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Abstract

NaraPalaceisanimportantlocationinthehistoryofJapanesearchaeologicalsiteconservation

becauseconservationworkherestartedearlyltheprOjectislargescale,andanumberofparticipants

areinvoIved.Thehistoryofconservationatthissitewentpassedthroughanumberofcomplexstages

overmorethanacentury,includinginitialdiscovery,callsfbrprotection,damage,initiationofa

conservationmovement,designationasahistoricsite,acquisitionoflandbytheJapanesegovemment,

implementationofaplanfbrprotection,andtheconstructionofanationalhistoricalpark.Therehave

alsobeenfrequentconnictswiththelivelihoodsoflocalresidentsduringtheconservationprocess,

especiallyduringthel960sandl970s.

Theaimofthispaperistosunnnarizeanddiscussanumberofexamplesoftheseconilicts,including

thepricesfbrlandacquisition,thescopeofdesignations,andreconstructingresidences,aswellas

othersituationsthathaveinnuencedlocalresidents.Theexperiencesdiscussedinthispaperreveal

anumberofpossiblesolutionstotheissuesfacedbylocalresidentsthatcanbeappliedtofilrther

hannoniouscoexistenceattheNaraPalacesite,andalsoprovideavaluableexperiencebasefbrother

archaeologicalsitesmsimilarsituations.
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平城宮跡保存に関する地域住民生活の問題点と解決策

人間社会環境研究科人間社会環境学専攻

王 冬冬

要旨

平城宮跡は，その保存整備の歴史が長く，広範囲にわたり，参加者が多様であるという点か

ら，日本の考古遺跡保存の歴史において重要な位置づけにある。その保存整備の過程は複雑で，

発見された当初から保存意識が呼びかけられたが，遺跡の損傷が明らかになると．いよいよ保存

運動が本格的に始まった。その後，国による特別史跡への指定と遺跡全域の購入，保存構想の実

施を経て国営歴史公園として整備されるまで100年余りの歴史がある。その過程において，とく

に1960年代から70年代にかけて，平城宮跡の保存整備をめく．り，地元の住民生活との葛藤が繰り

返し見られたことは注目に値する。

本稿は，平城宮跡の保存と地元住民との間に見られた対立として，国による遺跡の買い上げ価
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格や，史跡指定の区域，住民側の建造物の改築・増築などを分析した上で，これら対立の原因と

その後の解決策に関して考察を行った。本研究により，平城宮跡の保存における対立や衝突など

についてどのような解決策が実現され,地元住民との共生を達成したかが明らかにされることで，

同様の問題を抱える他の遺跡の保存整備に対し，問題解決を達成した先行例を提示することが期

待される。

キーワード

平城宮跡，遺跡保存，地域住民

1.ReSearChBackground

Thebalancebetweenarchaeologicalsite

conservationandlocalresidents'livelihood

arewidelyappealedandemphasizedby

internationalorganizationsandsomecountries.

Sometreatieswereenactedrelatedto

thistopic,suchastheArticle2inC力α〃eγ

/bγ油eProrec"o〃α"JMa"age"7e"r呼油e

』γc/meoﾉogicaﾉHe'"qge(1990)bylCOMOS.

Thearticlestatesthat"Activeparticipation

bythegeneralpublicmustformpartof

policiesfOrtheprotectionofthearchaeological

heritage.Thisisessentialwheretheheritage

ofindigenouspeoplesisinvolved・Participation

mustbebaseduponaccesstotheknowledge

necessaryfordecisionmaking.Theprovision

ofinfOrmationtothegeneralpublicistherefOre

animportantelementinintegratedprotection.''

OthertypicalcaseistheconservationofAsuka

AreainJapan.Inl980,SPecm/Meqs"'･es

Z,qwCo"ceJwi"gPF"ese7･1ﾉα"o"Q/Hisro"cαノ

M""'αﾉFｾαr"'“α"αAfqj"re"α"ceqfLM"g

E"v"o""e"〃"小邸肋〃"tzge(｢明日香村におけ

る歴史的風土の保存及び生活環境の整備等に関

する特別措置法』)wasenacted,twoessencesof

whichareconservationofhistoricallandscape

andimprovementoflocalresidents'livelihood.

Therefore,akeypointforthesustainable

conservationofarchaeologicalsiteistosoIvethe

issuesconcerninglocalresident'slivelihood.

Ingeneral,Japanhasawealthofexperience

relatedtolocalresidentsduringtheconservation

andutilizationofthearchaeologicalsite.For

example,theimplementationandrevisionof』α

o"Prorec伽〃"C"伽rαﾉPmper"esprotectsthe

rightsoflocalresidents;theimplementationof

conservationplanssuchasFudokinoOka(風土

記の丘)andFurusatoBunkanoTaikenhiroba(ふ

るさと文化の体験広場)mentionstheconstruction

ofIocalcultures;theconstructionofhundreds

ofarchaeologicalparksprovidesplacestopublic

especiallylocalresidentsfOrhistoricaleducation

andleisure;thehighconsciousnessofprotecting

sites,inadditiontoimplementofvariousand

regularactivitiesinthesites,promotethehigh

participationratesoflocalresidentsandlocal

communitiesinthesiteconservation.

However,manychallenges,thoughts,and

practicesexistintheearlystageofJapanese

archaeologicalsiteconservationtoobtain

thesesuccessfulexperiences.Inthel960s-70s,

Japaneseeconomywasdevelopingrapidly,and

thus,theconstructionofinfrastructuressuch

astheextensionofroadsandtheconstruction

ofbuildingswasblooming.Naracity,theold

capitalofJapan,wasaffectedbythiskindof

situation;therefOre,theconservationofsitesand

naturalenvironmentwasdangerous.However,

theconservationmovementsofNaraPalace

Siteduringtheconstructionoftramgarage

andNationalRoute241edtothediscussions
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ofwaystoprotectthearchaeologicalsites

duringtheeconomicconstructionandwaysto

improvethelocalresidents'livelihoodduring

thesiteconservation.Thispaperanatomizesthe

connictsbetweenthesiteconservationandlocal

residents'livelihood,analyzesthegainorloss

oflocalresidents'benefitsandthetransitionof

theirposition,andfindsthesolutionsofthose

issuestoachievetheharmoniouscoexistencein

NaraPalaceSite.

2．SOurceSOftheData

Thispaperresearchestheissuesrelatedto

localresidentsduringtheconservationprocess

ofNaraPalaceSitemainlyinthel960s-70s.

Therefore,thesourcesofthedataarefrom

newspapers,relatedorganizations'publications,

mainprotectors'biographiesandmanuscripts,

aswellastheinterviewsoflocalresidents

experiencedthatperiod.

Regardingnewspapers,itisoneofthe

popularmediainthel960s-70s・Itconveys

thegovernmentpolicyofsiteconservation.

Meanwhile,itexpressestherequirementoflocal

residents.Ⅳ〃α"jch”c〃肋加加〃（奈良日日

新聞)!andIfJ"α”乃加es(大和タイムス)!!are

twomainlocalnewspapersinNara,and48α〃

Sﾉ,加加〃（朝日新聞)andlb"z"･j肋加加〃（読

売新聞)arethemainnationalnewspapers.

Regardingrelatedorganizations'publications,

eachofthemfOcusesondifferentaspects.For

example,the4"""αIB""e""QfNM"･aNq"o"α／

Resec"℃〃肋Sr伽re/brc"伽'αﾉPmper"es(奈良

文化財研究所年報1958topresent)recordsthe

professionalresearchesofNaraPalaceSite,

whileitrarelyinvoIvesthelocalresidents;

B""ze"〃oⅣどws(文全協ニユース)(1964to

present)concentratesonthearchaeologicalsite

conservationinJapan,whichmentionsNara

PalaceSiteoccasionally.

Regardingmainprotectors'biographiesand

manuscripts,theyrecordedtheprotectors'high

enthusiasmandresponsibility,inadditionto

strongactiontoprotectthesitethatencouraged

thegeneralpublic.

Regardingtheinterviewsoflocalresidents,

theintervieweesagedover70yearsexperienced

theconservationprocessofNaraPalaceSite.

Thechangesintheirlivelihoodandtheir

attitudesforsiteconservationarequite

importantdatafOrthisresearch.

Thecomprehensiveanalysisofthesedatawill

behelpfultoresearchtheconservationofNara

PalaceSiteandtheconditionoflocalresidents

inthel960s-70s・Especially,somecluescanbe

fOundfromthedetailedinfOrmationtosolvethe

generalissuesconcerningsiteconservationand

localresidents'livelihood.

3．MainIssues

DuringtheconservationprocessofNara

PalaceSite,severalissuesaffectedlocal

residents'livelihood.Firstisthechangein

theownershipandusageofthelandduring

thenationallandacquisitionandhistoricsite

designation;secondistheinconveniencecaused

tolocalresidentsintheprotectivearea;third

istheparticipationoflocalorganizationsand

individualsinthesiteconservation.

3.1．NationalLandAcquisitionofNaraPalaceSite

Alongwiththeconservationmovement

ofthetramgarageconstructioninthenon-

designatedareaofNaraPalaceSite,the

conservationofarchaeologicalsitehasbecome

famous.ToprotecttheentireareaofNara

PalaceSitecompletely,thenationalprojectof

landacquisitionwasstartedinl961(S36)ii{
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byNaraPrefectureauthorizedbythenational

government.However,atthattime,therewas

nodetailedinformationabouttheschedule,

scope,price,andmethod.TherefOre,theclamor

againstthesitedesignationwashighbecauseof

itsrestrictionregardinglandusage.Meanwhile,

localresidentshighlydoubtedthescopeof

landacquisitionaswellastheprice.Themost

importantthingisthattheywereworrying

abouttheirliveswithoutfarminginthefUture.

(NaranichinichiS37.7.12(1),S37.8.6(1))

Fivemainissuesareincludedinthenational

landacquisition.Firstisthescheduleandscope;

secondisthepriceandmethod;thirdisthe

profitdistributionbetweenthelandusersand

owners;fourthishowtodealwiththenon-

designatedareaofNaraPalaceSite;thelastis

theemotionsoflocalresidentsfOrnationalland

acquisition.

3.1.1．ScheduleandScope

Duetothelimitationofthenationalfiscal

expenditure,thenationallandacquisitionofthe

entireareaofNaraPalaceSitewasimplemented

yearbyyear.Itmeansthattheplanwasmade

inthepreviousyear,andtheimplementation

wasdoneinthecurrentyear・Thelandacquisition

planofNaraPalaceSitebeganinS37,was

implementedinS38,andwasalmostcompleted

inS41.(NaranichinichiS37.7.12(1))During

S40,thewesternpartofNaraPalaceSitewas

designatedasahistoricsite.Itgreatlypromoted

thenationallandacquisition.

Inthefirstyear(S38),thescheduleandthe

scopeofthelandacquisitionhadnotreleased

untilMay.However,thefarmerswereinarush

toplantcrops,andthemerchantshesitatedto

opentheshops.(NaranichinichiS38.5.18(1))

Finally,throughthecommunicationwiththe

directoroftheresponsibledepartment,theplan

thatincluded23hectaresandcost420million

yenwasmadeandbegantobeimplementedin

August.

However,thelocalresidentsandthegovernment

ofNaraPrefecturediscussedaboutthescopeof

landacquisitionfOrmanytimes.First,theplan

fOrthescopewasmadebythegovernmentside

basedonthesuggestionsfromtheresearch

institute,whichincludedtheruinsofcitywall

andgate,whilethelocalresidentsdisagreed

withthisplan.(NaranichinichiS38.5.22(1))

Thenthelocalresidentsgavethreereasons-the

planonlyincludedthesurroundingarea,theplan

wouldbemorealarminginthenextyear,andthe

surveyandexcavationbeforelandacquisition

mighttakealongtime-andtheyoHeredtheir

ownplan.(NaranichinichiS38.5.24(2))Further,

asectionchieffromtheNationalCommissionfOr

ProtectionofCulturalProperties(文化財保護委

員会)cametoNaraandexpressedtheopinion

thatthegovernmentwouldprotectthelocal

residents'interests･Meanwhile,somenecessary

meanswereavailabletoconservethesite,if

needed.Healsourgedtofinishthesurveyand

畿霧舞蕊議溌:獺

､6我・

鎌

Figurel.NationalLandAcquisitionofNaraPalace

SiteinS38andtheDoubtAreafromLocal

Residents

(NaranichinichiS39.3.9(1),S38.5.28(1))
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Figure2・ProcessofNationalLandAcquisitioninNaraPalaceSite

(NarakenKankouS39.7.10(3)andYamatoTmesS39.12.10)

expresstheirrequirementsfortheland

acquisitionplanandimplementation.Especially

regardingrelocation,theyhadfinaldecision

whethermoveornot.Oneimportantsourceto

expresstheiropmionsisbylocalorganizations,

andanothersourcetoensurethepoweroflocal

residentsisbymediacoverage.

excavationworkassoonaspossibletoreduce

thelocalresidents'concerns.(Naranichinichi

S38.66(1))Finally,thelocalresidentswere

easingriftswiththegovernmentofNara

Prefecture,andtwosidesreachedaconsensus

throughdiscussion.(Figurel)

Inthesecondyear(S39),althoughsuggestions

weremadetoacquirelargerscope,the

government'sfiscalsituationmadeitdifficult

toachievethedesiredobjective・Consequently,

similarplanasthepreviousyearthatincluded

23hectaresandcost440millionyenwasmade,

andtheprocessofimplementationproceeded

smoothly(Figure2)

Inthethirdyear(S40),thesupportfrom

governmentwasreduced;therefOre,thetotal

fUndforlandacquisitionwashalfofthatinthe

previoustwoyears.Furthermore,challenges

fromthelocalresidents'highcompensationfOr

farmlandandtherelocationof25families(29

generations)madethelandacquisitionsluggish.

(Narani'chini(ThiS40.3.7(1))InS41,thepressure

ofrelocationwassdllhigh.Theplansofland

acquisitioncouldnotbennishedveryweninthe

lasttwoyears.(Tablel)

Tosumup,localresidentshadrightsto

3.1.2.PriceandMethod

Thepurposeofnationallandacquisitionof

NaraPalaceSiteisnonprofituse,whichisto

conservethearchaeologicalsiteutilizedby

thepublic.TherefOre,thepriceandmethodof

thislandacquisitioncannotbecomparedwith

thatforcommercialpurpose.Thelackofsite

conservationconsciousnessandthedemand

fortheinterestsoflocalresidentskindled

con伍ctswithregardtothepriceandmethod

oflandacquisition.FromS38toS41,theprice

wasincreasingannuallyandthemethodwas

adjustedonce.

First,throughthepreliminaryconsultations

withlocalresidents,thepricewasdecidedas

6000yenperTsubo(1坪1saround3.3m2)in

S38,whichincludedthelandcompensation

andlandtransfertaxTherefore,70,000



138 人間社会環境研究第34号2017.9

Tablel.ScopeofNationalLandAcquisitioninNaraPalaceSite

Schedule LandACquisitionPlan CompleteStatus

BefOreS38,thecentralareaofNaraPalaceSitearound23.57hectaresisnationalland.

TheentireareaofNaraPalaceSiteis99hectares,andextendstol20hectares.

S38

S39

Previous

Plan

S39

Final

Plan

S40

Previous

Plan

S40

Final

Plan

S41

Previous

Plan

S41

FmalPlan

23hectarestothesouthoftheFirstAvenue

(一条通り)plantocost420mUlionyen.
(NaranichinichiS38.5.18(1))

46hectareslefttothesouthoftheFirst

Avenue.Itplanstocostaroundlbillionyen.

(NaranichinichiS38.7.26(1),S38.12.14(1))

23hectareslefttothesouthoftheFirst

Avenue.Itplanstocost440millionyen.

(NaranichinichiS39.1.17(1))
一＝－●－－－－＝＝－－－－－－－一一一一一一一＝一一一宇一一勺－－÷＝一一一一一勺一一●－－●●｡●◇＝つ◆年中●●守口一一一＝争一①－●◆由守◆一争一今冬由●｡｡●●｡｡●■■｡■■■｡●●｡｡｡｡●争●令●●

23.5hectareslefttothesouthoftheFirst

Avenue.

(NaranichinichiS39.3.28(1))

16.638hectareslefttothesouthoftheFirst

Avenue,and14.7hectarestothenorthofthe

FirstAvenueplantocost900millionyen.

(NaranichinichiS39.12.10(1))
．●の｡●今●今｡－．一○一一凸凸今．｡一一■｡一一一凸｡｡▲｡‐●4■｡｡｡｡●凸｡｡｡』■｡｡■●｡｡■｡｡⑧■｡｡｡●一○●●●●■｡｡●●｡●⑧●■■■⑧■■■■■毎口｡■守寺■守守‐｡■‐｡■■■■■■●｡a⑧

34.4051hectaresleftinNaraPalaceSite,280

mlhonyengotapproved.

(NaranichinichiS39.12.22(1))

18.5hectareslefttothesouthoftheFirst

Avenue.Itplanstocost450millionyen.
(NaranichinichiS40.7.23(2),S40.1.6(1))

4.9hectarestothenorthoftheFirstAvenue.

(NaranichinichiS40.9.1(1))

7.5hectarestothenorthoftheFirstAvenue

hadmeasuredtheproportion.Atleast5

hectaresshouldbeacquired.

(NaranichinichiS41.5．19(2))
－－－－－－凸凸一一一凸一一＝－－－今＝－一一一一－一一＝一一一一一一由一一一一一一口一一口一一一凸今■凸4■今凸凸今凸■由全一凸一心一由凸今｡●今心凸■●■｡■●■の⑧■●■■■■■｡■■1■■■■■⑧⑧‐｡■■●の｡●●

4.2hectarestothenorthoftheFirstAvenue.

(NaranichinichiS41.10.7(1))

Inthenrstperiod,14.8hectares(around65%)
werennished,whichrelatedtol20residents.

Inthesecondperiod,6hectareswere6nished.

Inthethirdperiod,1.7hectaresdisputedarea

weresmldiscussingwithresidents.
(NaranichinichiS38・10.14(1))

■■■■句■■■■■■②｡‐■－－⑧■｡｡■■4■■●●■●｡－■■－■■■■｡■包む■■q■－■ご寺■■｡●｡？'■●●今守ひ●●●●●●●●◆●●◆◆●の◆◆●◆●●①早◆●●・申｡｡‐■②■⑧■｡■■②■■■■‐■■'■■

Finally,22hectareswerennishedinS38.
(NaranicmnichiS39.3.28(1))

16hectareswerefinishedbefOretheendof

April,whichrelatedtol50residents・And

left7hectareswereplanningtonnishbefOre

Mayll
th

(NaranichinichiS39.5.1(1))
◆●寺｡●口中一マ◆申●今申守寺寺守守寺一口守一幸一一＝●●●｡◆◆●争争一申◆｡■凸－．－｡｡｡■。‐⑧■｡●‐■⑧｡。●■。■。■‐■⑧■｡‐⑧■‐■■②｡■■■●■■‐■ご毎＝由わ●●由◆令①｡◆●｡◆‐●｡●｡

6.6hectaresintheleft7hectareswerefinished

untilMayl2th,whichrelatedto60residents.
(NaranichinichiS39.5.12(2))

●令宇◆今守申守マ●甲守●申■寺寺守口寺寺■■呑む－中●◆●わ◆●●｡◆争凸争争争申･争争■争争■■‐口⑧■‐の■巴■■●⑧■■｡⑧■■■■■｡■■■■■■■‐■■包む■●｡■‐守口宇守ウロ●◆◆ゆ●◆●申●◆●●●◆

Finally， 22.97hectareswerefinishedinS39.

(NaranichinichiS39.12.10(1))

Inthefirstperiod,11.57hectareswere

finishedandcost300millionyen,which
relatedtol25residents.

(NaranichinichiS40.ll.1(1))
Thennalsituationwasnotclear.

Finally,duetotheincreasingoftheprice/
hectares,3.96hectarestothenorthofthe

FirstAvenuewerennished.

(NaranichinichiS41.10.7(1))

Notes:Alloftheunitsofproportionareunitedashectare.
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Tsubo(23hectares)wouldcost420million

yen・BeyondthebasicfeefOrlandacquisition,

othercompensationssuchasfOrthecultivation

werenotmentioned,whicharousedthelocal

residents'discontent.(NaranichinichiS38.5.16

(1),S38.5.18(1))

However,localresidentswerenotsatisfied

withasinglepricefOrmeasuringtheproportion

later.Theyrequireddifferentpricesaccording

totheconvenienceofdifferentarea.Tosatisfy

thelocalresidents'requirement,theland

acquisitionofficeconveyedthissituationto

theNationalCommissionforProtectionof

CulturalProperties.(NaranichinichiS38.6.29

(1))Finally,themethodofdifferentpricesfOr

differentareaswasaccepted,andthelowest

pricewas6000yenperTsubo.(Naranichinichi

S38.7.26(1))Accordingtothereport,the

differentpricesbasedondistancefromthe

arterialtrafficweredecided.Thereweretwo

levels,AandB・Alevelisthearealessthan30

metersfromthearterialtraffic,andtheprice

is7200yenperTsubo;anotherareaisBlevel,

thepriceofwhichis6000yen・Someadditional

conditionswereannounced.Forexample,local

residentscouldnotcontinuefarming;taxcuts

andothercompensationswouldnotbeoffered;

andthelettersfOrlandacquisitionshadtobe

submittedbefOreAugustl5th.(Naranichinichi

S38.7.24)

Duetothein-depthdiscussionintheprevious

year,thelandacquisitionprojectwentsmoothly

inS39.Thereweredifferentpricesbasedonthe

distancefromthearterialtraHic,whiletheprice

ofAlevelincreasedto8000yen,andthatofB

levelwasstill6000yen.(NaranichinichiS39.1.28

(1))

However,thediscussionofthepriceinS40

becamecomplicatedagain.Localresidents

urgedtoincreasethepriceoflandacquisition

substantiallythroughtherisesinprices.

(NaranichinichiS40.3.7(1),S40.6.28(1))

TheyrequiredanincreaseasmuchaslOOO

yenperTsubo.(NaranichinichiS40.7.23(2))

Inprinciple,thenationalgovernmentdidnot

agreetoraisethepricefOrtwomainreasons.

Ontheonehand,itwasunfairtotheresidents

whopasstheownershipoftheirlandtothe

governmentinformeryears.Ontheother

hand,thelandacquisitionplanofthescopeand

budgetinS40wasalreadyfixed,whichwas

difficulttoadjust.(NaranichinichiS40.9.1(1))

Topromotethenationallandacquisitionproject,

NaraPrefecturegovernmentdidwhatthey

coulddotoraise200yen,whichisthesame

asthebankinterest.UnfOrtunately,itdidnot

satisfythelocalresidentsatall.(Naranichinichi

S40.7.23(2))Thereafter,OKUDARyozo(奥田

良三),theNaraPrefecturalgovernor,usedhis

specialrightstoraiseanotherlOOyenasthe

compensationfOrfarming.Finally,thepricerose

300yenperTsuboinS40,andthenationalland

acquisitioncouldbecontinued.(Naranichinichi

S40.9.1(1),S40.9.5(1))

InS41,thelandacquisitionfacedbig

challengesintheresidentialareaAccordingto

thereport,thegovernmentdecidedtoraise400

yenperTsubocomparedwiththatinthelast

year.However,thelocalresidentsrequiredan

increaseof700yen.Afterdiscussion,700yen

wereacceptedbythegovernmentatlast,which

thenreducedthelandacquisitionscopefrom

4.2hectaresto3.96hectares.(Naranichinichi

S41.10.7(1))(Table2)

Tosumup,localresidentshadagreatdealof

powerwithregardtothelandacquisitionprice

andmethod・Theytriedtogetthegreatest

benefitthroughthelandacquisition.TherefOre,

nationalgovernmentandNaraPrefectural

governmenttriedtheirbesttoprovidehigher
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financialcompensationtothem.Duringthis

process,thelocalorganizationandmediaplayed

animportantroleincontinuingtheprojectand

inensuringlocalresidents'interests.

landownersshouldsharethelandcompensation

withthelandusersiftheyleasedtheland,

whilethelandownerswereveryreluctantto

allowthisrule．(NaranichinichiS38.5.16(1))

TherefOre,91andownersandl31andusersfaced

thisissueinthelandacquisitionprOjectinS38

concerningtheareawithl.7hectares.Finally,

thislandacquisitionwashungupforprofit

distribution.(NaranichinichiS38.10.14(1)iv)

ThesameconflicthappenedinS39､2hectares

area,301andownersandmanylanduserswere

involvedin.(NaranichinichiS39.6.11(2)")The

coreofthecontradictionwashowtodivide

landcompensationintotwosides.Theland

usersrequired50%atthebeginningandthen

3.1.3．ProfitDistribution:TheI,zmdUsersand

Owners

Aspecialissueinthenationallandacquisition

ofNaraPalaceSiteistheprontdistributionof

thecompensationbetweenthelandusersand

owners.Thekeytargetistoacquiretheentire

farmlandtothesouthoftheFirstAvenue.

InS38,thefeefOrlandacquisition,which

is6000yenperTsubo,shouldincludethe

landcompensationandlandtransfertax.The

Table2.ThePriceofNationalLandAcquisitionofNaraPalaceSite

Note:AnoftheunitsofproportionareunitedasTsubo

Schedule Government'PriceandMethod LocalResidents'0
● ■

pmlons

ThecompensationfromKintetsuRailwaycompany(近鉄)wasaround5000yenperTsubo.

S38

Previous

Plan

Singleprice,6000yenperTsubo

(NaranichinichiS38､5.16(1),S38.5.18(1))

0ppose (NaranichinichiS38.6.29(1))

S38

FinalPlan

DiHErentprlces

Alevel:7200yenperTsubo

Blevel:6000yenperTsubo

(NaranichinichiS38.7.26(1))

Agree

S39 Diferentprices

Ｏ
Ｏ
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(NaranichinichiS39.3.28)

Agree

S40

FinalPlan

aftermany
discussions

DiHerentprices
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ｕ
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(NaranichinichiS40､9.1(1),S40.9.5(1))

LocalresidentsrequiredraisinglOOOyenper

Tsubo,whilethegovernmenttriestheirbest

toraise300yen.

(NaranichinichiS40.7.23(2),S40.9.1(1),

S40.9.5(1))

S41

Previous

Plan

Diferentprices

Alevel:8700yenperTsubo

Blevel:6700yenperTsubo

(NaranichinichiS41､10.7(1))

Thegovernmentsuggestedraising400yen

perTsubo,whilethelocalresidentsopposed.
(NaranichinichiS41.10.7(1))

S41

FinalPlan

DiHerentprices
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(NaranichinichiS41.10.7(1),S41.11.6(1))

Localresidentsrequiredraising700yenper

Tsubo,andfinallyitwasacceptedbythe

government.

(NaranichinichiS41､10.7(1),S41.11.6(1))
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reducedto40%.(NaranichinichiS40.1.6(1))

However,thegapswerequitewidesuchthat

thelandownersonlywantedtoofferlO%.The

landacquisitionofficecouldonlyofferchances

fOrbothsidesfOrdiscussion.

Throughlongtimediscussion,thelandowners

agreedtoincreasethecompensationto30%

untilS40.However,10%differencewasstill

existing・Finally,throughthemediationbythe

oldandrespectablepersonintown,twosides

reachedanagreement.(Table3)

Tosumup,duringthelandacquisition,

notonlybetweenthegovernmentandlocal

residentsbutalsoamongdifferentlocal

residents'groupsfacedvariousissues.To

protecttheentirearchaeologicalsitethrough

landacquisition,thegovernmentmadesome

concessionontheprice.Inaddition,the

importantandrespectablepersonsinthe

townplayedanimportantroletocompromise

contradictionsamongthelocalresidents・Under

thecommoneifOrtsofallsides,thespecialissue

inthenationallandacquisitionofNaraPalace

Sitewassolved.

3.1.4．DesignationofNon-DesignatedArea

Duringtheconstructionoftramgarage,the

scopeofNaraPalaceSiteextendedseveral

times,andtheconservationprojectstarted

immediately.Comparedwiththeinterestsofthe

newdiscoveriesandthenationalconservation

project,localresidentswhowerelivingor

farminginthesiteareawereconcernedabout

itsinHuenceontheirlives.Forexample,would

thelandacquisitionincludethenon-designated

areaandtheresidentialarea？Whetherthenon‐

Table3.ProfitDistributionBetweentheLandUsersandOwnersduringNationaILandAcquisitionofNara

PalaceSite

Schedule

S38

October

S39

November

S40

January

S40

September

S40

November

DiSputedArea

1.7hectares

2hectares

2hectares

5.3hectares

RelatedPersons

91andowners

131andusers

301andowners

Manylandusers

361andowners

Morethan401andusers

251andowners

501andusers

TheirOpinions

Thelandownersdidnotwanttosharethe

compensatlonwiththelandusers.

Thisissuewashungup.

(NaranichinichiS38.10.14(1))

Thelandusersrequired50%,while

Thelandownersonlyoffer10%.

Theissuecannotbesolved.

(NaranichinichiS39.6.11(2))

Thelandusersrequired40%,whilethe

landownersonlyoHer10%.

Thelandacquisitionofficetriedtomediate

thedispute,butdidnotreachanagreement.

(NaranichinichiS40.1.6(1))

Thelandusersrequired40%,whilethe

landownersonlyoHer30%.

Theoldandrespectablepersonintownkept

onthemediation.

(NaranichinichiS40.9.22(2))

Finally,thelandownersandlandusersreachedanagreement,andtheysubmittedtheletters

fOrlandacquisitions.

(NaranichinichiS40.11.1(1))
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designatedareawouldbedesignatedasthe

hiRtoricsitethathadstrictrestrictions？

Accordingtothereport,unmthesurveyand

excavationinS39,theentireareaofNaraPalace

Siteis99hectares,whichincluded55hectares

designatedasthespecialhistoricsiteand44

hectaresasnon-designated.Furthermore,80

localresidentshadconnectionstothenon-

designatedarea.SincetheendofS37,local

residentswerewidelyopposedtothedesignated

ofhistoricsiteforseverallimitationsonthe

land:usagechange,transaction,andownership

transfer.Especiallyintheresidentialarea,it

wasfOrcefUllyopposedbythelocalresidents

Hvingatthere.(NaranichimchiS39.3.9(1))

However,thedesignationoftheentire

areaofNaraPalaceSiteisanimportantstep

toconservethesiteundertheprotection

standardsofhistoricsite.Limitedbythebudget

andtime,thenewdesignatedareacouldonlybe

thesamelandacquisitionarea.Inotherwords,

ifthearealikethedenselypopulatedareais

impossibletobeacquired,thedesignationofthis

areawillbedelayed.(NaranichinichiS39310

(1))ToachievetheoverallprotectionofNara

PalaceSite,theentireareatothesouthofthe

FirstAvenuethatincluded25families(27

generations)wasdesignatedashistoricalarea

andplannedtoacquire.Finally,severalhouses

mthenorthwestofthisareacannotbeacquired

evenitisinthedesignatedarea(Naranichimchi

S40.4.28(2))TothenorthoftileFirstAvenue,

morehousesinthedesignatedareacannotbe

acquiredfi･omthelocalresidents.

Furthermore,thedesignationofnon-designated

areacouldprovidebenefitstolocalresidents

too.Duringthenationallandacquisition,the

designatedareacouldenjoythepreferential

policiesonlandtransfertax,whichismuch

lowerthanthenon-designatedarea.Accordingtothe

report,thelandtransfertaxonthedesignated

areaisl/4,whilethatofthenon-designated

areaisl/2.(NaranichimchiS39.4.16(1))

Finally,throughmanydiscussionswithlocal

residents,intheentire312,000Tsuboarea(103

hectares)ofNaraPalaceSite,33,400Tsubo(11

hectares,220families)residentialareastothe

northoftheFirstAvenuewasnotdesignated

asahistoricsite;alltheother278,600Tsubo(92

hectares)areaweredesignatedasahistoric

site.Itincludesl66,700Tsubo(55.1hectares)in

thecentralareadesignatedbefOre,andll,000

Tsubo(36.7hectares)inthesurroundingarea

asanewhistoricsite.(Naranir､hinichiS40.6.26

(1)､'i)(Figure3)

Tosumup,fortheissuesofwhether

archaeologicalsiteshouldbedesignatedand

whetherlandacquisitionneedstobedone,

governmentandlocalresidentstrytlleirbestto

maximizetheirpurposeandprofit.TherefOre,

thegovernmenthadtobothconservelarger

scopeofthesiteandrespectindividuals'

opinionsatlarge.

Figure3.ProcessofHistoricSiteDesignationin

NaraPalaceSite

(NaraNationalResearchInstituteforCultural

Properties2016:8,Figure9)
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3.1.5．EmotionsofLocalResidents

Thelandacquisitionandrelocationthat

happenedinNaraPalaceSitearehappening

atmanyothersites.Itinfluencesthelocal

resident31ivingandproduction,eventheir

emotionsandideasthatcouldchangethesocial

structureofthevillage.

InthenationallandacquisitionofNaraPalace

Site,localresidentsareconcernedabouttwo

mainissues:scopeandprice.Forscope,they

werestronglyopposedintheresidentialarea

thatmaytotallychangetheirlives;fOrprice,

theywantedtogetmoreprOfitsaftertheygave

alltheirlandtothegovernment・Considering

therequirementsfromlocalresidentsandthe

conservationofNaraPalaceSite,theentirearea

tothesouthoftheFirstAvenuewasdesignated

asahistoricsitearea,butthedesignationof

residentialareatothenorthwascompromised.

Evendesignatedareaandplannedtoacquire,

thefinaldecisionwasuptolocalresidents.It

isthusclearthataseriesofactivitiesfOrthe

conservationofNaraPalaceSitehadgreat

inauenceonthelocalresidentsatmanyaspects,

whileatleasttheycouldmaketheirown

decisionincertaincases.

Afterlandacquisitionandrelocation,thelocal

residentslivesweretotallychanged,which

expressedtwofeatures.Ontheonehand,they

didnothavefarmlandanymore,sotheyhad

tofindnewjobs.Iftheymoved,theyhadto

makeanewrelationshipwithneighbors.All

theirlivesneededtobeadjusted.Ontheother

hand,theygotalargeamountofcompensation,

sotheycanrebuildthehouses,buysomenew

furniture,ormakeaninvestment.Theirliving

standardswereimprovedinashorttime.For

example,1.25billionyenwerepaidto2501ocal

residentsinthelandacquisitionofNaraPalace

SiteduringS38-S40.Onaverage,oneperson

got5billionyenandafamilyoftwogotlO

billionyenatleast.Besideslivingconsumption,

manyresidentspurchasenewfarmlandor

mountainlandatotherareas.Eventhoughthe

localresidentssoldthefarmlandfromtheir

ancestorsformanygenerations,theystill

keeptheconnectionswiththeareathrough

theorganizationsorganizedbythemselves.

Theycanjoininthesurveyandexcavation,as

wellasthecleaningofNaraPalaceSite.The

connectionsbetweenlandandlocalresidents

werenotcutofbutchangedintoanotherfOrm.

(NaranichinichiS41.1.6(2))

Tosumup,althoughthediscoveriesand

conservationofNaraPalaceSitebrought

greatchangestolocalresidents,whilethe

changeshappenedsmoothlyandgently,not

rapidlyandcrucially.Withthecomingofaging

society,manyoldpeoplepassawayandyoung

peoplemovedoutfromtheprotectiveareaof

NaraPalaceSite・Theconnictsbetweenland

acquisitionandlocalresidentscanbesolved

stepbystep.

3.2.InconvenientofLocalResidentWLivenhood

DuringtheconservationofNaraPalaceSite,

someconaictsemergedinlocalresidents'daily

lives,suchasconstructionandreconstructionof

houses,constructionofpublicfacilities,farming

withoutauthorizationandscheduleofweeding.

3.2.1．ConstructionandReconstructionofHouses

Oneofthebiggestissuesinthesite

conservationistheconstructionofhouses.

TheappropriatesolutionfOrthisissuedirectly

relatedtotheresultofsiteconservationandthe

livesoflocalresidents.Threerepresentative

caseswerereportedinthenewspapers.

Thefirstcaseisthereconstructionof

MURATA'shouse(村田善-).Accordingtothe
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report,ithelpedthelocalresidenttoget

thereplyofwhethertheconstructionwas

permitted.Moreover,inthisreport,ithelped

anotherlocalresidentnamedFUKUDA(福田純

-)togetthereplyofwhetherthe4Mthousand

yenlosscausedbytheexcavationinfrontofhis

housecanbegotornot.(NaranichinichiS37.8.4

(1))NodetailedinfOrmationorfUrtherreports

mentionedabouttheresults・However,wecan

findthattherequirementsoflocalresidentscan

bereachedtotheprincipalbymedia

Thesecondcaseistheconstructionof

INAGAKI'shouse(稲垣耕正).Accordingtothe

report,itdescribedtheprocessofhowthe

illegalconstructionhappenedandfinallygot

permitted.Thelocalresidentwasplanningto

bundahouseonhisownarea.Duringoneand

ahalfyears,hesubmittedtherequirements

twicebutrefusedforharderandharder

reasons.Finally,hestartedtheconstruction

withoutofficialpermissionbecausehecould

nolongertoleratethedelay.Whentheillegal

constructionhappened,theNationalCommission

fOrProtectionofCulturalPropertiesdiscussed

aboutthiseventimmediatelyandgaveoral

permission.(NaranichinichiS40.7.14(2))

Therefore,althoughtheconstructioninthe

protectiveareaofNaraPalaceSiteisstrictly
P

controlled,theconstructionoflocalresidents

ownhousesshouldbesolvedintimefirst.

Ifthedamageofruinsundergroundislittle,

theconstructionshouldbeallowedonsome

conditions.

Thethirdcaseistheconstructionofhouses

fOrrentingbylWAKI(岩城辰藏)andNISHIDA

(西田シズエ).Accordingtothereporton

Ⅳtzrα"ic""ic〃鋤i"6"",lfz碗arO乃加es,4sα〃

"ewsq"dX，加加riS版加6面〃,thosereports

describedtheprocessofhowtheillegal

constructionhappenedandhadbeenstopped.

Twolocalresidentssubmittedtherequirement

tobundnewhousesnexttotheirownhouses.

WithoutthereplyfOrhalfayear,theystarted

theconstructionillegally.Duringtheprocess

Mconstruction,theAgencyofCulturalAHairs

(文化庁)triedtostoptheconstructionthrough

releasingthegovernmentdecreeandorganizing

meeting,buttheseapproachesweredidnot

work.Then,theAgencyofCulturalAHairstried

toacquirethenewconstructionarea,butthey

cannotagreeonprice.Finally,theirhouseswere

completed.Buttheyneededtopay20thousand

yenfineanddemolishedtheillegalbuildingsin

60daysbasedontherules.However,22rentals

from8familieshadalreadymovedintothe

housesduringthisperiod.Eventhedecrees

ofillegalconstructionintheprotectivearea

werestrict,thepunishmentsweredi伍cultto

implementagainsttherequirementfromso

manypeople.Finally,thiseventwasfinished

withnoresults.

Differentfromthesecondcase,theillegal

constructionfOrcommercialprofitwasfOrcefully

opposed.Governmenttriedmanyapproachesto

solvethisissuebutfanedduetolimitedbudget,

lowandslowexecutiveability.Thegoodpoint

isthattheconaictsinthiseventwarnedother

similaractivities,andtheillegalconstruction

fOrcommercialprofitdidnotspreadandoutof

control.

3.2.2．ConstructionofPublicFacilities

Publicfacilitiesincluderoad,park,service

facilitiesandetc.Sometimes,theconstruction

makesaconcessiontothesiteconservation.

Itiswellknownthattheconstructionoftram

garagewasstoppedandmovedoutsidethearea

ofNaraPalaceSite;theconstructionofNational

Route24wasreconsideredandtheplanwas

adjusted.Ontheopposite,thesiteconservation



TheLivelihoodsofNaraPalaceLocalResidents:SiteConservationlssuesandSolutionsl45

makesaconcessiontotheconstruction.

Accordingtothereport,theremovingofthe

policestationinSahTown(佐紀町)ledtomany

discussions.Thepolicemenrequiredtomovethe

shabbypolicestationtoanewarea.However,

theNationalCommissionforProtectionof

CulturalPropertiesopposedit.First,the

discoveriesinthenewareaareimportant

basedthesmallscaleexcavationbefOre.Second,

theconstructionintheprotectiveareamay

leadtotheprivateconstruction.Therefore,

reconstructionattheoriginalareawouldbe

6ne.(NaranichinichiS37.10.28(2))Theanswer

stirredupfeelingsofdissatisfaCtionamongthe

policemen,eventhelocalresidents.Allofthem

hopedtomovethepolicestationinaconvenient

place.Thelocalresidentseventookstrikeaction

ontheirexcavationtosupporttherelocation

ofpolicestation.Finallytheculturalproperty

protectionboardgavepermissionofrelocation

underthepressureoflocalresidents'opinion.

(NaranichinichiS37.ll.8(2))

ThehardeningofroadonthewestofNara

PalaceSiteledtomanydiscussionsaswell.

Thisroadisaccessedtothenewbranchof

NaraPrefecturalhospital,whichisalsothe

coreroadofresidentialarea.However,based

onthesurvey,thegateruinswerefoundon

thewestpart.Sotheconstructiondidnot

getthepermissionatthebeginning.Local

residentsexpresseddissatisfactionwiththe

situationwhytheirbenefitshouldbesacrificed.

(NaranichinichiS39.3.26(2))Gradually,the

hardeningoftheroadinNaraPalaceSitewas

donebasedoncarefUllysurveyandexcavation.

ButtheroadsystemsurroundedNaraPalace

SitehasnotchangedtoomuchfOrmanyyears.

ThenarrowroadandinconveniencetraHicare

alwaystheobstaclesoflocalresidents'livesby

theinterviewoflocalresidents.

3.2.3．FarmingwithoutAuthorization

Farmingwithoutauthorizationhadbeenan

issuefOralongtime.Accordingtothereport,

thefarminginnationallandwhichislocatedin

thenorthwestofNaraPalaceSiteandaccessed

inTaishoErawasstartedaftertheWorldWarll.

SincetheoutputofgrainwasquitelowinS20,

thefarminginthenationallandofNaraPalace

Sitewaspermitted.Thenthesituationwas

moderatedinS23,thusthespecialpermission

wascanceled.Overl6years,8personsstill

farmedatthatarea.Thegovernmentgave

oralwarningtotheillegalfarmersinS29,but

theyrequiredlOOthousandyencompensation.

Finally,theycannotreachanagreement.Since

thenationallandacquisitionstarted,thefarming

withoutauthorizationbecameabigissueagain.

Althoughthefarmerrequiredcompensation,

thegovernmentperfOrmedtoughactivitiesthis

time・First,awarningnoticewasputinthe

illegalfarmingarea.Second,aftertheharvestin

thisautumn,anyplantingwasfOrbidden.Third,

thefarmlandconsolidationfeewouldbepaidby

thegovernment.(NaranichinichiS39.10.2(2))

3.2.4．ScheduleofWeeding

Accordingtothereport,theweedingin

NaraPalaceSitewasconductedfourtimesa

yearfromJunetoOctober.Itwouldneed300

peopleandcost240thousandyenfOreachtime.

Toreducethecost,threeweedingmachines

werebroughtonJulyandweedingstartedlate

comparedwithbefore・Atthattime,thepest

anddiseasedamageinNaraPalaceSitehad

alreadyinfluencedthesurroundingfarming

areawhichstirredupfeelingsofdissatisfaction.

Finally,thescheduleofweedingPalaceshould

beontime.(Naranichinichi37.7.3(1))

Fromtheabove,nomattersmallorbig
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conflictshappenedrelatedwithlocalresidents

wereintheopen.Mostissuesweresolvedor

tryingtosolvebalancingthesiteconservation

andrequirementoflocalresidents.Thekey

solutionistheplatfOrmfOrdialoguethatboth

sidescanexpresstheirrequirements.

3.3.ParticipationofLocalOrganizationsand

Individuals

Duringthetortuousconservationprocess

ofNaraPalaceSite,mostlocalorganizations

andindividualsplayedanimportantrolein

conservingandadvertisingthesite.

3.3.1．ConservationOrganizations

Duringtheprocessofdesignatinghistoric

site,acquiringlandbynationalgovernment,as

wellasutilizingNaraPalaceSite,manyresearch

institutes,conservationorganizationsandpublic

groupsparticipatedtherein.Meanwhile,certain

amountofneworganizationswasestablished

forvariouspurposes.Accordingtoincomplete

statistics,morethanlOorganizationsaremainly

organizedbylocalresidentsinSakiTownand

NaraCity.Amongtheseorganizations,onlyone

group(平城宮史跡指定解除促進連盟)opposed

thehistoricsitedesignation・Unfortunately,

theinfOrmationofthisgroupislimited・Three

mainorganizationsfOrsiteconservationwillbe

introducedasfOllows.

NaraPrefecturalRurallssuesResearch

Association(奈良県農村問題研究会）

Inl961,theenthusiasmofpublictoconserve

archaeologicalsiteplayedanimportantrole

duringtheconstructionoftramgarageinthe

non-designatedareaofNaraPalaceSite.In

theconservationmovements,scholarsandthe

mediaaretheleaders・Encouragedbysuch

leaders,thepublicinTokyoandOsakaactively

respondedtothecallandsuggestedtoconserve

thesite.However,thelocalresidentswho

livedinoraroundthesitedidnotrespondto

theconservationatthebeginning.Whenthe

extendedareaofNaraPalaceSitewasfound,

theywereworryingaboutitsinauenceontheir

dailylives,ratherthaninterestedinthenew

discoveries.

Toeliminatetheirworries,NaraPrefectural

RurallssuesResearchAssociationtookthe

responsibilitiestoorganizemeetingswith

localresidentsinSakiTownanddiscussing

abouthowtoconserveNaraPalaceSiteon

thepremisethatthelocalresidents'livelihood

canbekeptwell.Throughvariousroundsof

discussions,localresidents'opinionhadbeen

changedfromopposingthedesignationaswell

aslandacquisitiontoagreeingtosellthelandto

thegovernmentfOrthepurposeofconservation

basedoncertainconditions.

NaraPalaceSiteCountermeasureCommittee

（平城宮跡対策委員会/運営協議会）

NaraPalaceSiteCountermeasureCommittee

wasestablishedintheprocessoflandacquisition.

Themembersthereofwerelocalresidentsin

surroundingtowns(佐紀町西町，中町，東町及

び二条町),whichincludedl80residents,and60

ofthemarecoremembers・Theearliestchief

wasSHIROMOTO(城本末吉).(Naranichinichi

S39.3.7(1),S39.3.12(1))Themainpurposeof

thiscommitteewastosoIvetheissuesarising

outofthelandacquisition,suchaspricerise,

contradictionbetweenlandownersandusers,

aswellasreconstructionofthehouses.Atthe

earlystage,thiscouncilplayedanimportant

roleinsolvingtheissues.However,thiscouncil

confrontedmanypracticaldificultiesafterwards

andfailedtocontinue･ItwasreorganizedfOr

manytimesthereafter.(NaranichinichiS40.3.31

(1),S40.5.15(1))



TheLivelihoodsofNaraPalaceLocalResidents:SiteConservationlssuesandSolutionsl47

NaraPalaceSiteConservationAssociation

（社団法人平城宮跡保存協力会）

Whenthelandacquisitionalmostfinished,

NaraPalaceSiteConservationAssociation,

whichwastransfOrmedfromNaraPalaceSite

CountermeasureCommittee,organizedinS41.

Itincludes2501ocalresidentsmainlyfromSaki

Town,whousedtoconductfarmingonNara

PalaceSite・ConservationAssociationhastwo

purposes:oneistoconserveandadvertise

NaraPalaceSiteandtheotheroneistooffer

thechancesforlocalresidentstomemory

theirhistory.(NaranichinichiS40.12.5(2))

Duringestablishment,175memberspaid6000

yenpereachasbasicoperationcapital.From

thesecondyear,eachofthemshouldpay600

yenperyearasmemberdues・Membersare

entitledtoparticipateintheexcavationaswell

asotherworkinthesiteasajob.Meanwhile,

suchmembersareresponsibleforcleaning

andweeding.Inaddition,theypublishedsome

pamphletstoadvisethesite.(Naranichinichi

S41.4.26(1))Later,theyoperatedtwostoresin

thesite.

3.3.2．Individuals

Inadditiontotheorganizationsaforementioned,

manyindividualsplayedanimportantrolein

conservingNaraPalaceSite.Asitiswellknown,

TANADAKajuro(棚田嘉十郎)andMIZOBE

Bunshiro(溝辺文四郎)didalargeamountof

worktoconservethesiteintheendofMeijiand

TaishoEras・Inthel960s-70s,manyresearchers

tooktheresponsibilitytoconservethesite.Two

protectorswillbeintroducedasfOllows.

MIZUNOSei'ichi(水野清-1905-1971)and

Seikokyo(青考協一青年考古学者協議会),

Kanbunkyo(関文協一関西文化財保存協議会）

ArchaeologistMIZUNO,majoredinChinese

archaeology,wasaprofessorinKyotoUniversity

atthattime.Heplayedaleadingroleinthe

conservationofNaraPalaceSite・Especially,he

deliveredvariousspeechesonmanyoccasions,

suchasintheestablishmentofSeikokyoand

Kanbunkyo.(Bunzenkyo2006:87)

KITOUKiyoaki(鬼頭清明1939-2001)and

Nabunren(奈文連一奈良県文化財保存対策連

絡会),Bunzenkyo(文全協一文化財保存全国協

議会）

ArchaeologistKITOU,researchedonancient

countriesandcapitals,wasaresearCherin

Nabunkenatthattime・Alongwiththeresearch

inNaraPalace/CityandFujiwaraPalace/City,

healsofOcusedontheconservation.Hewasthe

corememberofseveralconservationgroups.

Nabunrenwasestablishedinl969afterthe

discoveryofeastgardenofNaraPalaceSite.

Themainactivitiesofthisorganizationwere

organizingresearchmeetingsandjointsigning

fOrthesiteconservation・Manypamphletswere

publishedandsenttothepublic,whichwere

mainlywrittenbyKITOU.

Bunzenkyowasestablishedinl970,combing

EastandWestCulturalPropertyProtection

Associations・Asthecoreorganizationfor

culturalrelic'sconservation,ithasmorethan

1000members,includingresearchers,citizens,

andgroups・Themainpurposeofitistosupport

theconservationmovement,advertisethe

knowledgeofculturalproperty,andenhance

theutilizationofsites.KITOUwasthechief

fOraperiod.Heorganizedmanymeetingsand

fieldtrips.Especially,heappliedhisresearch

ontherelationbetweenancientgovernment

andresidentsbasedontheliteratureandruins

intotheconservationmovementnowadays.

(Bunzenkyo2006:94-95)

Basedontheabove,theorganizations

andindividualsplayanindispensablerole



148 人間社会環境研究第34号2017.9

intheconservationofNaraPalaceSiteat

thebeginningthatsupportedtheworkof

government.Thecooperationofgovernment,

researchinstitute,organization,mediaandlocal

residentspromotestheconservation.

4．Summary

Thispapershowsthedetailedinformation

regardingtheconservationprocessofNara

PalaceSiteinthel960-70s,whichincludedthe

nationalprojects,localresidents'dailylives

andrelatedorganizations・Somemeaningful

experiencerelatedtolocalresidents'livelihood

concerningNaraPalaceSiteconservationcan

besummarized.

Firstistheidea.Thebenefitsoflocalresidents

arewellconsidered.Althoughtheimpacton

Iocalresidents'livesisinevitable,boththeir

economicbenefitsandemotionsofthelandwill

begivenfUllconsideration.

Secondistheparticipant.Manypeopleand

groupsmakeeffOrtstoconservethesite.Site

conservationisnotonlythedutyofgovernment

butalsoneedsthesupportfromotheraspects.

Wecanfindthatthegovernor,scholar,eventhe

respectablepersoninthetowntrytopromote

theconservation.

Thirdistheapproach.Theplatformfor

dialoguebetweenbothsidesisoHered,andthe

channelsofcommunicationarediversified.Local

residentscanexpresstheiropinionthrough

themedia,somelocalgroupsorconservation

groups,jointsigningandextra.

Basedontheseconditions,therelationship

betweenNaraPalaceSiteconservationandlocal

residentsisprogressingsmoothly.
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【Notes】

IM"α"ich腕jc"Sﾉ1j加加〃waspublishedinl941-

1954,1962.7-2005,2006-2010,whichsuspended

publicationfOrseveralperiods.Theoriginoftms

newspaperisMImS"加加〃（奈良新聞)published

inl898-1940.Thenitcombinedwithothertwo

newspapers(大和日報大和毎日)andbecame

M"･α"ic〃加jc"S"加加"・After2010,thetitleof

thisnewspaperchangedtoﾘ姥e脚M"．α"jcJM.

i肋加α”乃加eswaspublishedinl947-1975,then

itstiUechangedtoM"α肋j加加〃（奈良新聞)from

1974anditcontinuestopublishuntilnow.

mSmeansShowa.

ivlt'samistakeonthereportthat5,000Tsubois

equaltol.7hectares,notO．17hectares.

v361andownersand401anduserswerereported

inNaranichinichiS40.1.6(1).

viltmightbeamistakeonthereportthat43,400

Tsuboshouldbe33,400Tsubo.
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Appendix

Table4.ReportsofNaraPalaceSiteintheNewspapers(S37-S48)

平城宮跡に関する新聞紙のまとめ（昭和37年ごろから昭和48年ごろまで）

新聞の名前 期日 タイトル

A.平城宮跡国費買収及び全域指定と住民の意見

Aa､国費買収Aal.時間と範囲Aa2.値段と方法

Ab・小作人と地主Ac.史跡指定Ad.住民の気持ち

Aa1.2 奈良日日新聞 S37.7.12(1) 平城宮跡国費買上げ決議

Aa1．2 奈良日日新聞 S37.7.12(1) 平城宮跡国費買上げについての要望書

Aa1.2 奈良日日新聞 S37.8.6(1) 波紋呼ぶ平城宮跡国費買上げ二派に分かれた地元補償などめ
AcAd ぐり対立激化

Aal 奈良日日新聞 S37.10.9(1) 17万坪の買上げへ参院文化財小委会平城宮跡視察

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S37.12.25(1) 再度復活要求へ飛鳥平城京跡保存会平城宮跡買上費ゼロで

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S37.12.26(1) 予算全額削られる平城宮跡の国費買上げ

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S38.1.13(1) 平城宮跡の国費買上げ軌道に総額四億二七○○万円県、買収
事務所設置へ

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S38.1.19(1) 25日に開催決まる平城宮跡買収調査委員会

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S38.1.28(1) 上京して打ち合せ県文保課平城宮跡の買上げで

Aa1.2 奈良日日新聞 S38.2.10(1) 買上げ県に一任県文保課長ら平城宮跡問題で語る

Aa1.2 奈良日日新聞 S38.5.16(1) 地元農民、暗い表情はかどらぬ平城宮跡買上げ
AbAd

Aa1.2 奈良日日新聞 S38.5.18(1) 買上げ七万坪平城宮跡買収軌道に

Aal 奈良日日新聞 S38.5.22(1) 今月末から実測調査平城宮跡の買収交渉

Aa1.2 奈良日日新聞 S38.5.24(2) 難航する平城宮跡の買収県と地元意見対立買収予定地の設定
めく．り

Aal 奈良日日新聞 S38.5.28(1) 地元側が態度硬化平城宮跡の買収交渉

Aal 奈良日日新聞 S38.6.6(1) "地元と話合う用意”平城宮跡の買い上げ中央の課長来県

Aal 奈良日日新聞 S38.6.6(1) 地元が努力約す

Aal 奈良日日新聞 S38.6.22(1) 26日から測量開始平城宮跡の買収予定地

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S38.625(2) 明年予算確保明るい平城宮跡の買上げ

Aal 奈良日日新聞 S38.6.27(1) 平城宮跡測量開始地元代表らも立会い

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S38.629(1) 価格でこじれる平城宮跡の買上げ

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S38.7.3(1) 階段を設ける方針難航の平城宮跡買収価格

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S38.74(1) 地元と話合い平城宮跡買収

Aal 奈良日日新聞 S38.7.10(1) 早期、全域買上げを陳情野田自民政調副会長平城宮跡視察で地
Ad 元 が

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S38.7.20(1) 買収はまた遅れる平城宮跡交渉窓口に支障

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S38.7.24(1) 先ず地域価値を示す買収事務所平城宮跡の所有者へ

Aa1.2 奈良日日新聞 S38.7.26(1) 買収計画図を作成明年の平城宮跡買収費確保へ

Aal 奈良日日新聞 S38.9.17(1) 写真集の要望書作る平城宮の継続買収促進へ
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Aa1.2 奈良日日新聞 S38.10.14(1) 紛糾地域は除外か平城宮跡の民有地買収

Ab

Aa1.2 奈良日日新聞 S38.10.26(1) 先ず120人と契約終る平城宮跡の民有地買収

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S38.11.30(1) 第一次支払い始まる平城宮跡の国費買上げ最高一人五百万円

Aal 奈良日日新聞 S38.12.14(1) 明るい見通しつく平城宮跡民有地の買収

Aal 奈良日日新聞 S39.1.17(1) 来月末から交渉明年度分平城宮跡の民有地買収

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S39.1.28(1) 路線価方式で実施平城宮跡の民有地買収

Aal 奈良日日新聞 S39.3.9(1) 平城宮跡趾全域を指定地へ十日すぎから交渉未指定地の所有
Ac 者らと

Aal 奈良日日新聞 S39.3.10(1) 全域指定本決めへ平城宮跡整備事務次長が語る

Ac

Aa1.2 奈良日日新聞 S39.3.24(1) 具体的な連絡ない平城宮跡の全域買収問題

Ac

Aal,2 奈良日日新聞 S39.3.28(1) 国費買収交渉で23．5ヘクタール決る六割近く国有地に平城

宮跡全域買収来年度の地元交渉

Aal 奈良日日新聞 S39.4.16(1) 地主の同意求める県事務所平城宮跡の全域指定へ
Ac

Aa1.2 奈良日日新聞 S39.5.1(1) 急ピッチで進む平城宮跡の民有地買収

Aa1.2 奈良日日新聞 S39.5.12(2) 地主全部の承諾得る平城宮跡民有地買収

Aal 奈良日日新聞 S39.6.11(2) 未解決の小作地に主力国費買収作業終わる土地収用法の適用
Ab 考慮

Aal 奈良県観光 S39.7.10(3) アンケート①平城宮跡について

Aal.2 奈良日日新聞 S39.12.10(1) 本年度文は全部終わる平城宮跡の民有地買収

Aal 大和タイムス S39.12.10 既に五分の三が国有平城宮跡本年度分も大半買収

Aa1.2 奈良日日新聞 S39.12.22(1) 第一次二億八百万円平城宮跡買上げ県文保委復活要求へ

Aa1.2 奈良日日新聞 S40.1.6(1) 地主と小作人対立平城宮跡今年の買収予定地で
Ab

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S40.2.5(2) 所有者、値上げ要求県整備事務所応じられないと高姿勢

Aal,2 奈良日日新聞 S40.3.7(1) かなり遅れそう平城宮跡の新年度民有地買収

AalAc 奈良日日新聞 S40.4.28(2) 民家密集地も指定平城宮跡の未指定地

AalAc 奈良日日新聞 S40.6.26(1) 史跡に指定さる平城宮跡の未指定地域

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S40.6.28(1) 平城宮跡の買収交渉大詰め近く所有者と会合県整備事務所明
るい見通しつく

Aa1.2 奈良日日新聞 S40.7.23(2) 平城宮跡民有地買収交渉行詰まる千円の値上げ要求国と直接
交渉すると地主

Aa1.2 奈良日日新聞 S40.9.1(1) 買収の値上げ認めぬ文保委柳川課長平城宮跡の問題で語る

Aa1.2 奈良日日新聞 S40.9.1(1) 知事あっ旋で軌道へ平城宮跡の民有地買収

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S40.9.5(1) きょう態度を決定平城宮跡買収の知事あっせん

Aal,2 奈良日日新聞 S40.9.17(1) 二十日ごろ協議書平城宮第一次買収分

Aal 奈良日日新聞 S40.9.22(2) 解決のキザシ出る平城宮跡の小作人と地主配分

Ab

Aa1.2 奈良日日新聞 S40.11.1(1) 年末に三億支払い平城宮跡の民有地買収

Ab
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Aa2 読売新聞 S40.12.20 難航しそう一条通北側の買収強い農家の反対安すぎる価格大

蔵省も気乗り薄

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S40.12.21 24日に二億三千万平城宮跡民有地買収費支払い

Aa2 読売新聞 S40.12.22 24日に支払い平城宮跡買い上げ代金

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S40.12.24 北側買上げも要望知事帰県談平城宮跡の民有地

Aa2 大和タイムス S40.12.24 来年度中に買収完了を平城宮跡で文部省に要望

Aa2 読売新聞 S40.12.24 来年度は全額認めてと陳情県、平城宮跡の買い上げ

Aa2 産経新聞 S40.12.24 予算額の認可を陳情平城宮跡買い上げで

Aa2 大和タイムス S40.12.25 百九人に二億三千万円平城宮跡買上げ代金支払い

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S41.1.6(2) 大金にわく平城宮跡旧地主12億円ころげ込む不景気知らずの
Ad 別天地

Aal 奈良日日新聞 S41.5.19(2) 本格的買収交渉へ平城宮跡の国費買収

Aa1.2 奈良日日新聞 S41.10.7(1) 知事の善処で解決へ平城宮跡の民有地買収

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S41.11.6(1) 結局、七百円値上げ平城宮跡本年度買収解決

Aal 大和タイムス S48.2.1 まとめて面倒みよ平城宮東院跡買上げで地元が陳情“コマ
ギレは困る

7，

文化庁、県へ公債買収案

Aal 読売新聞 S48. 平城宮跡東院跡買い上げ文化庁へ
66

一 括”直訴地主30人

県にも協力頼む

Aa2 奈良日日新聞 S48.8.27(1) 国費買上げ軌道に平城宮跡国地方債制度導入で

Ad 奈良日日新聞 S38.4.23(1) 奥田知事の発言が動機来県の共産党谷口代議士語る平城宮跡買
上げ

Ad 奈良日日新聞 S40.2.15 24日平城宮跡視察学術調査団一行が来県

Ad 奈良日日新聞 S48.12.10(2) 新県民にも郷士愛問題多い平城宮跡周辺

B・平城宮跡保存と住民の日常生活との対立

Ba.住居の建築Bb.公共施設の建築・移築Bc､耕作Bd.草刈り

Ba 奈良日日新聞 S37.8.4(1) 誠意のない文保委平城宮跡放任された補償で地元講義

Ba 奈良日日新聞 S40.7.14(2) 一年半ぶりに許可平城宮跡の民家増築

Ba 奈良日日新聞 S46.430(1) 文化庁、対決覚悟で不許可平城宮迩指定地域内の無許可建筑に
裁定

Ba 奈良日日新聞 S46.9.22(1) 県下初の原状回復命令出す文化庁が二家主に平城宮跡の連
法建築で

Ba 読売新聞・夕 S48. 文化財規制無視許されぬ違反住宅の訴え却下

刊 奈良地裁平城宮跡は国民の財産

Ba 朝日新聞・夕 S48. 私権より文化財保護原状復帰命令は妥当奈良地裁所有者の却
刊 下

Ba 大和タイムス S48. 個人の権利より文化財が大事原状回復せよ平城宮跡に建築の
二人敗訴

Ba 読売新聞 S48. どまどう入居者8世帯平城宮跡の貸し家訴訟棄却どこに訟え
たら契約書には「保証なし」

Ba 朝日新聞 S48. 私たちの暮しはどうなるんだ平城宮跡判決の建物入居者ら絶
対に立退かないやっと得た「安住の地」

Bb 奈良日日新聞 S37.10.28(2) 波紋呼ぶ佐紀駐在所の移転発掘協力を拒否か地元、文保委の
態度に不満
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Bb 奈良日日新聞 S37.11.8(2) こんどは建築基準法違反か佐紀駐在所の移転文保法は条件つ
き許可

Bb 奈良日日新聞 S39.3.26(2) 地元、“まだ文化財か”の不服“舗装工事待った
”

平城宮跡西

側沿いの県道

Bb 奈良日日新聞 S42.11.17(1) 近鉄の移設考える県経済部長答弁平城宮跡公団化すれば

Bb 奈良日日新聞 S43.6.13(1) 近鉄路線移設せよ県万博対策委平城宮跡公園化答申

Bb 奈良日日新聞 S43.4.6(1) 奈良バイパス万国博開通は絶望か新路線を検討へ建設省
奈良開発一歩も進まず文化財が大きな壁

Bb 奈良日日新聞 S40.4.24(4) 平城宮跡に保養センター簡易保険事業団が計画

Bb 大和タイムス S40.12.25 高まる国立博物館移転論平城宮跡内へ改築の声文部省内にも
最近の展示内容にも問題

Bb 奈良日日新聞 S43.2.2(1) 平城宮跡へ建設望む奈良国立博物館新築位置で知事が

Bc 奈良日日新聞 S38.8.12(2) 未解決の無断耕作離作料要求もからむ

Bc 奈良日日新聞 S39.3.26(2) 始の返還申し入れ平城宮跡の無断耕作者

Bc 奈良日日新聞 S39.9.14(1) 文保委が乗り出す平城宮跡内の無断耕作解決へ

Bc 奈良日日新聞 S39.10.2(2) 明け渡しは収穫後平城宮跡の無断耕作問題

Bd 奈良日日新聞 S37.7.3(1) 平城宮跡の朝堂院あとを草刈り

Bd 奈良日日新聞 S38.2.10(1) 平城宮跡で芝焼き

Bd 奈良日日新聞 S38.8.16(1) 保存対策にも万全平城宮跡問題でも語る

Bd 奈良日日新聞 S40.10.6(1) 不手際から焦げる平城宮跡一本松大極殿跡

C.住民参加による平城宮跡の保存

Ca・保存組織Cal.平城宮跡対策委員会/運営協議会Ca2.平城宮跡保存協力会

Cb.保存個人Cc.保存運動Ccl.近鉄検車区建設Cc2.国道24号線バイパス建設Cc3・ほかの

Cal 奈良日日新聞 S39.3.7(1) 10日に役員を改選平城宮跡対策委員会

Cal 奈良日日新聞 S39.3.12(1) 会長選出はお預け平城宮跡対策委員会の役員改選

Cal 奈良日日新聞 S39.3.24(1) 会長に福井氏有力平城宮跡対策委員会

Cal 奈良日日新聞 S40.3.12(1) 委員全員を再編成平城宮跡対策協議会

Cal 奈良日日新聞 S40.3.22(1) 新しい組織造りへ平城宮跡対策協議会解体か

Cal 奈良日日新聞 S40.3.31(1) 五日ごろに新発足平城宮跡対策運営協議会

Cal 奈良日日新聞 S40.5.15(1) やっと新役員決まる平城宮跡対策協議会

Ca2 奈良日日新聞 S40.12.5(2) 平城宮跡保存おへ民間協力旧地主で｢会｣設立へ文保委もバツ
クアップ

Ca2 読売新聞 S40.12.12 農地売却後の生活安定へ財団法人「平城宮跡協力会」つくり

Ca2 産経新聞 S40.12.5 地主で保存顕彰平城宮跡協力会を結成

Ca2 奈良日日新聞 S41.4.26(1) 近く保存協力会平城宮跡の旧地主らで

Ca2 奈良日日新聞 S41.6.29(1) 来月三日に結成式平城宮跡の保存協力会

Ca 奈良日日新聞 S37.7.12(1) 奈良でも結成！平城宮跡を守る会

Ca 奈良日日新聞 S37.7.14(1) 政府へ保存要望書平城宮跡を守る会発足

Ca 奈良日日新聞 S38.3.31(1) 初代所長に加納氏平城宮跡整備事務所

Ca 奈良日日新聞 S39.12.12(1) 平城京研究会発足

Ca 奈良日日新聞 S45.10.21(1) 平城宮趾碑の保存へ浄財募金を展開中
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Cb 奈良日日新聞 S43.2.14(1) 明治百年と郷土の偉才(7)棚田嘉十郎氏命がけの保存運動
平城宮跡へ悲願の一生

Ccl 奈良日日新聞 S38.1.22(1) 新車庫計画を変更近鉄が平城宮跡買上げで

Cc2 奈良日日新聞 S42.2.18(1) 地主と補償など交渉奈良バイパスの平城宮跡地区

Cc2 奈良日日新聞 S43.2.10(1) 奈良バイパス積極的に促進路線もまだ未決定両者で突っ張り
合い平城宮跡さけよ文部省変更増

Cc2 奈良日日新聞 S43.4.8(1) 路線変更で影響大＝奈良市が早期決定働きかける＝奈良パイ
パス予定路線地元は混乱

Cc2 奈良日日新聞 S43.5.3(1) バイパス早期完工質疑録(1)

Cc2 奈良日日新聞 S43.5.7(1) バイパス早期完工質疑録(3)

Cc2 奈良日日新聞 S43.5.15(1) バイパス早期完工質疑録(10

Cc2 奈良日日新聞 S43.5.17(1) バイパス早期完工質疑録⑫

Cc3 毎日新聞 S40.3.16 平城宮跡の保存を考えよう

Cc3 奈良日日新聞 S41.9.4(1) 平城宮跡の保存を如何にすべきや

Cc3 奈良日日新聞 S42.2.7(1) 平城宮跡の保存を如何にすべきか(1)

Cc3 奈良日日新聞 S42.2.8(1) 平城宮跡の保存を如何にすべきか(2)

Cc3 奈良日日新聞 S42.2.9(1) 平城宮跡の保存を如何にすべきか(3)

Cc3 奈良日日新聞 S42.2.10(1) 平城宮跡の保存を如何にすべきか(4)

Cc3 奈良日日新聞 S42.2.11(1) 平城宮跡の保存を如何にすべきか（終）

Cc3 奈良日日新聞 S45.1.9(1) 都市の開発と保存新平城京建設の提唱(1)

Cc3 奈良日日新聞 S45.1.10(1) 都市の開発と保存新平城京建設の提唱(2)

Cc3 奈良日日新聞 S45.1.11(1) 都市の開発と保存新平城京建設の提唱(3)

Cc3 奈良日日新聞 S45.1.12(1) 都市の開発と保存新平城京建設の提唱(4)

D.住民参加による平城宮跡の整備と活用

Da.整備Db.活用

DaDb 奈良日日新聞 S39.7.16(1) 知事、三大公園新設構想発表葛城山、矢田丘陵、平城宮跡の三
つ歴史公園へ博物館も

Da 奈良日日新聞 S39.9.11(1) 買収地の平坦化から平城宮跡整備急くﾞ

Da 奈良日日新聞 S39.9.16(1) きょうから本格的に平城宮跡の整備開開始

Da 奈良日日新聞 S39.11.7(1) 緑地化方針決まる平城宮跡国費買収地域

Da 奈良日日新聞 S40.5.21(2) 道路造りや植樹平城宮跡第二次整備計画

Da 奈良日日新聞 S40.9.10(1) 二千万円投じて今年の平城宮跡整備

DaDb 奈良日日新聞 S40.12.2(2) 歴史公園で保存を平城宮跡の整備問題

Da 奈良日日新聞 S41.1.16(1) あすから本格工事平城宮跡の買収地整備

Da 奈良日日新聞 S41.4.26(1) 芝張りや遊歩道今年の平城宮跡整備

Da 奈良日日新聞 S41.5.22(1) 背の低いサツキ平城宮跡整備あとに植樹

DaDb 奈良日日新聞 S41.7.14(1) 史跡公園化実現を記念事業に平城宮跡保存

DaDb 奈良日日新聞 S41.8.2(1) 文化会館建設など平城宮跡史蹟公園試案まとまる

DaDb 奈良日日新聞 S41.12.13(1) 平城史跡公園に県平城宮跡整備構想発表

DaDb 奈良日日新聞 S42.12.3(1) 平城宮跡の公園化も立派な環境造りに努力

DaDb 読売新聞 S40. 来月、国の保存協議会平城宮跡史跡公園化進む
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Da 産経新聞 S40.5.20 第二次朝堂院に重点40年度の平城宮跡整備

DaDb 朝日新聞 S40.5.22 旧平城京中心に復元朱雀大路は文化施設帯

Da 毎日新聞 S40.12.10 保存・整備のマスタープランを80パーセントは国有地になっ
たが

DaDb 奈良日日新聞 S46.11.13(1) 平城宮跡南部が理想的位置「奈良計画」を説明奈良市庁舎建
設特別委開く京大西山教授語る

DaDb 奈良日日新聞 S47.6.9(1) 平城京の全体像が浮き彫り調査結果まとまる保存開発に有効
な活用を

DaDb 奈良日日新聞 S47.6.9(1) 平城京の全体像が浮き彫り朱雀大路はのこせ公園化の都市施
設可能

Da 毎日新聞 S48.5.17 平城宮跡に万葉大草原千三百年の昔そのままに百ヘクタール

に草や鳥テスト用地が完成

Db 奈良日日新聞 S40.2.5(2) 発掘調査の現地説明会開く

Db 奈良日日新聞 S42.8.12(1) 出土品一般公開など県万博整備委員会平城宮跡見学受入れ

Table5.ConservationOrganizationsofNaraPalaceSite

平城宮跡に関する組織

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

Cal

10

Ca2

11

12

13

14

15

組織の名前とURL

奈良文化財研究所

http://www.nabunken.gojp

奈良県農村問題研究会

平城宮跡を守る会

NaranichinichiS37.7.12(1)

飛鳥、平城京跡保存会

奈良を守る会

平城宮跡発掘調査事務所

平城宮跡整備事務所

平城宮史跡指定解除促進連盟

平城宮跡対策委員会／平城宮
跡対策運営協議会／平城宮跡

買上げ対策委員会

社団法人平城宮跡保存協力会

平城京研究会

平城宮跡碑保存会

NaranichinichiS45.10.21(1)

奈良県文化財保存対策連絡会

(奈文連）

青年考古学者協議会(青考協）

関西文化財保存協議会（関文
協）

期間 会技 出版物の名前とURL

1952-present ｢奈文研ニュース」2001-present
https://www.nabunken.go.jp/
publication/nabunkennews.html

-1961-

1962-

1960s 奥田良三 要望書

1960s 矢川民雄

1960s

1963- 加納清尋

1960s 城本末吉

1963-1965 城本末吉、

橋本万治郎、

福井由太郎

1966-present

1970 小清水卓

1969

｢いたすけニュース」

1966-1968 ｢埋蔵文化財問題」1966-1968



16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

TheLivelihoodsofNaraPalaceLocalResidents:SiteConservationlssuesandSolutionsl55

文化財保存対策協議会（文保
協）

文化財保存全国協議会（文全

協）

http://www001.upp.so-net.

ne.jp/bunzenkyou/index.
html

埋蔵文化財保護対策委員会
(埋文委）

日本遺跡学会

http://iseki-g.cocolog-nifty.

com/blog/

全国史跡整備市町村協議会

ユネスコ・アジア文化セン

ター文化遺産保護協力事務

所

http://www・nara・accu・or.jp/
index.html

ユネスコ・アジア文化セン
ター

世界遺芦登最に燃える奈良を
歩く会

平城宮跡サポートネットワー
ク

http://www.heijyonet.nar

a・Jp／

国営飛鳥歴史公園事務所平城

分室

https://www・asuka-park.

go.jp／

平城宮跡にぎわいづくり実行

委員会

平城京天平祭実行委員会

1966-present

1997－

2001-present

2008-present

2010

｢文全協ニユース」1964present
http://www001.upp.so-net.ne.jp/
bunzenkyou/bunzenkyounews.
html

｢文化財を守るために」1970-
1990→「明日への文化財」

1991-present

http://www001.upp.so-net.ne.jp/
bunzenkyou/asubun・html

｢埋蔵文化財問題」1970-1971

｢埋文委ニュース」

http://archaeology.jp/maibun/
news52.htm

｢日本遺跡学会会報」2003-present
http://iseki-g.cocolog-nifty.com/

blog/cat49486225/

｢全史協会報」1998-present

｢文化遺産ニュース」1999-2009,

2010-present

http://www.nara.accu.or.jp/
news/index.html

｢ユネスコ・アジア文化通信」
1972-1975

｢ユネスコ・アジア文化ニュース」

1975-present

http://www.accu.or.jp/jp/
accunews/2016.html#398

｢天平のひろば」2001-present

http://www.heijyonet.nara.jp/
spt5.html

｢国営飛烏歴史公園ニュース」

2003-present

https://www.asuka-park.go.jp/
news/detail・php?id=260


