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the decision to be made. He explained that he must obey the
Emperor; he encouraged caution; but he did not demand agree-
ment. When Yamamoto arrived to inform the party men of Kat-
sura’s willingness to resign, he immediately strengthened the
position of the majority present who were determined to have
the party adhere to a policy of open opposition. In these circum-
stances, the decision was taken not to give up or in any way
modify the fight 1o defeat Katsura.

Long before the one o'clock opening, crowds had begun to
gather outside the Diet building to shout against the government
and demonstrate their support of the opposition. As the crowds
swelled and became more boisterous the police maintained order
with some difficulty. When information reached the crowds that
Katsura, because he had received no answer from the Seivikar
to his demand that the no-confidence resolution be withdrawn,
had again suspended the House, they became unmanageable.
Mass rioting quickly spread from the environs ol the Diet
Building to other parts of Tokyo. Enraged mobs stormed the
residences of cabinet ministers, demolished pro-government news-
paper plants, overturned and burned police boxes. Alier several
people had been killed and widespread damage had been caused,
military reinforcements were called out to quell the disturbances.
Many hundreds were arrested and by midnight the great city
was quiet; the eruption had died down but Katsura was doomed.

At the height of the riot Katsura had met with his cabinet in
an extraordinary meeting in the Diet Building. He informed his
ministers of his desire to resign and his decision to inlorm the
Throne. One February 11 the Katsura government fell, ending the
shortest ministry in Japan's history. On the thirteenth when the
Diet reconvened, the Seryitkar leaders, amid cheers and applause,
triumphantly voted to suspend the Diet until & new cabinet had
been formed.

With Katsura's resignation, the crisis moved to the end of its
last stage. Yamagata had anxiously observed these events [rom his
villa at Odawara since Katsura had never called him to the capi-
tal for his advice. When he heard the news he remarked, “it was
as if Katsura hanged himself in his private chamber.”*' When
Yamagata finally arrived in Tokyo it was not to rescue Katsura
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but to select his successor. Seeing Katsura at the Palace, Yama-
gata expressed his displeasure with the events of the previous
days adding, "I regret that you have been so impetuous.”**

The finale of the Taishé crisis was the selection of Admiral
Yamamoto Gombei as the next Prime Minister. This was a nat-
ural selection since Yamamoto had supported the Seryitkar in
defeating Katsura and was assured that the party would support
his ministry. For Yamagata it was not the most desirable choice,
but after the startling developments of the previous [orty-eight
hours and also because the Admiral had been favorably considered
in December by the elder statesmen before Katsura was ordered
to form a government, he was prepared to accept his nomination,

CONCLUSION

As the political atmosphere, which had been so highly charged
for over sixty days, was neutralized and the Taishd crisis passed
into history, varying interpretations of its significance were ex-
pressed. One contemporary claimed that “one of those crises has
been reached in Japan's history which mark the end of a political
period."#® Manifestly all the major components of Japanese po-
litical life had become involved in the crisis: the Emperor, the
genrd, the civil and military bureaucracy and factions within
them, the popular political parties and a large segment of the
population of Tokyo., Bureaucratic power, seen first in the army's
demand which led to the downfall of the Saionji cabinet and
then in Katsura's brazen use of Imperial authority, was success-
fully challenged by popular pelitical parties. Public opinion,
aroused by party leaders determined “to safeguard the Consti-
tution” had never been so successful in destroying a cabinet.
Katsura was the main target, but resentment was directed against
arbitrary bureaucratic control, most frequently associated with
Yamagata's political behavior,

So Yamagata was the symbol of the ill which the removal of
Katsura was expected to cure. The political parties which had
fought to limit the authority of the bureaucracy had reached
their greatest strength. The opposition had maintained with suc-
cess that there were limits to the use of Imperial orders under a
Constitutional Monarchy. United action against the forces mus-
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tered by Katsura enabled the anti-government parties to sur-
mount the arbitrary use of burcaucratic power. This success gave
the parties new confidence and foreshadowed the day they would
control political power independently.

Yet their victory had not been unconditional. It was a Sat-
suma admiral interested in curbing the political power of the
army who became the first minister. Although supported by the
Seiyitkai and moderately sympathetic toward it, Yamamoto was
by no means an adherent of the principle of party government,
Because of this the unity of the two major parties which helped
1o defeat the government was destroyed. Ozaki Yukio left the
Seiyithai accusing the party of having sold out to the Satsuma
faction which, hand in hand with Choshi oligarchs, had long
Llocked political progress. One newspaper [riendly to Ozaki
Yukio declared, “Fifty days shouting and hustling has resulted
in a comedy of submission to the burcaucrats, . . ."* The Taisho
crisis, in the last analysis, represented a skirmish rather than a
decisive battle in the campaign for the inauguration of party
cabinets. Five years were to pass before that campaign would be
won,

Yamagata's part in the Taishd crisis was an important one
from several points of view. He alone among the elder statesmen
gave support to the army's demands which led to the collapse of
Saionji's cabinet, He was most responsible for the selection of
Katsura, which aroused fierce political hostility. In both devel-
opments the extent of Yamagata's influence was patently great;
but in the next two stages of the crisis the limits of his authority
were equally clear. Yamagata was not able to affect the political
maneuvers Katsura chose 1o make: frecing himsell from genrd
pressure; inaugurating a new party; and invoking Imperial power
to attempt to defeat the attack of the parties in the House of
Representatives. Yamagata disapproved of these tactics but he
was unable to modify or halt them.

Thus, through the Taishd crisis we can see both the strength
and weakness of Yamagata's political influence. The crisis did
represent a stage in the slow course toward responsible party
government, and conversely, a weakening in Yamagata's ability
to reverse that course. But the claim that Yamagata and other
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eenrd had been consigned to oblivion was to prove hollow. In the
immediate resolution of the Taishd crisis the role and the im-
portance of the genrd was comparatively unharmed. It was pre-
mature to suppose that Yamagata and the elder statesmen had
been sidetracked from the main line of political power. Although
the nature of the crisis foreshadowed the open and more equal
contest between the major political forces in the 1920's, the de-
velopment of more genuine parliamentary government would
again be retarded by the declining but still considerable political
influence of Yamagata Aritomao.
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