Emergence of Large-scale Tombs), abstracts and materials from the Dai
14-kai Tohoku/Kanto Zenpokoenfun Kenkyukai Taikai £5 14 [a] 5t - BISAT 5 8 A 52 2 K4 (14th
Meeting, Tohoku/Kantd Keyhole Tomb Research Society), held at Saitama Kenritsu Rekishi to
Minzoku no Hakubutsukan 3 £ 37 s & RGO YA (Saitama Prefectural Museum of History and
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keyhole-shaped Tamayama mound in Iwaki, Fukushima prefecture, and from the
recovered ceramics it is assessed as belonging to the latter half of the fourth
century.** Among investigations of eastern Japan, the Tsujibata®® square keyhole
mound in Numazu*® drew particular attention. With an overall length of 62 m, and
the height of the rear portion at 4.5 m, it is complete with a distinct encircling ditch.
The recovered pottery was mainly comprised of Hasama*” II style items, making it
contemporary with tombs from the time of their emergence in eastern Japan. At
present the investigation is still underway, focusing on the main burial facility.
Additionally, a special issue of the journal Tsukushi, featuring research on early
tombs of eastern Kanto through field studies of the mounds, illustrates anew the
importance of field surveys, a return to the basics of archaelogy.®

Middle Kofun

To begin with, there was a report from the project headed by Shiraishi Taichird to
study large-sized mounded tomb clusters in the Kinki region.* Based on
voluminous research results for the Furuichi, Mozu, Tamateyama, and Shinagadani®°
tomb groups, examinations were carried out to the extent currently possible. In step
with this, the Chikatsu Asuka Museum held an exhibit on certain of these tomb
clusters.’® At the Gobyoyama®? tomb in Sakai,®® the Sakai Municipal Board of
Education investigated the base of the mound in an area outside the precinct of
Imperial Household Agency (IHA) custody, while the IHA simultaneously
investigated the mound, clarifying the scale and structure of the tomb. The Board of
Education held a public exhibit of its site, in which the IHA’s portion could also be
inspected, lending hope this arrangement will not simply end as a unique
occurrence. Also, prospection with Ground Penetrating Radar was conducted to

Folklore), 14-15 February 2009, (Sakura, Chiba prefecture, 2009).

44 Twaki-shi Kyoiku Bunka Jigyodan WhH E Hi#E XL FH M (Iwaki Municipal Education and Culture
Agency), ed., Ken shitei shiseki Tamayama kofun: Téhoku nanbu ni okeru zenpdokéenfun no chésa W45
EHEFE I AL RICB IR R HEOMA (Prefectural Historic Site, Tamayama Tomb:
Investigation of a Keyhole Tomb in Southern Tohoku) (Iwaki-shi Kyoiku Iinkai, 2009).

45 A

46 JH1 (Shizuoka prefecture)

47 08 [Translator’s note: Hasama is a type of Haji 1:fifi ware found in the Tokai 3R region, generally
regarded as dating from the start of the Kofun period.]

48 “Tenkei o tsunagu: Kofun tosagaku ni yoru J6s6 koshiki kofun no rikai” g% 2a<: HERBEFAICLDS
HeE X O Mf# (Linking the details: Research on Early Style Tombs of the J6s6 [Eastern Kanto]
Region through Field Studies of Mounds), special issue of Tsukushi %%, no. 10 (2008).

49 Shiraishi Taichird FHAiA— BB (principal investigator) et al., Kinki chihé ni okeru dgata kofungun no
kisoteki kenkyu #3512 B1F 5 KB B O MRS (Basic Study of Large-sized Mounded Tomb
Cluster in Kinki Area), MEXT Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research report (project number 17202020)
(Nara Daigaku, 2008).

0T, HE S, EFIL, and BEA (all in Osaka prefecture)

51 “Mozu, Furuichi daikofungun ten: Kyodai kofun no jidai” & & & - i mi K& EHE: B R EO RN
(Mozu and Furuichi Great Mounded Tomb Groups Exhibit: The Age of Colossal Tombs) (Chikatsu
Asuka Hakubutsukan, 17 January - 15 March 2009).

52 filET 111 (Osaka prefecture; under care of the Imperial Household Agency as possibly a grave related
to the imperial line.]

5 (Osaka prefecture)
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ascertain the location and scale of the main burial facility at the Tsudo Shiroyama®*
tomb, and the hoped for data were obtained.”® Additionally, conservation and
analysis of wooden implements recovered from the moat of the Suyama®® tomb has
proceeded, and the possibility has emerged of a funerary boat being used in
mortuary ritual.®”

Detailed examination and analysis was made of the Osu Futagoyama tomb in
Nagoya, destroyed without being excavated, based on aerial photographs and
recovered artifacts as clues.”® Takahashi Katsuhisa examines the Shidami Otsuka®
tomb, also in Nagoya, along with trends in the surrounding area, and scallop shell-
shaped mounds of the same period, assessing these as not simply the product of a
system of regulation, but as a facet created during an era of new development.5°
Among excavations, there was the Ikeda® tomb in Hyogo prefecture. It was an
investigation of the encircling ditch, in which the structure of the outer rampart
became clear, as did the existence of earthen bridges from it to the rectangular
portion of the mound near the latter’s juncture with the round portion, along with
plentiful haniwa materials beginning with waterfowl-shaped items. Building on its
topographic survey of the mound of the Tsukuriyama® tomb, from the current FY
the Department of Archaeology, Okayama University, has begun basic research
aimed at ascertaining the dimensions of the mound, the structure of the moat, the
nature of the haniwa, and so forth. Basic investigation has begun of the Goshoyama
tomb, belonging to the largest class for the northern and middle Kyushu regions,
starting with a survey of the mound. It possesses a horizontal stone chamber from
the initial phase of this feature, accompanied by haniwa.®®

The site report on the Jikoji tomb, a large-scale round mound in Harima® for

54 il (Osaka prefecture; a portion of the mound is under IHA care as possibly a grave related to
the imperial line)

% Ryobo Chosashitsu BEZ A % (Mausolea and Tombs Research Section), “Fujiidera rydobo sankochi
ni okeru chicht tansa hokoku” B FEESZ MBI 2R EEH % (Report on the Investigation of
Resistivity Survey in the Undecided Imperial Mausolea and Tombs of Fujiidera), Shoryobu kiyo ZBEH

#l# (Bulletin, Archives and Mausolea Department, Imperial Household), no. 60 (2008): 1-8.

5 B4l (Nara prefecture)

57 Kawakami Kunihiko ji] E#Z, “Suyama kofun shutsudo no funagata mokuseihin no fukugen to igi”
FdEEE L oMmE AR O/ G % (Reconstruction and Significance of the Wooden Boat Effigy
from the Suyama Tomb), in Kashihara Kokogaku Kenkytjo ronshg, vol. 15. 261-80.

% “Osu Futagoyama kofun to Higashi Ajia” KB FI#EEHET Y7 (Osu Futagoyama Tomb and East
Asia) (symposium held by the Nanzan Daigaku Jinruigaku Hakubutsukan Opun Risachi Senta /[l k%
NEZEY A — 7)Y —F > X — [The Anthropological Museum of Nanzan University Open
Research Center], 21 June 2008).

59 EERIR KR

60 Takahashi Katsuhisa &5, “5 seiki kohan no Wa oken to hotategaishiki kofun” 5ft#t# D& T
HeL W32 H3\ 5 1# (The Wa Monarchy of the Latter Half of the Fifth Century and Scallop Shell-shaped
Mounds), in Hanazono Daigaku kokogaku kenkyt ronso, vol. 2. 74-85.

61 1

62 3& 111 (Okayama prefecture)

%3 Kanda-machi Kyoiku linkai [T #(& Z 2 4 (Kanda Town Board of Education), Kuni shitei shiseki
Goshoyama kofun: Fukuoka-ken Miyako-gun Kanda-machi Gosho zenpokéenfun no chésa |E g 7€ 51 i
FEVFTT 1Ly A e R SRR K P T K 5 SR AR AR AT A B2 PO A A (National Historic Site Goshoyama Tomb:
Investigation of a Keyhole Tomb in Kanda, Miyako, Fukuoka Prefecture) (Kanda-machi, 2008).

64 PR (Hyogo prefecture)
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which the mound, nagamochigata® sarcophagus, and haniwa rows survive in good
condition, will become a basic reference in the future.® Reports also appeared for
two tombs neighboring the largest keyhole mound in the To6tomi®” region, the
Doyama®® tomb, and which are of great importance for understanding developments
in that area: the Doyama No. 3 tomb, a square mound measuring 24 m to a side, and
the Hachiman Jinja Minami tomb, of the same shape at 14.2 m to a side.®® Results
have been examined in detail of the investigation of the Ide Funayama tomb in
Gunma prefecture, the earliest member of the Hodota tomb group, rendering more
concrete our grasp of trends in the eastern provinces for the latter half of the fifth
century.”” One noteworthy aspect is the recognition of pronounced elements
deriving from the Korean peninsula for various types of grave goods. Also, for the
Omurodani tomb group of Nagano prefecture, there was a report on a piled-stone
tomb with a steeply corbeled stone chamber.” Examinations are made of the nature
of the Haji and Sue” ware ceramics recovered from the mound, and of the
derivation of the corbeled stone chamber.

Late Kofun, Final Kofun

This was one of the areas of active development in the year under examination. For
the Late Kofun period, at its regular meeting the Kyushu Keyhole Tomb Research
Society examined the forms of burial facilities, various types of grave goods, haniwa,
and the trends of various regions, in pursuit of an understanding of the current state
of research and tasks for the future.” A research project led by Kumamoto
University, focusing on developments in local burial practices along the coast of the

% EKf (shaped like a long steamer chest)

66 Takasago-shi Kyoiku linkai miPii#E Z B4 (Takasago Municipal Board of Education), Jik6ji kofun:
Hakkutsu chosa hokokusho HEYGSF 1E: A E 5 & (Jikoji Tomb: Excavation Report) (Takasago-shi,
2009).

67 3#JL (Shizuoka prefecture)

68 4% ([

8 Iwata-shi Maiz6 Bunkazai Sentad #%H 7 # & > 1kt it £ > 4% — (Iwata Municipal Buried Cultural
Properties Center), ed., Déyama 3 gofun hakkutsu chésa hokokusho % [l 3 5 B F& 85 i & W 5 &
(Doyama No. 3 Tomb Excavation Report) (Iwata-shi Kyoiku linkai, 2009); Iwata-shi Maizo6 Bunkazai
Senta, ed., Hachiman Jinja Minami kofun hakkutsu chosa hokokusho: Shingai tochi kukaku seiri jigyo
ni tomonau chosa /\IE I LT o B A B 5 2 I 2 L X 8 P 5 25125 & (Hachiman Jinja
Minami Tomb Excavation Report: Investigation in Conjunction with the Shingai Land Reallotment
Project) (Iwata-shi Kyoiku Iinkai, 2009).

0 Takasaki-shi Kyoiku linkai /&l i85 Z B4 (Takasaki-shi Kyoiku linkai), Shiseki Hodota kofungun
Ide Futagoyama kofun: Shiseki seibi jigyé hokokusho S BFIE M o BEREHE A = - 1Ly B8 b 8 g = 2
#£ & (Historic Site Ide Futagoyama Tomb, Hodota Tomb Group: Historic Site Preparation Project
Report) (Takasaki-shi, 2009).

1 Kobayashi Saburd /M =EE et al., eds., Omurodani shigun, Mujinagéro tan’i shigun dai 168 gofun no
chosa KENLRE- LY T —0 ¥ L RERE 168 SHEOFE (Investigation of tomb No. 168, Mujigoro unit
sub-group of Omurodani sub-group), vol. 3 of Shinano Omuro tsumi ishizuka kofungun no kenkyt {Z 2
KEFREATGEBED % (Research on the Omuro Piled-stone Tomb Group of Shinano) (Rokuichi
Shobo, 2008).

72 +fifi and ZEHE

73 “Koki kofun no saikentd” % M i3 D H# il (Reexamination of Late Period Tombs), Dai 11-kai
Kytshu Zenpokoenfun Kenkytkai Taikai £ 11 [\ SN §T 5 MIEAF %R 2 K2 (11th Meeting, Kyushu
Keyhole Tomb Research Society) (Saga Daigaku, 31 May - 1 June 2008).
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Yatsushiro Sea, has drawn attention.”™ It examines the characteristics of this region
based on a reassessment of artifacts recovered from older investigations of tomb
clusters. As similar materials are to be found throughout the country, this will likely
serve as an example for subsequent research developments. A study published on
the Menguro tomb, in Shimane prefecture, is also a reexamination based on the
reassessment of grave goods, dug up in 1949 from a horizontal stone chamber.”

An excavation report on the Takahashi Yamagishiyama tombs, three round
mounds with horizontal chambers in FEhime prefecture, drew attention by
concretely showing the funerary and burial processes, based on data from diligent
investigation.”® The Archaeological Research Program of Fukuoka University
clarifies the nature of the Choja no kuma tomb, a round mound with a horizontal
chamber as is common in the latter half of the sixth century, through exhaustive
analysis of the various elements comprising it.”” The report by Ritsumeikan
University and the Himeji Municipal Board of Education on the investigation of the
Mino tomb group in Hyogo prefecture makes a similarly meticulous examination.”
In the investigation of a cluster tomb in Gojo”™ by the Archaeological Institute of
Kashihara, mounds with directly interred wooden coffins were still being made at
the stage of TK-43,%° and the background to their construction draws interest.®!

Among excavations, a basic investigation of the Azuma® tomb in Tochigi
prefecture was undertaken, and the dimensions of the mound and encircling ditch
were determined.®® Additionally, a horizontal stone chamber in the front face of the
rectangular portion of the mound was confirmed to agree with a description in the

7 Sugii Takeshi #ZH:## (principal investigator), Yatsushirokai engan chiiki ni okeru Kofun jidai zaichi
bosei no hattatsu katei ni kansuru kisoteki kenkyu J\XHER FEHUSIZE 1) 2 B R ERIZE R O FE iz 1z
B9 5 &M AF 52 (Basic Research on the Development Process of the Burial Methods of the Kofun
Period in the Coast of the Yatsushiro Sea Located on the Western Kyushu Island, Japan), MEXT Grant-
in-Aid for Scientific Research report (project number 18520587) (Kumamoto Daigaku, 2009).

s Shimane-ken Kodai Bunka Senta R IR fi{xfbt> & — (Center for Studies of the Ancient Culture,
Shimane Prefecture) and Shimane-ken Maizo Bunkazai Chosa Senta & AR & XL E Y &4 —
(Center for Archaeological Research, Shimane Prefecture), Menguro kofun no kenkyu A< A O
7% (Research on the Menguro Tomb) (Matsue, Shimane prefecture, 2009).

6 Imabari-shi Kyoiku linkai 4 ¥ 1 & & Z A4 (Imabari Municipal Board of Education), Takahashi
Yamagishiyama kofun #&if& L 1L E (Takahashi Yamagishiyama Tombs) (Imabari-shi, 2009).

"7 Fukuoka Daigaku Kokogaku Kenkyushitsu & [ k% % i # W 58 2 (Fukuoka University, Archaeolo-
gical Research Program), Chdja no kuma kofun; Wakasugi Imasato yoseki £ ORI, #5245 B2
(Choja no kuma Tomb; Wakasugi Imasato Kiln Site) (Fukuoka Daigaku, 2009).

™ Himeji-shi Kyoiku linkai #i#&di#8E Z B4 (Himeji Municipal Board of Education), Himeji-shi Mino
kofungun hakkutsu chésa hokoku i i T 5L W5 5 S A s i 3 & ) & (Excavation Report, Mino Tomb
Group, Himeji) (Himeji-shi, 2009).

™ Fiffk (Nara prefecture)

80 [Translator’s note: A type of Sue ware regarded as dating from the latter decades of the sixth
century.]

81 Kashihara Kokogaku Kenkytjo, ed., Kama no kubo Otani Higashihara kofun 4% KA R diiE (Kama
no kubo Otani Higashihara Tomb) (Kashihara, Nara prefecture, 2009).

82 g%

83 Tochigi Maizo Bunkazai Senta #7 A K #jg UL f 2> % — (Tochigi Archaeological Research Center),
ed., Azuma kofun: Kuni shitei shiseki &Z i #: EHELP (Azuma Tomb: National Historic Site), vol.
325 of Tochigi-ken maizé bunkazai chosa hokoku fi ARIRE S FHE R E (Tochigi Prefecture Buried
Cultural Properties Investigation Reports) (Tochigi-ken Kyo6iku Iinkai, 2009).
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historical record. Also, investigation by the Asuka®* Village Board of Education of
the Mayumi Kanshizuka®® tomb’s stone chamber, known for its colossal scale and
irregular structure, is drawing attention. The possibility that the Ono Iwaya® tomb of
Kumamoto prefecture is a keyhole mound approximately 120 m in overall length
has emerged from an investigation by the Higawa®” Town Board of Education.

For the Final Kofun period, noteworthy investigations and reports came one after
another. The survey by the IHA of the mound and a portion of the stone chamber of
the tomb designated as Prince Shotoku’s mausoleum is of great importance.®® While
there had been various interpretations about the shape of the mound, with the
making of a 25 cm contour map, a round mound of approximately 50 m diameter
has been defined. Also, from the investigation of the area around the chamber
entrance, a portion of the structure is understood as closely resembling the
Iwayayama®’ tomb. A quality survey drawing was also made of the tomb treated as
the mausoleum of Prince Kume.?® In past years the IHA made a detailed scale
drawing of the Ogonzuka®' tomb’s chamber, which is carefully constructed with
stone laid in brick-like fashion; the Nara Municipal Board of Education has now
conducted an investigation of the area around the tomb, and the presence of a
neatly fashioned stone paving that skirts the mound plus a large-scale outer rampart
has come to light. A voluminous report on the Kané and Hiraishi tomb groups has
come from the Osaka Prefectural Board of Education.?? Meanwhile, for the Noji
Kubo? tomb in Fukushima prefecture, known to have a compartment-like stone
chamber with a side entrance, the Municipal Board of Education of Shirakawa® has
conducted an investigation of the mound revealing it to be the first example known
for the Tohoku region of a tomb with a dome-shaped knoll on a square base. Tombs
of the Final Kofun period that have become clear for the Kanto region were taken
up at the regular meeting of the Archaeological Society of Nippon.?® Investigations

8 IHH % (Nara prefecture)

8 BT IR

8 KEPH

87K

8 Ryobo Chosashitsu, “Shotoku Taishi Shinaga no haka no funkyt/kekkaiseki oyobi mitamayanai
chosa hokoku” BIfi k7 MEZOEE -HRABIUOHERNFHEMRE (Report on the Investigation of
Burial Mound, Kekkaiseki and Passage Grave in the Shinaga Tomb of the Crown Prince Shoutoku),
Shoryobu kiyo, no. 60 (2008): 9-28.

8 A1l (Nara prefecture)

% Ryobo Chosashitsu, “Kume no Miko Hanyld Oka no Ue no haka no funkyu gaikei chosa hokoku”
HE AR EEDOE EAEHAER S (Report on the Investigation of Burial Mound in the Tomb of the
Prince Kume), Shoryobu kiyo, no. 60 (2008): 29-36.

9 # IR (Nara prefecture) [Translator’s note: Also referred to by prefixing the local place name (i)
as Obitoke Ogonzuka, to distinguish it from tombs written in the same characters but located in other
parts of the country, such as Izumi Koganezuka IR ¥E B in Osaka prefecture. ]

92 Osaka-fu Kyoiku linkai K BX i # & & B & (Osaka Prefectural Board of Education), ed., Kano
kofungun/Hiraishi kofungun HI#A &5 BB - S A 5 3EBE (Kano Tomb Group/Hiraishi Tomb Group)
(Osaka-fu, 2009).

93 B b A {7

=RO|

% Habuta Yoshiyuki, “Kanto no shumatsuki kofun” BIS D& AKHAEE — (Tumuli from the Final Phase in
the Kantd Region), Kékogaku zasshi # i “F 5t (Journal of the Archaeological Society of Nippon) 93,
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are proceeding of Hotozan and Jaketsuzan® tombs of the So6ja® tomb group in
Gunma prefecture, and discussion of Final period tombs in the eastern provinces is
expected to become more active. From an examination of the horizontal stone
chamber, Kusano Junpei indicates the possibility that the Rytukakuji Iwaya tomb is
newer than the traditional view of its date as the first half of the seventh century.”®
Meanwhile, Takahashi Teruhiko has examined Final period tombs of the Kinai
region and their relation to the Taika edict prohibiting extravagant burials, and
looking over the process of change in burial practices from the Late to the Final
periods, suggests a variety of concrete topics for future research.?® Also, Yasumura
Shunji’s Gunshufun to shumatsuki kofun no kenkyu (Research on Tomb Clusters
and Final Period Tombs), and Imao Fumiaki's Ritsuryoki ryobo no seiritsu to tojo
(Capitals and the Establishment of Ritsuryo Imperial Tombs) are also basic works in
the research on this period.!%

Local historical perspectives

A volume of the series Kikan kokogaku bessatsu (Archaeological Quarterly
Supplement), by researchers on the Kofun period of the Tokai region, uses
discourses on period, region, and individual topics to probe the area’s special
characteristics, based on the latest excavation results and research.!® The Iida
Municipal Board of Education held a symposium in which the historical background
of the Ina valley region, which developed greatly from the middle decades of the
fifth century, was examined from a variety of angles.!°? In a special feature in the

no. 1 (2009): 32-40; Tsukahara Jirdo &5 — A8 and Eguchi Kei L[4, “Kokushi Musashi Fuchu Kumano
Jinja kofun no chosa to sono igi” [E 5 B ki R itk I D F A L £ D E # (Significance of
Research on Musashi Fucht Kumano Jinja Tumulus, a Registered Historical Site), Kokogaku zasshi 93,
no. 1 (2009): 41-55; Kimishima Toshiyuki # &F|17, “Tokahara kofun to Hanyuda kofungun” #kfEJR &
LM IERE (Tokahara Tumulus and Hanytda Tumuli Cluster in Mibu-machi, Tochigi), Kokogaku
zasshi 93, no. 1 (2009): 56-71.

9% T and kEsNl

B

9 Kusano Junpei S, “Chiba-ken Rytukakuji Iwaya kofun no sekishitsu keifu” T3 IEEAF SRS
WD A ER (Derivation of the Stone Chamber of the Ryukakuji Iwaya Tomb, Chiba Prefecture), in
Chiiki to bunka no kokogaku Hiig& /b D& 5% (The Archaeology of Region and Culture), vol. 2, ed.
Meiji Daigaku Kokogaku Kenkyushitsu G K% ¥ E & ¥ 58 %E (Meiji University, Archaeological
Research Program) (Rokuichi Shobo, 2008). 509-20.

9 Takahashi Teruhiko & #&fZ, “Ritsuryoki sosei no seiritsu katei: ‘Taika Hakusoérei’ no saikento o
chishin ni” 4 EAZER O K7 @R : TRILHEZES | D EMGE%Ed0IZ (Formation Process of the Funeral
Ceremony System in the Ritsuryo Period), Nihonshi Kenkyu HAR %% (Journal of Japanese History),
no. 559 (2009): 1-24.

100 Yasumura Shunji Z#f# 51, Gunshtifun to shiimatsuki kofun no kenkyt BESE1E & R H E O B2
(Research on Tomb Clusters and Final Period Tombs) (Osaka: Seibundo, 2008); Imao Fumiaki 4 &3
WA, Ritsuryoki ryobo no seiritsu to tojo 4y #i g 2 D % 37 & 483 (Capitals and the Establishment of
Ritsuryo Imperial Tombs) (Aoki Shoten, 2008).

101 Nakai Masayuki FFH:1ES and Suzuki Kazunao #iAK—7%, eds., Tokai no kofun fitker S50 v 5t
(Landscapes of Tokai Region Tombs), vol. 16 of Kikan kokogaku bessatsu 2= ¥l & i % - Jl it
(Archaeology Quarterly Supplement) (Ytzankaku, 2008).

192 Tnadani no kofun to kodai no shajin gundan: Daioke no shin’ei kiheital to kodai no Iida AR D&
BrifRos NEFN: KEROBERLRE HROMMHE (Tombs of the Ina Valley and Ancient Corps of
Armed Attendants: The Mounted Bodyguard Division of the Great King’s House and Ancient lida),
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journal Historia (Journal of the Osaka Historical Association), researchers in
archaeology and history approach the historical position of the Shigadani area and
its tombs from various perspectives.'® The Katano Municipal Cultural Properties
Agency held a symposium exploring trends in the Kita Kawachi region based on
Early and Middle period tombs, depicting relations between immigrant groups,
involved in horse breeding and iron production, with indigenous forces.!%*

It is necessary to be constantly wary lest regional discourse fall into a state of
isolation, and hints are provided in this regard by contributions from Fujisawa
Atsushi and Suzuki Makoto, explaining regional developments in northern Honshu
and Hokkaido, over an era paralleling the Kofun and Ancient periods, in terms of
trends in the relations (including of course those involving the Kofun period society
centered in the Kinai region) that can be discerned from changes in cultural
elements such as burial customs.!?® An extremely interesting exhibit focusing on the
same region was held at the Tohoku History Museum,!% the Historical Museum of
Hokkaido,!°” and the Niigata Prefectural Museum of History.!® A monograph of
research on the Satsuma Kaseda Okuyama tomb raises problems concerning the
southernmost boundary of the extent of kofun distribution.%®

As noted previously, there were special exhibits organized in various places
summarizing the archaeological results that have accumulated in specific historical
regions, and examining their special characteristics. Among those which came to
the author’s notice were treatments of: the ancient province of Dewa,!'!° the kofun

published from the symposium attending the Dai 6-kai Iida-shi Chiikishi Kenkya Shtkai 5 6 [a] iz FH
sk S92 5E 2 (6th Meeting, Iida City Regional History Research Group), organized by lida-shi Kyoiku
linkai i i & Z B £ (lida Municipal Board of Education), held in Iida-shi, 20-21 September 2008,
(Iida-shi, 2008).

103 “Chikatsu Asuka/Shinagadani kofungun to Sogashi” JEDTRE - R A i EAEL #F K K (Chikatsu-Asuka
and Shigadani Valley and the Soga Clan), special feature in Historia ¥ ARV7T (Journal of the Osaka
Historical Association), no. 212 (2008): 1-58.

194 Kjta Kawachi no kofun: Zen/chuki kofun o chushin ni At RO & 1E: §i - 1% d0MZ (The Tombs
of Kita Kawachi: Focusing on Tombs of the Early and Middle Periods) published from the symposium
organized by Katano-shi Bunkazai Jigyodan & i 30{b i $2F] (Katano Municipal Cultural Properties
Agency), held in Kitano-shi, 11 February 2008, (Kitano-shi, 2009).

105 Fujisawa Atsushi f#iREX, “Funbo kara mita kodai no Honsht hokubu to Hokkaidd” HEEEN5 B2
DOARMEILE L IL#EE (Graves in Northern Honshu and Hokkaido in the Ancient Period), Kokuritsu
Rekishi Minzoku Hakubutsukan kenkyt hokoku, no. 152 (2009): 441-58; Suzuki Makoto #8K15, “Zoku
Jomon bunka ni okeru busshitsu bunka ten’i no kozo” i #E X XALIZB I 2 Y B XALEB O #E
(Structures of Transferring Material Cultural Attributes on Intercultural Contacts in Epi-Jomon
Culture), Kokuritsu Rekishi Minzoku Hakubutsukan kenkyu hokoku, no. 152 (2009): 401-40.

106 “Kodai hoppo sekai ni ikita hitobito: Korya to koeki” diAIb AHEFUCE S ANTE: Rife K S (People
Who Lived in the Ancient Northern World: Exchange and Trade) (Tohoku Rekishi Hakubutsukan At
J&E S fE#IAE [Tohoku History Museum], 28 June - 24 August 2008).

197 Hokkaid6 Kaitaku Kinenkan Jbiffi&E B #hFd&8F (Historical Museum of Hokkaido)

108 Niigata Kenritsu Rekishi Hakubutsukan #7i% IR 37 B S {5 #F (Niigata Prefectural Museum of History)
199 Hashimoto Tatsuya & A&, Fujii Daisuke B X#i and Kai Yasuhiro F2ERE X, eds., Satsuma
Kaseda Okuyama kofun no kenkyua T BNttt H B8 1L &5 DA 5% (Studies on Satsuma Kaseda Okuyama
Tumulus: Report on archaeological investigations of fourth century burial mound in Kagoshima)
(Kagoshima Daigaku Sogd Kenkya Hakubutsukan, 2009).

110 “Dewa no kuni ga dekiru koro” HPIE M TEX 25 (When Dewa Province Came into Being)
(Yamagata Kenritsu Ukitamu Fudoki no oka Koko Shiryokan (B IRNZ D& 24 B L3l D K5 i &R AR
[Yamagata Prefectural Ukitamu Fudoki no oka Archaeological Museum], 1 October - 30 November
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of Saitama prefecture!!! and of the Mikawa region,!!? the history and folklore of salt
in Shiga prefecture,''® the Uda district of Nara prefecture,!'* the ancient rulers of the
Genkai Sea in Fukuoka prefecture,'*® and similarly maritime oriented local powers
in Kumamoto.!'6

Haniwa ceramics

Jokura Masayoshi has developed his analysis for the Kanto region of haniwa
materials from kiln sites and mounded tombs, based on the identification, through
examining the marks left on vessel surfaces, of items made with the same tools, and
has sorted out patterns and backgrounds for these materials.!'” Hidaka Shin looks in
various parts of the archipelago for Kinai region characteristics of human figurine
haniwa, and tracing out a tendency for these to divide between the Kanto area and
western Japan, the latter starting from the western Tokai region, makes a concrete
examination of this trend’s background.!'®* Maeda Mayuko classifies house-shaped
haniwa of western Japan, centering on the Kinai region, and examines the process
of change and its setting.!'® The journal Kodai bunka (Cultura Antiqua), following up
from a previous issue, reviews the characteristics of haniwa from royal tombs for
regions from the Tokai area eastward.!?® For a group of Late period haniwa from the

2008).

11 “Saitama no kofun” X\ zFE D (The Tombs of Saitama) (Saitama Shiritsu Hakubutsukan 3\ /2%
i 37 EYIAER [Saitama Municipal Museum]|, 4 October - 24 November 2008).

12 “Mikawa no kofun: Anjo no kofun jidai o saguru” =D LK O & IERA %5 (The Tombs of
Mikawa: Exploring the Kofun Period of Anjo) (Anjo-shi Rekishi Hakubutsukan %23k 7 & S5 €1 8H [Anjo
City Museum of History], 18 October - 24 November 2008).

113 “Kokoku no ‘shio’ sono rekishi to minzoku” HE D 4] E DS & KM (The History and Folklore of
Lake Country “Salt”) (Rittd Rekishi Minzoku Hakubutsukan g B & s R A8 ¥ fi [Ritto Museum of
History and Folklore], 20 December 2008 - 15 February 2009).

114 “Uda: Yukyd no toki” FFE KA D& ¥ (Uda: The Eternal Age), organized by Kashihara Kékogaku
Kenkyujo Fuzoku Hakubutsukan &R i 2 5CAT A B 8 (The Museum, Archaeological Institute of
Kashihara) and Uda-shi Kyoiku linkai P& i 2 & Z& B ¢ (Uda Municipal Board of Education)
(Kashihara Kokogaku Kenkytjo Fuzoku Hakubutsukan, 7 February - 22 March 2009).

115 “Genkainada o seishita mono: Ito kokud to Munakata no kimi” X5z H L2600 JHEE T & ZGE
(Rulers of the Genkai Sea: The Ito Kings and Munakata Lords) (Itokoku Rekishi Hakubutsukan {F#f =
J#E S fE#IAE [Ttokoku History Museum], 11 October - 24 November 2008).

116 “Hi no kimi, umi o yuku!: Kofun kara mita Yamato to Yatsushiro” KDFE. #EE<!: HENOAZV
& /X (King of Fire, Conquer the Sea!: Yamato and Yatsushiro Seen from Ancient Tombs) (Yatsushiro
Shiritsu Hakubutsukan Mirai no Mori Myujiamu /AN T2 S EE R KD #HI2—Y 7 A [Yatsushiro
Municipal Museum], 17 October - 24 November 2008).

117 Jokura Masayoshi ¥ & IE#E, Haniwa seisan to chiki shakai Hifign 4 e & g4t 2 (Haniwa Production
and Regional Society) (Gakuseisha, 2009).

118 Hidaka Shin H & &, “Jinbutsu haniwa no tozai hikaku: Ronten no chushutsu” A 73 fin D 3 4 LK
o O fl Y (Comparative Study of Human-shaped Haniwa between Eastern and Western Japan),
Haniwa Kenkyukaishi Y22 £3% (Haniwa-Archaeology), no. 12 (2008): 19-37.

119 Maeda Mayuko #fH EH ¥, “Seisaku giho kara mita iegata haniwa no hensen to sono kakki: Kinki
chiho shutsudo iegata haniwa o chashin ni” BAERIENS ARV IEIn D E L T O : r i A H -5
¥ 3 i % o .0 12 (The Changes and the Revolutionary Stage Seen in the Production Techniques of
House-shaped Haniwa: In View of House-shaped Haniwa from the Kinki Region), Kobunka danso i X
{b#%® (Journal of the Society of Kyushu Prehistoric and Ancient Cultural Studies), no. 61 (2009): 99-
116.

120 “QOryokei haniwa no chiiki hakyu to tenkai (ge)” T & Hi o ik & & JEBH () (The Regional
Spread and Effect of Oryé-oriented Haniwa [Part 2]), a collection of seven articles in Kodai bunka #if%
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Kozuke!?! region, characterized by their kilns, geology, and the elements admixed
into the clay body, Nakazato Masanori examines the locus of production and area of
distribution.?? Also, for the northern Musashi'?® and northern Shinano!'?* regions,
Ota Hiroyuki makes an examination of cylindrical haniwa with paddle marking, from
the first half of the fifth century, in terms of their relation to immigrants.'?® As for
exhibits, the entire scope of representational haniwa, currently in the process of
being sorted and examined, from the Dainichiyama'!?® No. 35 tomb, the largest
keyhole mound of the Iwase Senzuka group, was displayed in Wakayama. 2"

Burial facilities

Okabayashi Kosaku has followed the process of development from the initial to the
final form of the vertical stone chamber for the Nakayama Otsuka,'?® Kurozuka, and
Shimoikeyama tombs of the Oyamato group, indicating possible relations with Yayoi
mound burials and the Hokenoyama tomb, and further with clay casings
surrounding wooden coffins.!?® Also, Okabayashi and others made a detailed
examination of the hollowed-out log style wooden coffin in a good state of
preservation from the Emorizuka No. 2 tomb in the city of Yamagata, in the
collection of the Tokyo National Museum.'®® As for horizontal stone chambers,
Aoyagi Taisuke has reviewed structures for sealing horizontal styles of burial
facilities in continental China, the Korean peninsula, and the Japanese archipelago,
and offers a perspective on their lines of derivation.!®! Also, Yoshii Hideo reviews
the characteristics of horizontal chambers of the Baekje Hanseong period, for which
examples have been increasing in recent years, and points out the possibilities for

XAt (Cultura Antiqua) 60, no. 1 (2008): 56-126.

121 F#% (Gunma prefecture)

122 Nakazato Masanori A1 B 1E#, “Haniwa seisan iki no suitei fukugen: Konnyubutsu ni yoru ue no
chiiki no yoso” IimE IO HEE B BAWICLD EOMIK OB (Inferrential Reconstruction of
Haniwa Production Districts: Regional Characteristics Based on Tempering Materials), Gunma
Kokogaku Techo #£55%FIk (Gunma Archaeology Notebook), no. 18 (2008): 39-58.

123 /il (modern Tokyo, and parts of Saitama and Kanagawa prefectures)

124 {27 (Nagano prefecture)

125 Ota Hiroyuki A H{#:2, “Kofun jidai chuki higashi Nihon no haniwa seisaku gijutsu to torai kojin”
d R B H A O Wl K E R i 2 Pk T A (Haniwa Production and Immigrant Craftsmen in Middle
Kofun), Nihon kokogaku H &K% % (Journal of the Japanese Archaeological Association), no. 25
(2008): 47-65.

126 j( El u_[

127 “Twase Senzuka” HH&ET & (Iwase Senzuka Tomb Group) (Wakayama Kenritsu Kii Fudoki no Oka #l
ol ST A O E £ Ed o B [Kii Fudoki-no-oka Museum of History], 2 December 2008 - 22 February
2009).

128 ([ KK (Nara prefecture)

129 Okabayashi Kosaku [#k#{E, “Tateanashiki sekishitsu no seiritsu katei” B/RRAZED KA EFE (The
Process of Formation of Vertical Stone Chambers), in Kashihara Kokogaku Kenkytjo ronshi, vol. 15.
143-71.

130 Okabayashi Késaku et al., “Yamagata-shi Emorizuka 2 gofun no kenkya” [LJE iifi<ri% — S HE O 5L
(Study of the Wooden Coffin from Emorizuka No. 2 Tumulus in Yamagata City), Museum (Bimonthly
Academic Journal of the Tokyo National Museum), no. 616 (2008): 7-35.

131 Aoyagi Taisuke 75 Ml % /1, “Kodai Higashi Ajia ni okeru yokoanakei shutaibu no heisoku h6ho ni
tsuite” HARKT Y TIZE T2 #7R E RO E /5122 T (On Methods of Sealing Chamber-style
Burial Facilities in Ancient East Asia), in Kashihara Kokogaku Kenkytjo ronsht, vol. 15. 541-66.
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mutual relations of these with the emergence of horizontal chambers in northern
Kyushu, and with the same process in the Kinki region, raising topics for future
research.'®® A special collection of articles in Kokogaku janaru (The Archaeological
Journal) on Kyushu style horizontal chambers summarizes results of the Japanese
Archaeological Association’s 2007 Autumn Meeting.!?

3. Artifacts, grave goods

Mirrors, personal ornaments, beads

Based on an accurate handling of the history of research, Tsujita Jun’ichiro reviews
banryu '** mirrors of China and the Korean peninsula, clarifying their derivation.!®®
Hirosaka Miho examines trends in correlations between the numbers and sizes of
mirrors and the scale of tombs, and also makes a basic examination of the various
properties of 204 broken mirrors from the Yayoi to the Kofun periods.'*® An exhibit
at the Shimane Museum of Ancient Izumo gave a detailed explanation of the
emergence and development of bead manufacture in ancient Izumo, making good
use of basic reference materials for the archipelago and East Asia.'*” Basic research
for this exhibit was published as a separate monograph, from which the thorough
and systematic study on which it was based is readily visible.!®® From an
examination of gites related to the production of stone articles located in the

132 Yoshii Hideto %55, “Bosei kara mita Kudara to Wa: Yokoana sekishitsu o chtshin ni” Z#il|235A
LR B A =EE UL (Baekje and Wa Seen from Burial Customs: Focusing on Horizontal Stone
Chambers), in Kudara to Wakoku F # £ 1&E (Baekje and Wa), ed. Tsuji Hideto i:55 A (Koshi Shoin,
2008). 117-36.

133 “Kyushukei yokoanashiki sekishitsu” Juil 27V 4= (Kyushu-style Horizontal Stone Chambers),
a collection of seven articles in Kokogaku janaru % di %Y ¥ —7} )V (The Archaeological Journal), no.
583 (2009): 3-31.

134 #2 %8 [Translator’s note: A generic term for mirrors having a principal design composed of dragons
and tigers, in Japan this is mainly known as a special type of the triangular-rimmed class.]

135 Tsujita Jun’ichird it —ER, “Sankakubuchi banrytkyd no keifu” =ffx##EsE D R4 (The Origin
of the Triangle-rimmed Bronze Mirrors with Tiger and Dragon Design [Sankakubuchi-banryikyo type
mirrors]), in Kyushu to Higashi Ajia no kokogaku. 295-315.

136 Hirosaka Miho &K EFf#, “Kagami no mensu/okisa to kofun no kibo” ## MM A - K I X & E D M
(The Number and Size of Mirrors and the Scale of Mounded Tombs), Kobunka danso, no. 60 (2008):
75-106; Hirosaka Miho, “Haky6 ni tsuite no ichi kdsatsu” i #%IZ DWW TOD—F % (An Observation on
Broken Mirrors), in Okayama Rika Daigaku maizo bunkazai kenkyu ronshu [ [LIFRR} K 22 BB I 22
# % (Okayama University of Science Buried Cultural Properties Research Anthology), ed. Okayama
Rika Daigaku Maiz6 Bunkazai Kenkya Ronshu Kankokai [ (L Bl B} K 22 Bl SCAL (A I S s SR T AT &
(Okayama University of Science Buried Cultural Properties Research Anthology Publication
Committee) (Okayama, 2008). 185-216.

187 “Kagayaku Izumo burando: Kodai Izumo no tamatsukuri” < HETSVR: HAREBEDEMEY (The
Glittering Izumo Brand: Jewel-making of Ancient Izumo) (Kodai Izumo Rekishi Hakubutsukan E#REL7
A H ERE S EYIfE [Shimane Museum of Ancient Izumo], 7 March - 17 May 2009).

138 Shimane-ken Kodai Bunka Sentd and Shimane-ken Maizé Bunkazai Chosa Senta, eds., Izumo
tamatsukuri no tokushitsu ni kansuru kenkyu: Kodai Izumo ni okeru tamatsukuri no kenkyu HZZE/ED
RPEIZBET 2152 iR HEIZB TS EAEDHIZE (Study on the Features of Beads Making in Ancient Izumo)
(Matsue, Shimane prefecture, 2009).
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northern Kaga'® area, It0 Masafumi considers the structure of production in that
region in light of possible relations with the Yamato polity.!'4°

Weapons, armor

With regard to research on armor, which in recent years has shown considerable
advance, a special collection of articles in Kokogaku janaru sorts out the
achievements for major types from the Early through the Late Kofun periods, and
summarizes research topics for the future.!*! A separate issue of the same journal,
focusing on cylindrical and whorl-shaped bronze objects,'*? characteristic artifacts
of the latter half of the Early and the first half of the Middle Kofun periods, brings
together researchers representing opposing views on the derivation and productive
technology for these items, including those who argue for Yayoi period origins in
the Tokai and Kanto regions and manufacture within the archipelago, and those
claiming production in the southern part of the Korean peninsula.!*® Sawada
Mutsuyo’s examination of the structure of cord bindings on the grips of swords, the
correct understanding of which tends to be neglected, is rich in hints and alerts.'**
Detailed examination of the properties of the inlay-inscribed ring-pommeled sword
from the Todaijiyama tomb in Nara prefecture has been conducted, and a report has
been made.'*® It is also said that the basic work for producing an investigation
report for this tomb is presently underway, centered on Tenri!*® University. For iron
arrowheads, with regard to the Early period which previously lacked an adequate
systematic typology, there have been developments based on results from the
Middle and Late periods.**”

139 & (Ishikawa prefecture)

140 1t6 Masafumi, “Kofun jidai zenki ni okeru sekiseihin seisaku moderu (yosatsu)” dERRTEIIZEI)S
A B EE T IV (F42) (The Dispersion Model of Manufacture in Early Stage Kofun Period), Gyoku
bunka E£3Cft (Journal of Jade Ornaments Culture Studies), no. 6 (2009): 21-43.

141 “Kofun jidai tessei katcht kenkya no shindankai” d I RSk S B OH BEEE (The New Stage in
Research on Iron Armor of the Kofun Period), a collection of six articles in Kokogaku janaru, no. 581
(2009): 3-30.

142 tsutsugata doki fAI 4% and romoegata doki ELJE##% (thought to have been used ornamentally, the
former perhaps at the end of a staff and the latter as a boss at the center of a shield)

143 “Kofun jidai no seidohin: Zenki o chushin ni” #IERAROF M §ii% F0MZ (Bronze Implements of
the Kofun Era: Focusing on the Early Period), a collection of six articles in Kokogaku janaru, no. 570
(2008): 3-30.

144 Sawada Mutsuyo R LD, “Kofun shutsudo no tettd/tekken no tsukamaki to sayamaki: Orimono
nado no shurui to shiyo” WIEH O] - BRADHE I LFES: YR OFEEE 4k (Textile Cord
Bindings on Iron Swords from Kofun Tombs: Materials and Manufacturing Methods), Museum, no. 617
(2008): 5-35.

145 Tokyo Kokuritsu Hakubtsukan B E 32 ¥ fF (Tokyo National Museum) and Kyushu Kokuritsu
Hakubtsukan Ju /M [E 37 ¥ fif (Kyushu National Museum), eds., Jiuyo bunkazai Todaijiyama kofun
shutsudo kin zogan mei hanagata kazari kanto tachi B % AL B I # T S Rk L AR B K )
(Ring-pommeled Sword with a Floral Design and Bearing a Gold Inlay Inscription, an Important
Cultural Property Recovered from the Todaijiyama Tomb ) (Douseisha, 2008).

146 3{{%

147 Mizuno Toshinori /KEFilL, “Kofun jidai zenki yanaibashiki tetsuzoku no keifu” # B BT HHIAIIE R
B D R §%  (Derivation of Willow Leaf-shaped Iron Arrowheads of the Early Kofun Period), in
Kashihara Kokogaku Kenkyijo ronshi, vol. 15. 173-91; Mizuno Toshinori, “Zenpokéenfun shutsugen
zengo no fukusohin kosei to tetsuzoku: Fukusohin kara mita Hokenoyama kofun no kentd” #iJ5 %1
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Equestrian gear

Focusing on data for stirrups and bits, Chang Yoon-Chung has sought out regional
characteristics for both Japan and Korea, and has investigated further the possible
relations between them. In this endeavor, rather than being constrained by received
understandings of regional districts, his examination of regional tendencies directly
from the equestrian items themselves, and his consideration of the historical
backgrounds of the regions thus defined, is a very suggestive approach.!*® Amako
Namie has examined patterns of possession of gilt bronze ornamental equestrian
gear, focusing on cheekplates from Yamato and Kozuke, while taking into
consideration aspects of their design, and points out characteristics of hierarchies
both within Yamato and the outlying regions, and the interrelations between
them.'*® Using as reference point a horse helmet and a serpentine iron object!®°
from the Sakitama Shogun’yama'!®! tomb, Kanaizuka Yoshikazu traces out and
examines in detailed fashion similar examples from the Japanese archipelago, the
Korean peninsula, and China, depicting thereby trends that affected regional chiefs
of Kanto from the latter part of the fifth to the sixth centuries.!®?

Other
From an examination of methods of joining used in composite koto and small box-
shaped wooden objects of the Yayoi and Kofun periods, Momoi Hirokazu points out
that a major transition point can be seen from the Late Yayoi to the Early Kofun,
with the diffusion of iron knives and chisels as background.!®?

In a monograph on a group of tunnel tombs, an examination is made of iron

HBRTE ORI ZE SR L k8 BIZEN»OA R ILEEOME (Iron Arrowheads and Grave Goods
Composition circa the Emergence of Keyhole Tombs: An Examination of the Hokenoyama Tomb Seen
from Grave Goods), in Kashihara Kékogaku Kenkytjo, Hokenoyama kofun no kenkyu, 227-38;
Kawahata Jun JII4li#f, “Zen/chuki kofun fukusd zoku no hensen to sono igi” - & IERIZEHE D E L
ZDHE FE (The Transformation of Arrowheads in the Early and Middle Kofun Period), Shirin 324k (The
Journal of History) 92, no. 2 (2009): 285-323.

148 Chang Yoon-Chung R /o8, Kodai bagu kara mita Kan hanto to Nihon t B B oA EE H A
(The Korean Peninsula and Japan Seen from Ancient Equestrian Goods) (Douseisha, 2008).

1499 Amako Namie JE 7733, “Kondoso bagu no hoyt” €83 % E DA (Possession of Gilt Bronze
Ornamented Equestrian Goods), in Gangoji Bunkazai Kenkyujo kenkyu hokoku 7t 855 SCAb 4 F 22 i 5F
¥R 45 (Gangoji Cultural Properties Research Institute, Research Report), vol. 2008 (Nara, 2008). 51-
58.

150 [Translator’s note: The term used here, dakdjo tekki #E1THk#k#%, was applied to these items before
their use became clear. They are now generally regarded as devices for holding decorative plumes or
banners, flown from the back of a horse behind its rider. They consist of a curved, or in this case,
undulating, iron rod, fitted to a socket strapped atop the horse’s rump or fixed to the rear saddle bow,
which held the decorative elements aloft from its upper end.]

151 15 FORFE |1 (Saitama prefecture)

152 Kanaizuka Yoshikazu {5 R —, Bachu ga kita michi: Kodai Tégoku kenkyu no shinshiten F& & 733
7238 AR EMIZEOH A (The Road Traveled by Horse Helmets: A New Research Perspective on the
Ancient Eastern Provinces) (Yoshikawa Kobunkan, 2008).

155 Momoi Hirokazu #kH: % fl, “Mokuseihin no ketsugd hohd” A# D #ES fiE (Joining Methods of
Wooden Implements), in Gangdji Bunkazai Kenkyujo kenkyt hokoku, vol. 2008. 59-68.
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tongs discovered at the Gakido No. 1 tomb in Fukushima prefecture.!® Hamasaki
Noriko makes a comparative study of blacksmithing tools such as iron tongs and
hammers recovered from Japan and Korea, including a classification of tongs, for
which finds are more numerous, and an analysis of their specific uses.'®® Kojima
Atsushi reviews tombs of northern Kyushu from which slag has been recovered, and
based on similar examples as well from the Korean peninsula and western Japan,
examines the patterns of deposition and background of this phenomenon.!?®

4. Economic production, livelihood, lifeways

Ceramics

Yoneda Toshiyuki has carefully traced the development of research and points of
debate concerning early Haji ware of the Kinai region, focusing on the Shonai
style.!®” Watanabe Makoto reviewed pottery for the San’in region from the Yayoi to
the Early and Middle Kofun periods, describing concretely the course of
development to the Kofun period from changes in the relationship between
indigenous and Kinai lines of ceramics.'®® Examining pottery in the vicinity of the
Mori Shogunzuka tomb in Nagano prefecture, Ishimaru Atsushi points out that at
the time of its appearance in the latter half of the Early Kofun period, indigenous
Yayoi pottery of the Hakoshimizu'®® style was eliminated, and there was a trend for
residential areas to be enlarged in conjunction with activities such as the digging of
large ditches.'®® Basic materials have appeared on the Deai kiln site of Kobe, known
as a Sue Kkiln from the earliest phase of production in the archipelago. Relations are

154 Twaki-shi Kyoiku Bunka Jigyodan, Gakido oketsubogun: Kajigu (kanahashi) o tomonau oketsubo no
chosa i PR AL RE 7T $RiG B (BKEH) 2SR/ DFHE (The Gakido Tunnel Tomb Group: Investigation
of a Tunnel Tomb Accompanied by Blacksmith Tools [Iron Tongs]) (Iwaki-shi Kyoiku linkai, 2009).

15 Hamasaki Noriko #EIF#i ¥, “Kan hanto shutsudo no tessei kajigu ni tsuite: Nikkan shutsudo shiryo
no hikaku kara” 505+ OSEEBEEIZOWT: HigH EERO KNS (On Blacksmith Tools of Iron
Recovered from the Korean Peninsula: From a Comparison of Recovered Materials of Japan and
Korea), Chésen kodai kenkyu i &5 A 5% (The Journal of Historical and Archeological Studies on
Ancient Korea), no. 9 (2008): 51-64.

156 Kojima Atsushi /M, “Tessai shutsudo kofun no kenkyt: Kytsha chiiki” #ki H T O 28 Jul
i (A Study of the Tumuli Found Out with Iron Slags in Kyushu Area), Kobunka dansé, no. 61
(2009): 139-67.

157 Yoneda Toshiyuki ¥ i 5%, “Kinai ni okeru koshiki hajiki kenkyt no tenbdé to kadai: Omo ni
Shonaishiki doki o chtshin ni shite” #AIZH T2 N LAERAFFEORELFE: FICENXLEREFLMILT
(The Outlook and Issues in Early Haji Ware Research of the Kinai Region: Focusing Mainly on Shonai
Style Pottery), Kodaigaku kenkyu tif#W5% (Research in Ancient Studies), no. 180 (2008): 104-16.

158 Watanabe Makoto 2%, “Doki kara mita kofun shutsugenki no chiiki shakai: San’in chihé o késu
sutadi to shite” L85 H RO & (LEH %27 — A A% T {—2 LT (Social Dynamics of
the San'in Region, Western Japan in the Initial Kofun (Mounded Tomb) Period as Seen from the
Transformation of the Pottery Assemblage), in Kytushu to Higashi Ajia no kokogaku. 316-40.

159 FETE K

160 Tshimaru Atsushi £5 #LB(5, “Shinano Zenkojidaira nanbu no kofun jidai zenki ni okeru doki yoso:
Mori Shogunzuka kofun chikuzo no ichi haikei” 138 Y635 ma i D R RTHIC B 1) 2 T3 ERAH : 200
HE G ED — T 5 (The Phases of Early Kofun Potteries in the South of Shinano Zenkdji Basin: A
Historical Background of the Mori-Shégun Zuka Tumulus Construction), Hdsei kokogaku 1B 15 2
(Journal of the Hosei Archaeological Society), no. 35 (2009): 1-17.
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pointed out with the Baekje region broadly defined, and especially with its southern
portion, for the kiln’s structure, and with the area south from the Geum river,
including parts of Chungcheong and Jeolla provinces, for the recovered Sue ware.!¢!

Ritual, imitative articles

Through an examination of clay, wooden, and stone artifacts of the Kofun to Ancient
periods from the Kinki region, centering on Hyogo prefecture, Ohira Shigeru raises
questions about the development of research in the archaeology of Shinto and of
religious festival.'®® From the lack of differences in soft stone imitative articles
recovered from tombs versus ceremonial sites, Hozumi Hiromichi points out an
element of commonality between deities and those interred in tombs.'®® Kitayama
Mineo reviews the relationship between the appearance of items made of steatite
and the chronology of tombs.!** Among soft stone imitative articles of the Abekuma
river basin centering on the Tennodan'®® tomb, Sakuma Masaaki points out that for
knife effigies, there are items linking with the Tatehokoyama!®® site and those
linking with sites in Gunma prefecture.!®” Also, a symposium was held regarding
clay imitative articles, which tend to be neglected, in which examinations were
made of examples gathered from Yamanashi, Shizuoka, Nagano, and Chiba
prefectures, plus western Japan and the Korean peninsula.'®® Regarding acts of
mutilating corpses, which continued from the Jomon through the Kofun periods,
Tanaka Yoshiyuki searches for background factors in terms of content, the character
of those interred, and chronological period, and points to a dramatic change in their
nature in the Late Kofun period, with development into symbolic and abstract
actions.!'®® Meanwhile, in a small round mound of the first half of the sixth century in

161 Kameda Shuichi 8/ {&—, “Harima Deai yoseki no kento” #&& & 288 O#ME (An Examination of
the Harima Deai Kiln Site), in Okayama Rika Daigaku ronsha. 147-184.

162 Ohira Shigeru K%, Saishi kokogaku no kenkyu %%l i MH%E (Research on the Archaeology of
Ritual) (Yuzankaku, 2008).

183 Hozumi Hiromichi FifE# &, “Kofun hisosha to kami” d1&E#iZE# ¥ /73 (Divinity and Those Interred
in Ancient Tombs), Shinano f§i& 60, no. 4 (2008): 255-77.

164 Kitayama Mineo Jb[LE4, “Shutsugenki kasseki seihin no ichi to kofun hennen” A 8 5 OAL
& & 5 W 4£ (The Place of Steatite Objects circa the Emergence of Keyhole Tombs and Kofun
Chronology), in Kashihara Kokogaku Kenkytjo ronshi. 193-214.

165 R &% (Fukushima prefecture)

166 ##t4#1[| (Fukushima prefecture)

167 Sakuma Masaaki {£ARIIERA, “Abekumagawa rytiki ni okeru sekisei mozohin” FmR/IFRISIZH1T S
£ #Lf5 %  (Soft Stone Imitative Articles in the Abekuma River Basin), in Meiji Kokogaku, Chiiki to
bunka no kokogaku. 493-508.

188 Dosel mozohin kara mita Kofun jidai no kami matsuri 18358 056 B 72 R D8~ (Divine
Festivals of the Kofun Period Seen through Clay Effigies), materials from the Yamanashi-ken Kokogaku
Kyokai 2008 Nendo Kenkyu Shukai 1154 1R % 5 F {5 < 2008 4 & i 5t % & (Yamanashi Prefecture
Archaeological Association 2008 Research Meeting), held at Teikyd Daigaku Yamanashi Bunkazai
Kenkyujo #F &% K% (L B4 AL M W %8 Fr (Yamanashi Research Institute of Cultural Properties, Teikyo
University), 29-30 November 2008, (Fuefuki, Yamanashi prefecture, 2008).

169 Tanaka Yoshiyuki H 1 B 2, “Dantai girei k6” Wr{k{#& L% (A Study of Ritual Decapitation and
Related Practices in the Jomon, Yayoi and Kofun Periods of Japan), Kyushu to Higashi Ajia no
kokogaku. 275-94.



-20 - TRENDS IN JAPANESE ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEarcH, 2008

Isezaki,'”® Gunma prefecture, some 25 balls of red clayish dirt were strewn around
the head end of a compartment-like vertical stone chamber, and with very few such
examples presently known, the intent of their placement and character of the
person interred are of interest.!”!

Settlement sites

The main volume has appeared reporting on the Sara jori field remains, related to
horse breeding conducted by immigrants in Neyagawa,!”> Osaka prefecture.!” The
study raises many problems, and when matched with the results of the adjacent
Shitomiya Kita!™ site, great developments are likely for research. The Matsuyama
site of Nara prefecture, where large amounts of salt-making pottery have been
recovered from settlement remains of the latter half of the fifth century, is taken to
be a relay point for goods circulating along the road between Kii'”® and the Yamato
basin.!”® At the Nyu sector group of sites in Gunma prefecture, where a large-scale
investigation was conducted for eight years beginning in 1999, it has become
possible to trace the start of iron production (smithing) in the first half of the fifth
century in research on a settlement that extended from the Late Yayoi into the
Kofun periods.!”” A re-excavation has been conducted of the Imai Gakko site in
Gunma prefecture, first brought to light by Matsumura Kazuaki, and data were
gathered which will enable concrete examination of it as an elite residence site.!™

170 [R B IR

7l Gunma-ken Maizo Bunkazai Chosa Jigyodan #5538 & 0L 38 & F 2] (Gunma Archaeological
Research Foundation), ed., Honseki-cho kofungun: Kokudo 462 go doro kaichiku jigyd ni tomonau
maizé bunkazai hakkutsu chésa hokokusho Z<BAHT t7SEHT: [E3E 462 58 B iR 3 22 115 MBS L Y F6 T
1 #E # & #F  (Honseki-cho Tomb Group: Report of a Buried Cultural Properties Excavation in
Conjunction with Improvements to National Route 462) (Shibukawa, Gunma prefecture, 2008).

172 42 BRI

173 Osaka-fu Bunkazai Sentda KB btz 4 — (Osaka Center for Cultural Heritage), ed., Sara-gun
jori iseki. 9 Honbunhen # RS BiEH. 9 AU (Sara-gun Jori Field Remains, Vol. 9, Main Text)
(Sakai, Osaka prefecture, 2009).

174 # R b (Osaka prefecture)

175 Jif (Wakayama prefecture, plus part of Mie prefecture)

176 Kashihara Kokogaku Kenkyujo, ed., Matsuyama iseki ¥A111:& 8 (Matsuyama Site) (Kashihara, Nara
prefecture, 2009).

1" Tomioka-shi Kyoiku linkai & [ /i #( & Z & & (Tomioka Municipal Board of Education), ed., Nyt
chiku isekigun: Ken’ei hata chitai s6gé seibi jigyé Nyu chiku ni tomonau maizé bunkazai hakkutsu
chésa hokokusho FHAEMPKEIAEE: IR B M MR R A B0 35 3 M AR M KIS AE S IO L I SR aR & R & 2 (Nya
Sector Site Group: Report of a Buried Cultural Properties Excavation in Conjunction with the
Prefectural Comprehensive Reorganization of Agricultural Fields, Nyu Sector) (Tomioka-shi, 2009).

178 Aida Takao & H & E et al,, “Gennojo iseki sokuryd chosa gaiyd hokoku/Imai gakko iseki hakkutsu
chosa hokoku” Ji iz k& Bl & 3 AR E R & - 5 P RGE I RN & & (Topographical Survey of the
Gennojo Site in Gunma Prefecture and Investigation of the Imai Gakko Site in Gunma Prefecture), in
Niigata Daigaku Kokogaku Kenkytshitsu chosa kenkyii hokoku il K% % 5 W 5 AN RW S
(Bulletin of the Department of Archaeology, Niigata University), vol. 9 (Niigata Daigaku, 2009). 1-52.
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5. Foreign interaction

Research meetings on specific topics were held in which Japanese and Korean
researchers assembled under the same roof. From this it is clear that the level of
exchange in research between the two countries is growing another step deeper. At
the fourth meeting of the Japan-Korea Settlement Research Society, presentations
were made on specific themes such as settlement sites of the fourth to sixth
centuries by Yi Yang-Ho, Yu Byeong-Rok, Kakuda Noriyuki, Pak Tae-Hong!”™ and
others.!'®® Also, at a collaborative conference organized by the Archaeological
Society of Kyushu and the Yeungnam Archaeological Society, active presentations
and debates were held regarding all types of iron products, and cases of site
investigations, from both countries.'®! There is definite progress in the direction of
removing frameworks based on current units of nationality. This is also visible in the
anthology edited by Tsuji Hideto, as the product of joint research.!®

Kim Jong-Man has made a concrete, comparative examination of individual
items for Baekje-style ceramic materials recovered in the Japanese archipelago,
studying their relations with interior regions of the peninsula.'® This perspective
can be seen here and there among articles by Japanese researchers introduced
above. Meanwhile, Inoue Chikara’s contribution on Haji-style ceramics recovered
from the southern part of the Korean peninsula may be assessed as linking directly
with research on the Kofun period.'®® Since its opening, the Saitobaru
Archaeological Museum has held special exhibits focusing on Japanese-Korean
exchange in the Kofun period, and for the year under consideration this featured
armor from the peninsula and archipelago.!8®

1 AR, OER, MR, AL

180 Nikkan shiiraku no kenkyil: Seisan iseki to shiraku iseki H 874 DWFSS: 4 pE & B & 46 3% & B
(Japanese-Korean Settlement Research: Production Sites and Settlement Sites), published from the Dai
4-kai Kyodo Kenkytkai 25 4 [B]H:[F#F%% 4 (4th Joint Research Meeting), organized by Nikkan Sharaku
Kenkytkai H ¥ £ % Wf 92 & (Japan-Korea Settlement Research Society), held at Osaka Rekishi
Hakubutsukan K& S #E##E (Osaka Museum of History), 2-3 August 2008, (Fukuoka, 2008).

181 Nichi/Kan koryt no kokogaku H -#R D% L% (The Archaeology of Japanese-Korean Exchange),
published from the Dai 8-kai G6do Kokogaku Taikai 28 8 [] & [l % i % K & (8th Collaborative
Archaeology Conference), organized by the Kyusht Kokogakkai UM% i %4 (Archaeological Society
of Kyushu) and the Yonnam Kokogakkai 48 # i % 22 (Yeungnam Archaeological Society), held at
Gyeongju, 23-24 August 2008, (Busan and Fukuoka, 2008).

182 Tguji Hideto i35 A, ed., Kudara to Wakoku B &{ZE (Baekje and Wa) (Koshi Shoin, 2008).

183 Kim Jong-Man < ## &, “Nihon shutsudo Kudarakei doki no kenkyt: Nishi Nihon chiiki o chtshin
ni” HAH EFR LSO 6 HARRIRE $U0IZ (Research on Baekje-style Pottery Recovered from
Japan: Centering on the Western Japanese Region), trans. Teraoka Hiroshi <F [l ¥, Chdsen kodai
kenkytd, no. 9 (2008): 1-30.

184 Inoue Chikara # E¥Fi, “Chésen hantd nanbu shutsudo no Hajikikei doki ni tsuite” Tt B g EkH
T D LA R LA IZ DWW T (On Haji-style Ceramics Recovered from the Southern Korean Peninsula),
Kanshikikei doki kenkytu #7231 83#f%% (Korean-style Ceramics Research), no. 10 (2008): 1-23.

185 “Nikkan no bagu” H# D i B (Japanese-Korean Armor) (Miyazaki Kenritsu Saitobaru Kokogaku
Hakubutsukan ‘& I UL 37 FEHRJF & & E¥fF [Saitobaru Archaeological Museum of Miyazaki Prefecture], 3
October - 7 December 2008).



