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Comments: Professors Li Hongshan and Mari Yoshihara's two highly stimulating
papers both deal with unequal relations across the Pacific. Both take a critical view
of the dominant side. Li Hongshan criticizes US educational exchange programmes
with China, first for their over-ambitious aims, then for failing to reach them. Mari
Yoshihara launches a critique of a contemporary Japanese travellogue that, despite
its literary qualities and the author's good intentions, tends to reinforce the
exploitation of Hawai'i by Japanese tourist industry.

Still the papers differ sharply from each other. Where Li Hongshan adopts a
historical, and also clearly Chinese viewpoint, Mari Yoshihara's paper is more a
work of literary criticism, launched from a slightly post-modernist, but neither
specifically Japanese nor Hawai'ian angle.

Li Hongshan claims that US education exhange programmes have always
been launched during crises in the Sino-American relationship, and that the aim has
been to overcome the crises by winning Chinese hearts and brains over to the
American side. The programmes have been highly instrumental in their purpose. He
shows that despite the programmes, and the vast numbers of Chinese having
studied in the USA, Sino-American relations have passed from one crisis to the
other. Still he sees a hope for the future if educational exhange is further enlarged
and perpetuated.

Two sets of questions come to mind when reading Li Hongshan's criticism.
The first is if the men who organised these programmes were really as instrumental
in their attitude as they pretended they were when lobbying the US government for
funding. Did they really expect to rapidly convert the whole of China through its
elite, or did a more long-term pro-Chinese idealism have a role to play? The second
question concerns the effects of the exchange programmes on those Chinese who
studied in America. How many went back? How many ended up in Taiwan? How
many adopted a pro-American attitude? And how many learned how to better fight
US imperialism by watching it at close range?

Mari Yoshihara makes a penetrating critique of a popular travellogue from
Hawai'i, published in Japan by the author Ikezawa Natsuki, a resident of Okinawa,
in 1996. To a European commentator, Ikezawa seems to be a post-modern version
of Rousseau, who uses his experiences with native Hawai'ian culture to criticize
modernity from a nature-loving environmentalist angle. As is well known,
travellogues often tend to tell more about the author's own society than the society
he purports to describe. From Mari Yoshihara's critique one almost gets the
impression, although she does not say so, that Ikezawa uses the Hawai'ian-
EuroAmerican nexus as an allegory for the relationship between Japanese
modernity and the nature that even Japan once had, and perhaps the Ryukuyus in
particular. Mari Yoshihara critiques the travellogue for being negative only to the
EuroAmericans in Hawai'i, not to Japan's own tourist industry. Ikezawa is not
sufficiently self-reflective; thus his book comes to serve the very purpose he so
dislikes. This point is well taken. Might it also be that the allegoric quality of the
travellogue, as an indirect critique of industrial modernity in Japan, might have
been lost if Ikezawa had attacked directly what the Japanese themselves are doing
to Hawai'i? Could his intention have been to awake his readership back home to
Japan's own destruction of a natural humanity, by pointing allegorically to what the
EuroAmericans have done to Hawai'ians?



Both papers are clearly and convincingly written, and raise fundamental
questions about Pacific relations as well as the human condition.
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