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Introduction

On Saturday, April 3, 2004, at the Yokohama Port Opening Memorial Hall, the Japan Foundation Center
for Global Partnership and the US-Japan 150 Year Committee held a symposium to commemorate the
150th anniversary of the beginning of U.S.-Japan exchange. The symposium, titled “U.S.-Japan
Relations: Past and Future,” marks the 150th anniversary of the signing of the Japan—U.S. Treaty of
Peace and Amity, which took place one year after the coming to Japan of Commodore Perry’s Black
Ship in 1853 and which marked the official start of relations between the two countries. The
symposium’s purpose was to reflect on the history of bilateral relations and how mutual understanding
and relations deepened over the years in such fields as politics, economics, society, and science and
technology, and to contemplate the issues that Japan and the United States must address together as
members of modern international society. The symposium included eight panelists, all experts in
Japan—U.S. relations, who drew on their considerable knowledge to discuss the historical significance of
150 years of bilateral exchange and its implications for the future. Each also brought his or her own
perspective and personal experience to the discussions. This report contains transcripts of those

discussions, as well as related documents.

The symposium consisted of two sessions. In the first session, titled “A Century-and-a Half of
Bilateral Exchange,” moderator lokibe Makoto, professor at the Kobe University, led a panel discussion
by Michael Auslin, associate professor at Yale University, and Endo Yasuo, professor at University of
Tokyo. They referred to actual historical events as they described how the exchange of people and the
activities of various organizations evolved between the late Tokugawa Era and the eve of World War I1.
The panelists focused on the initiative of governmental and private organizations in creating the
institutions that laid the foundations for cultural and intellectual exchange in the postwar era, and also

touched on the significance of the historical breadth and depths of relations between the two countries.

The second session, titled “Japan and the US: Where Do We Go from Here?” featured NHK
newscaster Kuniya Hiroko as emcee, along with four panelists: Sakaiya Taichi, former minister of State
for Economic Planning; Esaki Leona, president of the Shibaura Institute of Technology; Irene Hirano,
president of the Japanese American National Museum; and Robert Eldridge, associate professor at Osaka
University. Together they discussed how Japan—U.S. relations should be now and in the future, taking
into account changes in international society and the concept of hegemony in world history, for instance.
Remarks included the significance to other nations of relations with the U.S.—the world’s only
superpower today—as well as the issue of America’s cultural and social diversity and the importance of
individual citizens’ efforts to contemplate Japan—U.S. relations from their own respective viewpoints.
Another point of discussion concerned the importance of initiating new exchange between Japan and

Japanese Americans, who have served as a bridge between the two nations in prewar and postwar times.
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The symposium was attended by nearly 400 persons representing a broad spectrum, from
researchers, government officials, diplomats, and staff members of Japan—U.S. exchange organizations
and various nonprofit organizations, to journalists and other members of the media, students, and the
general public. The symposium was videotaped and featured in a 70-minute segment of the NHK
program “Saturday Forum” broadcast on Saturday, May 22, 2004. In the Kanto region, this broadcast
registered an audience rating of 1%, which, we point out, is equivalent to 400,000 households. Amid
mounting concerns about Japan-U.S. cooperation for recovery aid in Iraq figures such as these reveal
the Japanese public’s deep, enduring interest in a bilateral relationship that is called the “most important

in the world”.

The earnest discussions by this diverse group of panelists served as the departure point for a
stimulating, intellectual journey to examine the past 150 years of Japan—U.S. relations and consider the
prospects for future relations. We hope this report serves to stimulate further interest in Japan—U.S.

relations.

Hideya Taida
Executive Director

The Japan Foundation Center for Global Partnership
Yoshio Okawara

Chairman
The US-Japan 150 Year Committee
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The introductory speech by Hideya Taida, Executive Director of The Japan
Foundation Center for Global Partnership

I would like to begin the symposium by saying a few words as a member of the sponsoring

organization. First, thank you all for coming and making such a large gathering possible.

It was here in Yokohama, 150 years ago, that the Treaty of Peace and Amity was signed, thus
beginning official relations between Japan and America. A magnificent ceremony commemorating this
event was held today at 11 o’clock at the nearby Kaiko Hiroba Park. It was attended by Prime Minister
Koizumi and U.S. Ambassador Baker, with a videotaped message from President Bush. This event
reaffirmed not only the role of Japan and the U.S. as dependable allies with relations based on mutual
trust, but also the importance of that relationship. In addition, young representatives of both nations

expressed their strong desire to continue those relations.

As you know, the late Ambassador Mansfield stated that the relationship between Japan and the U.S.
was the most important bilateral relationship in the world. Japan—U.S. relations are important not
merely to the two nations themselves, but to the world economy, international security, and other fields.
Combined, the two countries’ GDPs account for over 40% of the world total, as you all know. Relations
between the two nations have always contributed to stability in the Japan region, and since the 9.11
terrorist attacks, these bilateral relations have taken on a new importance in helping to resolve global

issues.

Moreover, Japan—U.S. relations are not limited to economics or international politics or security.
Instead, these relations extend broadly and deeply to include academic and cultural exchange and,
recently, civic activities that nonprofit organizations in both nations pursue with mutual goals. Partly
because of Japan’s prolonged economic slump and China’s continued economic growth, Japan passing
is sometimes heard in the United States. In Japan, some believe that anti-U.S. sentiment is growing.
Nevertheless, as Ambassador Baker mentioned earlier, in America, Japan is also “cool Japan,” as
evident in the popularity of baseball player Ichiro, sushi and other Japanese cuisine, and artists such as
Takashi Murakami. In Japan, American Major League baseball, hamburgers, and Hollywood movies are

now completely part of everyday life.

Considering all of these trends, in what phase do we currently find ourselves in the larger context of
the 150th anniversary of Japan—U.S. relations? What does America mean to Japan? What does the
history of Japan’s relations with the United States teach us at an individual level? Furthermore, what can
we learn from that history to solve future issues? I believe these are questions we must contemplate

together.
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It is with this awareness that we have invited a total of eight renowned panelists to participate in the
part I and II of today’s symposium. Despite their busy schedules, they happily agreed to attend this
symposium because they, too, recognize the importance of Japan—U.S. relations and agree with the
symposium’s aforementioned objectives. I am deeply grateful to them all. I would like to express my
gratitude on behalf of the sponsoring organization and invite you all on a journey to consider, as you

listen to the panel, the past 150 years of Japan—U.S. relations and the outlook for the future.
Lastly, for all they have done to make this symposium possible, I would like to thank the City of

Yokohama, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, the NHK, the various other organizations involved, and our

co-sponsors, the US-Japan 150 Year Committee. Thank you all.
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The US-Japan 150th Anniversary Commemorative Symposium
US-Japan Relations: Past and Future

Date and hour: Saturday, April 3, 2004 14:00-17:30

Venue: Port Opening Memorial Hall (1-6 Honcho, Yokohama, Kanagawa Prefecture)

14:00-14:05 The US-Japan 150 Anniversary Program Video showing

14:05-14:15 The introductory speech by Hideya Taida, Executive Director
The Japan Foundation Center for Global Partnership

14:15-15:15 Session I: A Century-and-a Half of Bilateral Exchange

15:30-17:30 Session II: Japan and the US: Where Do We Go from Here?
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US-Japan 150 Anniversary Commemorative Symposium
“US-Japan Relations: Past and Future”

Session I:

Moderator:

Panelists:

A Century-and-a Half of Bilateral Exchange

Makoto lokibe
(Professor, Kobe University Graduate School of Law)

Yasuo Endo

(Professor, Center for Pacific and American Studies, University of Tokyo)

Michael Auslin
(Assistant Professor, Department of History, Yale University)

Makoto lokibe (Professor, Kobe University Graduate School of Law)

Professor Iokibe was born in Hyogo Prefecture in 1943. He received his M.A. from the Faculty of
Law, Kyoto University in 1969. He has been an assistant professor at Hiroshima University and a
visiting fellow at both Harvard University and the University of London. He has held his current
position since 1981. He was appointed chairman of a subcommittee of the “Prime Minister’s
Commission on Japan’s Goals in the 21st Century” in the Obuchi cabinet. He is a professor of law,
specializing in Japanese political history, policy process studies and U.S.-Japan relations. His major
works include Sengo nihon gaiko-shi (Diplomatic History of Postwar Japan) (Yuhikaku Publishing,
1999, winner of the Shigeru Yoshida Award), and Senryoki—shusho-tachi no shin-nihon (The
Occupation Era: The Prime Ministers and Rebuilding of Postwar Japan) (The Yomiuri Shimbun,
1997, winner of the Sakuzo Yoshino Award)

Yasuo Endo (Professor, Center for Pacific and American Studies, University of Tokyo Graduate
School of Arts and Sciences)

Professor Endo was born in 1955 in Tokyo. He left the Ph.D. program at the University of Tokyo
Graduate School of the Arts and Sciences in 1987. He has served as an assistant professor at Nagoya
University, associate professor at the University of Tokyo and visiting fellow at Harvard University.
He has held his current position from 2001 to the present. He specializes in American studies,
comparative literature and comparative culture. His major works include Shintousuru America,
Kobamareru America (Comparative Studies of Americanization) (University of Tokyo Press,
co-editor, 2003), Creole no katachi (Dimensions of Creoleness: Caribbean Area Studies) (University
of Tokyo Press, co-editor, 2002) and Tabunka-shugi no America (Multicultural America: Rethinking
the National Identity) (University of Tokyo Press, co-editor, 1999)

Michael Auslin (Assistant Professor, Department of History, Yale University)

Professor Auslin graduated from Georgetown University in 1988, later receiving his Ph.D. in History
in 2000. He is the founder and director of the U.S.-Japan Project at Yale University. He specializes in
the history of modern East Asia relations the history of Japanese international relations, and
U.S.-Japan foreign relations and culture studies. He is the author of Negotiating with Imperialism:
The Unequal Treaty and the Culture of Japanese Diplomacy (Harvard University Press, 2004) and is
writing a book entitled The Cultural Encounter Between Japan and the United States.
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Discussion

lokibe: Hello, everyone. It was here in Yokohama, then known as Kanagawa village, that the treaty by
which Japan opened her doors to the United States was signed. We are here today to commemorate that
event. One hundred and fifty years is too long a period for most people to conceive of, and I am glad we

have the opportunity to reflect on the significance of those 150 years.

Fifty years, the age of an older person, is easier for us to grasp. In September 2001, already two and
a half years ago, the 50th anniversary of the San Francisco Peace Treaty was celebrated in that city. I
also attended, and former U.S. Secretary of State George Schultz was host, I believe. Also in attendance
was one person each from Japan and the United States who had actually been at the original San
Francisco Peace Conference 50 years before—American diplomat Robert Fearey and, from Japan,
Ki’ichi Miyazawa, who had been a secretary for Prime Minister Shigeru Yoshida and Minister of
Finance lkeda. That day, these two were as vibrant as they were 50 years ago. People joked that
hopefully in another 50 years, they will be as vibrant at the 100th anniversary. In this and many other
ways, the event bespoke the great stability of Japan—U.S. relations.

However, the vicissitudes of history are unpredictable, and on the night I returned home from San
Francisco, I saw the first news broadcasts of the 9.11 terrorist attacks. With that, the place for
good-natured jokes disappeared from Japan—U.S. relations. How truly fortunate that we overcame that

ordeal to celebrate this 150th year.

Over the past 150 years, as we saw in the previous video, there have been good times and conflict.
Where we are now headed after having put all that behind us is a topic primarily for the 2nd session.
The Ist session is an opportunity to reflect on those 150 years. Although time is limited, I would like to
only briefly summarize the government-level events we know so well. Perry’s Black Ship came 150
years ago, and friendly relations were first established. Like a teacher, America helped to modernize
Japan. Japan, an excellent student, studied eagerly as America beamed approvingly. Being such a good
student in those early days of friendly relations, Japan rather quickly became a rival. This was soon after
the Russo-Japanese War. The Potsdam Conference under President Theodore Roosevelt, the postwar

occupation under Gen. MacArthur—these things most of us know about.

In contrast, exchange at the civic level does not often make the news. Other than those directly
involved, few know about it. Nevertheless, civic exchange is extremely important to Japan—U.S.
relations. Today we have two wonderful panelists with whom I would like to emphasize such civic
activity in 150 years of Japan—U.S. relations. Now I would like to get right to our panelists. First we will

hear from Professor Endo of University of Tokyo. Professor Endo graduated from University of Tokyo,
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taught at Nagoya University, and is back at University of Tokyo teaching. He also studied at Yale for
four years on a Fulbright scholarship and then studied at Harvard as a guest student. He is considered a
leading researcher on American studies, particularly on comparative cultures. Please take it from there,

Professor.

Endo: Thank you for the introduction. When discussing the history of relations between Japan and the
United States—this is a somewhat tedious topic—we must often first define what exchange is. Strictly
speaking, “exchange” refers to contact between or the flow of people, organizations, material, or money.
However, when discussing the history of exchange between Japan and the United States, one must
consider not merely such contact and movement, but also—how shall I say—the transmission of ideas
and knowledge that affect the external awareness of both peoples, as well as individual experiences and

sometimes even misconceptions.

Looking back from this perspective, can we discuss when and in what form Japan—U.S. exchange
began? Of course, Perry’s visit of 1853, which has been mentioned again and again today, can in some
ways be considered the beginning of Japan—U.S. exchange. However, both nations already knew of one

another before that and had already learned much about each other.

For instance, a reading of Perry’s well-known Narrative of the Expedition of an American Squadron
to the China Seas and Japan shows that much had already been absorbed from the results of Japan
studies in Europe before Perry’s voyage. Moreover, Japan first learned of America’s existence as an
independent nation in the early 19th century. Later sources such as Dutch atlases of the world and Qing
Chinese accounts reveal that Tokugawa shogunate officials and educated people of the various feudal
clans studied about American history and politics. For instance, a famous atlas published by a Chinese
scholar named Wei Yuan contains a history of the United States written with Chinese help by American
missionaries active in China. It is widely known that Japanese patriots of the late Tokugawa era
absolutely devoured every word of this account. Since there was no firsthand information from
castaways or others, such writings were the beginning of exchange between Japanese and Americans, |

believe.

Well, then, how did the United States initially appear to those who studied it through such writings?
Since the overwhelming power of the Black Ship forced a policy reversal from a closed to an open
country, one obvious interpretation is that to mid-19th century Japanese, the United States symbolized
the power of Western civilization. However, I wish to emphasize at this point that Japanese intellectuals
first viewed the United States as a nation symbolizing moral principles, rather than merely military or
material strength. At the time, the Qing Empire in China, after losing the Opium War, was being
encroached upon by the United Kingdom. America was a country that had defeated the British military
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and won its independence at the end of the 18th century, and mid-19th century Japanese wanted to study
U.S. history to learn how to maintain its own independence in the face of the onslaught of the major

powers.

This perspective toward the United States that came about during the Meiji Restoration became a
model for subsequent Japanese attitudes toward the United States. To put it in academic terms, the
United States set down broad roots in the Japanese heart as an ideal nation offering historical lessons
and symbolizing political ideals, despite the lack of understanding of the actual society that comes
through physical contact. As shown in the timetables depicted in the pamphlet handed out during the
opening ceremonies, which you all received, delegations were sent by Japan to the United States in
1860 and 1871, and accounts left by these men show that they were earnestly intent on learning how the
abstract concepts of freedom and democracy could be applied in a living society. Yukichi Fukuzawa, the
political theorist whom you all know so well, viewed the abstract concepts of equality and national

independence as properties of America that were more essential than its material wealth.

After this beginning, exchange between Japan and the United States was relatively amiable in the
first half of the Meiji Era. Japan was modernizing rapidly and absorbed many American ideas,
particularly in education. Many English-language textbooks were from the United States, and education
for women advanced with the opening of mission schools. I believe that Japan learned much from the
United States about education for women and increased rights for women. Another aspect was music
instruction in primary schools. Exchange between Dr. Clarke and his students at the Sapporo
Agricultural Collage, which we saw in the video earlier, is a widely known example of Japan—U.S.

exchange in the field of education.

By the middle of the Meiji Era, however, as Japan began striving to become a constitutional
monarchy, feelings for the United States began to sour somewhat. The viewpoint of America,
embodying egalitarianism and civil rights, as an unwanted ally that did not suit the policy of the Meiji
government began to manifest itself in cultural exchange. An American instructor named Fenollosa,
who taught at Tokyo Imperial University, was eventually replaced by other staff members who taught

German philosophy and politics.

Of course, although it did symbolize principles seen as undesirable in cultural exchange, America by
no means disappeared entirely from the hearts and minds of the Japanese. For instance, when Japan’s
imperial constitution was enacted in the 1880s, liberals and civil rights advocates became even more
enthralled with the United States as the embodiment of civil rights. In the history of Japan—U.S. cultural
exchange, people such as civil rights activist Tatsui Baba, who died in Philadelphia, and Shusui Kotoku,
a socialist who visited the United States after the Russo-Japanese War, exemplify how the United States

began to occupy a special place in the hearts of Japanese opposed to their government.
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To the 19th century United States, as well, Japan was seen more for what it represented than for
what it actually was. To traders and workers who visited Japan, to Henry Adams, who visited in the late

1880s, and to painter John LaFarge, Japan was an incredibly fascinating, enchanting, and exotic land.

After having centered on such ideals until the end of the 19th century, Japan—U.S. exchange began
to face real-word problems in international politics, beginning with the emigration of Japanese to the
United States and America’s full-scale expansion into the Pacific region. These two developments
forced the two nations to begin dealing with each other as real-world, unadorned countries. However, as
you know, Japan’s efforts to find new living space in the Pacific would bring it into direct confrontation
with an America that, having occupied the Philippines and Hawaii after the defeat of Spain in 1898, was

beginning to form a world order that encompassed the entire Pacific.

Interestingly, it was also in this era that intellectuals in Europe and Japan began to worry about the
Americanization of lifestyles around the world. This shows just how strong America’s influence on
world culture had become in that age. Until then, Japan—U.S. exchange had centered on ideals, with a
tendency towards admiration. However, this contact was dominated by individual effort and, to a large
part, influenced by fate; that is how I see it. How did that effect subsequent Japan—U.S. exchange? To

answer that, I would like to turn the discussion over to Mr. Auslin.

lokibe: Thank you for your very intellectual talk on the beginnings of 150 years of Japan—U.S.
exchange. You make the interesting point that the two countries first understood one another in terms of
ideals and impressions. That was significant in itself, but once actual contact began, the discrepancy
between ideals and reality was unavoidable. To discuss what transpired in the era after that, we turn to
Mr. Auslin. An associate professor at Yale, Mr. Auslin, still in his 30s, is also a young, up-and-coming
researcher. He has studied the unequal treaties of the early Meiji Era and recently has been actively
researching civic and cultural exchange. Mike, you first came to Japan on the Japan Exchange and
Teaching (JET) Program. What year was that?

Auslin: It was 1991.

lokibe: The JET Program, which is extremely important to Japan—U.S. exchange, brings 3,000 people
each year to help teach English in junior high and high schools nationwide. Both Mike and Robert
Eldridge, whom we will hear from later, came to Japan on the JET Program, taught in Hyogo Prefecture,

and subsequently became academics. I’ll turn the discussion over to you, Mike.

Auslin: Thank you very much. I haven’t been able to see the cherry blossoms in Japan for quite some
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time, so I spent one morning this week under the trees in Chidorigafuchi Koen, which is something I
never took advantage of when I was a student long ago in Washington, D.C. So it was wonderful to be

able to sit and enjoy their beauty like everyone else, and at the same time lament their fragility.

This morning, ’'m honored to help celebrate the U.S.-Japan relationship. Unlike the cherry blossoms,
this relationship is neither fragile nor transitory, but it continues to flower even as it weathers various

storms.

One of the strongest roots anchoring the tree of U.S.-Japan relations has been the extraordinary
amount of cultural exchange between our two countries, and it is this exchange that I would like to talk

to you about this morning.

It is often said that a relationship between two countries is like that between two persons. It changes,
evolves, and matures over time. If that is true, then around the year 1900, the cultural relationship
between Japan and the United States entered its adolescence. It moved away from the informal
encounters and discoveries of its childhood. In the years after 1900, the two countries created a mature

system of cultural exchange, which was perhaps unparalleled anywhere else in the world.

As Endo-sensei noted just a few moments ago, the historical context is particularly important.
Around the turn of the century, of course, both Japan and the United States were becoming Pacific
powers. They were displacing the older states that had long been preeminent in East Asia. Business and
political leaders in both countries were not only becoming more aware of the importance of the
U.S.-Japan relationship; they understood that they needed to support and formalize the growing contacts

between them, be they cultural or otherwise.

The result was a blossoming of societies, friendship associations, and interest groups on a scale
rarely witnessed in modern international relations. This network, so to speak, of societies and
associations is not only unique in modern international history, but it made the Japan-United States

relationship more vibrant than it would have been otherwise.

This new period began in 1898. In that year, Kaneko Kentaro, who was a disciple of the great Meiji
statesman Ito Hirobumi, who was also a Harvard graduate and a friend of Theodore Roosevelt, founded
the Beiyu Kyokai, or the American Friends Association. Over the next two decades, the Association
hosted prominent American visitors to Japan, held dinners, and raised the monument to Commodore

Perry that still exists down in Uraga.

In 1899, the year after Kaneko’s group started, American businessmen in Japan formed a branch of

the American Asiatic Association. This group had been formed just the year before, in 1898, primarily
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by businessmen involved in the China trade. The American Asiatic Association in Japan was basically a
trade interest group, but it was one that nonetheless promoted the diffusion of better knowledge on
Japan among Americans inside the country as well as back home. It, too, hosted speakers and events for

its members.

Over the next decade, these two small associations were joined by a host of U.S.-based groups. In
1904, in Boston, a salon for intellectuals and travelers coalesced into the first Japan Society. This year,

we celebrate its centennial, and its president joins us here today.

A year later, in 1905, businessmen and Japanese living in San Francisco formed what is now known
as the Japan Society of Northern California; a sister group in Southern California soon emerged. And in
1907, New York businessmen organized a Japan Society that was in many ways to become the flagship
of a national network of independent Japan-America societies. Its president and executive
vice-president are also here with us today. So you can see that we have a lot of centennial celebrating to

do in the years ahead.

The capstone to this phenomenal period of organizational growth came in 1917. In that year,
Kaneko Kentaro joined together his Beiyu Kyokai with the American Asiatic Association in Japan, to
form the America-Japan Society of Tokyo, which of course still goes strong today, and is one of the

major sponsors of today’s events.

These organizations, although they all have roughly the same name, are nonetheless independent
and distinct. These organizations provided the stage, so to speak, where the Japanese American cultural
relationship was played out, a stage where each could learn about the other. They hosted dinners and
talks by visiting dignitaries. They sponsored concerts and art showings. And they helped bring Japanese

and Americans face to face.

In particular, the New York Japan Society and the America Japan Society of Tokyo became patrons
of exchange. The New York group regularly published, or subsidized the publication of, reports and
books on Japan. These books were often written by academics or other professionals. And the Japan
Society then distributed them, thousands of copies of them, to schools and libraries throughout the
United States. It also provided funds to promote Japanese studies at major U.S. universities, including

my own institution, Yale.

In Japan, the America Japan Society translated into English major writings from current Japanese

periodicals, and ran a vibrant lunch and dinner speaking schedule.

Both groups also heavily promoted student exchanges. In particular, they provided funds and
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administrative help. The America Japan Society later even sponsored an Abraham Lincoln Oratory
Context for Japanese high school and college students, and it awarded medals emblazoned with the
visage of Abraham Lincoln. A great number of the participants and winners of this contest came from

Tokyo’s excellent women’s schools.

Of course, not all cultural exchange was due to these groups. The Japanese government took an
especially active approach. In 1893 and 1904, it sent official Japanese exhibits to the Chicago and Saint
Louis world fairs. On both these occasions, tens of thousands of ordinary Americans visited the
Japanese pavilions, seeing first hand Japanese traditional crafts. Not incidentally, they also saw the most

up-to-date technological products as well.

Japanese American relations did not always stay at just the elite level, but reached down into the
mass cultures of both societies. Especially important in providing information were numerous
publications in each country. People who couldn’t visit the other country or didn’t participate in the
events of the cultural organizations could still learn about the other. For armchair travelers, the
English-language travels guides from the 1890s to the 1930s were actually outstanding mini-courses in
Japanese history and society. I think they’re so good that we could use them today. We’d just have to

update the restaurants listings.

Other periodicals provided a steady diet of reporting and editorializing, such as the glossy, lavishly
produced Japan Magazine. In 1911, a Japanese periodical called Shin-Nippon, or New Japan, devoted
an entire issue to America. This issue was sponsored by the People’s Education Association, which was
run by the great liberal politician Okuma Shigenobu. The issue’s cover was emblazoned with the Stars
and Stripes, and its 300 pages were filled with articles on every aspect of American life, from the
American spirit to agricultural techniques, from reports on the latest American theatrical stars to the
secrets of the modern American kitchen, including a detailed reference to a mayonnaise-based salad

dressing. Perhaps we now know the origin of Kewpi.

In short, the first decades of the 20th century saw a flourishing cultural exchange between Japan and
the United States. This exchange continued even as political and military tensions developed in the
bilateral relationship. During the 1920s, the Japan America Society spread throughout the United States,
reaching ever greater numbers of ordinary citizens and local business leaders. A branch was opened in

Seattle in 1920, and in my hometown of Chicago in 1930.

In 1934, both the Japan America Student Conference and the Kokusai Bunka Shinko Kai, or Society
for the Promotion of International Culture, were founded. The Student Conference became a training
ground for future leaders, such as former Prime Minister Miyazawa Ki’ichi. And, although the Society

for the Promotion of International Culture was obviously global in scope, a great deal of its energies
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were devoted to America. It published books in English, it sponsored teacher and student exchanges,
particularly with West Coast women’s universities and colleges in the United States, and it disseminated

reports in Japan on various facets of American life, such as “a year in the life of a high school student.”

In conclusion, I believe that these various activities created one of the most vibrant cultural
exchange relationships in modern history. And, though they may not have prevented war, they
nonetheless formed one of the key stories in U.S.-Japan relations, and ultimately were instrumental in

bringing the two countries back together after the war. Thank you.

lokibe: Thank you. That was a very important discussion of the highlights of the turn-of-the-century
transition—an institutionalization, one could say—in civic exchange. Both talks were extremely
insightful, particularly Mr. Auslin’s discussion of the positive contributions of Japan—U.S. exchange, as
well as his comment that such exchange could still not prevent the war. Mr. Auslin, you discussed the
organizing activities of people with great intellectual initiative in the private sector, but you do not seem

too troubled by the negative aspects of civic organizations.

Auslin: Well, T haven’t thought about that. I wasn’t prepared for that question. But, I think that in
general, any attempt to bring two peoples together and to bridge misunderstanding or lack of knowledge

is always a worthwhile endeavor.

Obviously, the promotion of cultural understanding can be used at time to promote a particular point
of view, a particular country’s stance on the issues, and hopefully not, in the view of that country, not
necessarily bring two sides together but get the other side simply to accept the views of the other.
Whether or not that happened — and in specific cases I’m sure it did—I would argue nonetheless that
the overall tenor of cultural exchange between these various groups was always positive. It always
sought to increase, I think at the grassroots level, the opportunities for both peoples to come together.
And at the higher levels, they served as an indirect way of mediating problems. So I would argue on the

whole, historically, for the positive effects of cultural exchange.

lokibe: Thank you. As you say, civic organizations are one of the wonderful aspects of American
society. The civic organizations show great initiative in a public sense. As with volunteering, creating
foundations and using them for the public good may be one of America’s greatest strengths. Mr.

Auslin’s remarks have shown the proactive aspects of those organizations in Japan—U.S. relations.

My specialty is the history of foreign affairs, but this alone cannot explain why the war between

Japan and the United States was fought, and so I asked a somewhat tricky question from the opposite
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viewpoint. Of course there are positive aspects to civic organizations, as we’ve seen, and negative ones.
Governments enter military conflicts regardless of these. It goes without saying that there are positive

and negative aspects to government activity.

Taking a look at the negative aspects, in the case of the United States one is the sort of racial
discrimination seen in the Japanese Exclusion Act. Such racial discrimination involves cultural issues,
the issue of discrimination itself, and issues of cognition, but at the same time it is also an issue of
interests—protecting one’s interests from the perceived threat of Japanese immigrants taking over one’s
sphere of existence. Narrow self-love based on such emotions was the basis of the Japanese Exclusion
Act of 1924. The American government tried to suppress this sentiment for a long time. In 1924, no one
thought the law would pass the Senate, but for various reasons, it did. This was an example of

thoughtless, narrow-minded exclusionism on the part of the public steered the nation.

And what of Japan? Japan, as you know, became the first non-Western country to succeed at
modernizing. In that regard Japan ultimately holds a brilliant place in world history, but the road to the
“cloud on the hill” (a reference to a recent novel about Japan’s military buildup in the Meiji Era) was a
tough one; there were wars with China and Russia. We see hard-line diplomacy and an obsessive belief
that during disputes with other countries, Japan would lose everything if she gave up ground or showed

weakness.

Public opinion in critical moments called for a tough diplomatic stance. After events such as the
Hibiya riots or the murder of three monks on the Asian mainland, the public roared for a military
response. This was narrow nationalism, which always thrives in a crisis. And this was an age of
imperialism. The Japanese government tried hard to stay a diplomatic course based on cooperation, but
after the Manchurian incident, nationalistic sentiment grew stronger and emboldened the military to

brush aside diplomacy and move in a direction that destroyed relations with the United States.

Earlier I used the term “initial friendly relations.” America supported Japan’s modernization overtly
and covertly. There was Dr. Clarke, and the Ministry of Foreign Affairs had a wonderful foreign
employee named Henry Dennison, who raised the level of Japanese diplomacy. As she grew rapidly
from its beginnings in these early good times, Japan was seen by the U.S. as a wonderful protégé,
although a non-Western one. At the same time, Japan was a worrisome rival. It was the Russo-Japanese
War that made the U.S. truly wonder whether Japan was a friend or foe. If the Japanese military prowess
that sank the Baltic Fleet in a day was directed at the Philippines, could we defend ourselves? the U.S.
thought. Research by the Marines showed that the Philippines would be indefensible and would be
occupied by the Japanese for at least six months. In short, while maintaining a large cooperative
framework, both sides had to recognize a potential hostile relationship. Relations in which neither side

wanted to lose the cooperative framework despite any hostility—in short, what one could call normal
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international relations—Ilasted from 1905, the year of the Russo-Japanese War, to the 1930s.

The subsequent years leading up to World War II saw a manifestation of what one could call Japan’s
genetic predisposition to resort to imperialism in response to difficult times. In actuality, in the
post-World War I years it became less appropriate to create carnage with military might. All-out warfare
had shown the prohibitively high costs of exercising force. Internationally, Wilsonians and others saw
the need to find a way other than power politics. But this is not something to come about overnight.
Believing in such lofty ideals can result in being taken advantage of, one must keep one’s guard up.

Thus an ambivalence on both sides continued after World War 1.

After the advent of the Depression, the Kwantung Army went on a rampage in China after coming to
see Chinese nationalism and unification as threatening Japan’s interests. This was the beginning of
Japan’s response to the chaos that began in 1931. This was truly a clash of civilizations. This was not
traditional civilization versus Western civilization. Japan had successfully modernized and learned the
secrets of Western power. In this regard, Japan defeated Russia because it had modernized more rapidly
than Russia had in some respects. Rather, it was a clash between a strong nation and—to use a very
Japanese expression—the righteousness of the have-nots. Or, to put it another way, the weak who
rejected U.S.- and British-style pacifism and advocated changing the status quo were on a collision

course with groups who advocated a world order centered on the U.S. and England.

Such events are by no means limited to the past. Germany and Japan were challengers in two major
wars in the 20th century. Can the world deal with China, which may become an even larger challenger?
North Korea is a small problem in comparison, although its collapse would be frightening. However,
history shows that when China extends herself, war is usually unavoidable. In addition, we must

consider how the world should support and embrace the Islamic world.

At any rate, the period of 1931 to 1945 was one of the decline and collapse of Japan—U.S. relations.
Afterwards, however, like a wound that has excreted all its pus, postwar Japan and the U.S. again
entered a period of initial friendly relations. As exemplified by the JIS logo and Dr. Deming, Japan
earnestly studied the framework of America’s wonderful science and technology and its economic and
industrial might. America thought, “Good. Japan is studying hard and trying to achieve democracy and a
market economy.” Thus Mr. Dodge and many others came to Japan as advisors. From 1945 roughly

until the “Nixon Shock” of 1971, Japan maintained friendly relations with the U.S.

However, rapid learning means the rapid appearance of rivalry—this time not as an imperialist
nation but as an economic rival. A period of economic friction between the two countries lasted until
about 1995. Despite the various bilateral issues that we all saw on the news, civil societies continued to

mature and cooperate more and more during this period. For further words on this topic, I would now
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like to turn the discussion over to Mr. Auslin. Please, Mike.

Auslin: I'm going to try to compress 40 years or so of history on the cultural side relatively quickly. So

please bear with me.

As Professor Iokibe just mentioned, the postwar relationship between Japan and the United States,
from the economic side, has not always been as smooth as all of us would have liked, but from the
cultural side, I think that the postwar years were, if anything, a reaffirmation of the gains that had been

made in the period I talked about earlier, the prewar years.

In particular, what’s most striking to me about postwar cultural relations is how quickly they not
only recovered, but flourished, after the horrors of the war. Again, it was the foresight and dedication
not only of both governments and the countries’ elites, but of thousands of ordinary citizens on both

sides of the Pacific, that helped to revive and expand cultural ties.

There were several elements to this renaissance. First, the old prewar groups came out of their
slumber and returned to their prominent role. The Japan Society and the America Japan Society of
Tokyo both restarted their activities in 1952, the end of the seven-year occupation period, and
immediately began hosting concerts, hosting intellectual exchanges, doing what they had done before

the war, but at an increased level.

Soon, however, these groups were joined by new organizations and programs, that dramatically
expanded the institutional structure of U.S.-Japan cultural exchange. In particular, there was a new focus
on education, popular exchanges, and what we now call public diplomacy. And I think it is the growth
of this institutional structure that marks the maturation of the cultural relationship between Japan and
the United States.

Education was seen as one of the keys to peaceful relations. The Fulbright Program in Japan started
in 1952, taking over from the older GARIOA Exchange, government aid and relief in occupied areas.
Over the past half century, it has sent over 10,000 Japanese and Americans abroad to each others’

countries. I was privileged to be one of those grantees in 1997.

At the same time, Kabayama Aisuke, former president of the America Japan Society, envisioned a
cross-national community of scholars. With the organizational prowess of Matsumoto Shigeharu and the
financial support of John D. Rockefeller III, he created the International House of Japan, which is today
a living testament to the desire the maintain a continuing dialogue between Japanese and Americans,

and of course, scholars from around the world.
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These years—the 1950s—also saw an explosion in Japan studies programs in U.S. universities.
These programs were funded in part first by the Ford Foundation, then the U.S. government, and later
through Japanese sources. Today, students can take courses on Japan or major in Japan at almost any

university in the United States.

Let me be clear when I saw that without such support, there could not the outstanding independent
scholarship, courses for students, and intellectual exchange that marks Japanese studies in the United
States.

By the early 1970s, Japanese institutions also increased their focus on the United States, partially in
response to the changing nature of the Cold War, such as the rise of détente between the United States
and Russia, and President Richard Nixon’s opening to China. Tokyo University started its Center for
American Studies, while the Japan Center for International Exchange began its role in fostering

activities from parliamentary to the grassroots level.

With the formation of the Japan Foundation in 1972, there emerged a stable institutional structure
for all types of cultural exchange between Japan and foreign countries, and the U.S. had the lion’s share
of that exchange. In 1975, the U.S. and Japanese governments jointly created the Japan-U.S. Friendship
Commission. Specifically, its goal was to sponsor cultural exchanges and provide funding for various

grassroots activities. Its first chair was the great Japan historian at Yale, Professor John W. Hall.

One major innovation, which Professor lokibe mentioned in his introductory remarks, and one of the
most successful programs ever, was the JET program, which began in the late 1980s. JET directly
placed young English speakers, the majority of whom were American, into Japanese public high schools.
Speaking from my own experience as a JET in Hyogo Prefecture in the early 1990s, I know that the
program gives many young Americans a unique introduction to Japan, and one that often fuels a lifelong

interest in this country.

Perhaps most importantly, all of the groups I’ve just mentioned continue their activities today,

building on decades of experience.

I think the organizational endpoint of this postwar process of institution building came in 1991, with
the formation of the Japan Foundation Center for Global Partnership. The CGP became the largest, best
funded, and best staffed organization devoted to the promotion of U.S.-Japan exchange. It supports
scholars, students, and artists, among others, and for professors who are beyond the range of most of the
granting opportunities given to graduate students, it provides a wonderful opportunity to be able to

come back to Japan and continue research as you move into your mid-career.
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In conclusion, this extensive institutional apparatus that developed after the War allowed for a
flourishing of grassroots exchanges. It supported, and continues to support, a large and dedicated core of
persons in both countries, who have devoted their lives to increasing mutual understanding and

strengthening the most important bilateral relationship in the world.

lokibe: Thank you. Towards the end you said the sorts of things that the Japanese love to hear. To be
honest, what stands out in the history of civic exchange is American initiative and funding—Kaneko
Kentaro notwithstanding. The Fulbright Program, John Rockefeller III using Rockefeller Foundation
money to build the International House of Japan—those sorts of things predominated. Then, as if it were
time for Japan to do its part, the Japan Foundation was established in 1972 at the initiative of Minister
of Foreign Affairs Takeo Fukuda, beginning a movement to use Japanese funds to support a broad range

of cultural exchange.

America has the interesting propensity to spend ill-gotten gains on exchange students and cultural
exchange. After the Boxer Rebellion of the late 1800s, the Qing Chinese government paid reparations to
the various nations involved, and the U.S. used those reparations to establish a scholarship fund to bring
Chinese students to the U.S. That is using ill-gotten gains on something meaningful-—tomorrow’s best
and brightest. To pave the way, they built the Tsinghua School, predecessor of Tsinghua University,
which even today is China’s most prestigious university. The U.S. has a strong preference for using such

money on such things.

The Japan—U.S. Friendship Commission was established in 1975 using payments under the
Government Aid and Relief in Occupied Areas (GARIOA) Fund and the Economic Rehabilitation in
Occupied Area (EROA) Fund and what was left over after Japan paid the expenses for reduction of the
U.S. bases when Okinawa was returned to Japan in 1972. Established to use this money in Japan—U.S.
exchange, the Commission was established by a bill submitted to Congress by some of the most
important Japan experts in the postwar era—John Hall, Reischauer, Robert Ward, and Marius Jansen. In
other words, it came about as the confluence between America’s propensity to use ill-gotten gains on

something meaningful and money originally provided by Japan.

I was glad to hear Mike so highly praise the birth in the 1990s of Mr. Taida’s CGP, which is
sponsoring today’s symposium. At last we entered an age of Japan—U.S. reciprocity, with programs such
as JET representing Japan’s initiative. Mr. Endo, I would like you to now comment on the state of

exchange and the problems faced in the 1990s.

Endo: Thank you. I would like to talk about what was Japan—U.S. exchange was like in the 1990s,

including my own impressions based on the students I’'m in contact with every day, who study the
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United States. I believe that in Japan—U.S. exchange today, cultural exchange and political exchange are
competing with one another to overcome national boundaries. As everyone has pointed out so many
times, Japanese and U.S. cultures already share much in terms of everyday culture—cuisine,

entertainment, sports, and even the life sciences. Much is also shared in science and technology.

The problem is whether such broad-ranging exchange contributes to political goals or to long-term
coexistence and cooperation with regards to economic interests. When talking to young people, the
answer to this question is not always a positive one. The apathy and even negative sentiment that is
spreading primarily among young people could become quite a difficult problem. Despite such
considerable common ground in lifestyles and entertainment, more than a few young people are
overcome with nationalist sentiment or—as Mr. lokibe would say—narrow-minded patriotism and have

strong anti-U.S. feelings.

Japan’s intelligentsia has a history of trying to present themselves as sophisticated by badmouthing
America, and one theory is that this is the source of young people's anti-American sentiment. If that is
the case, then I should change my own attitude as a university professor. However, I think that
America’s unilateral diplomacy is partly to blame. Japan’s anti-Americanism—it may not be
anti-Americanism, but a turning away or distancing from the U.S.—may be due to the way the Japanese
understand the U.S.

For instance, the Americanization of the world has become a problem. Or is considered a problem.
However, we must carefully consider whether unbridled individualism and excessive
competition—widely considered the detrimental effects of Americanization—are truly the basic
principles of the United States. I am sure you all know that one of America’s strengths is the ability of

individuals there to compete more freely than in Japan.

However, this equality of opportunity and free competition are not the fundamental principles of the
U.S. Rather, it is the flip side—America’s systems for helping the underdog and its continuation of its
19th-century spirit of mutual assistance. Earlier, Mr. Iokibe said that one of America’s strengths is that
its civic organizations take the initiative and promote the common good, and the spirit of cultivating

talented, skilled people from just this perspective is alive and well in America.

Therefore, for example in the case of globalization, it is an oversimplification to criticize only the
American principles that are causing friction with societies like Japan, or to say that those are the
fundamental principals of the U.S. We must make people, especially the young people, realize that

America’s principles are deeper, and that it is generous, as well.

The disapproving attitude that we tend to take toward the U.S. today may be similar to Americans’
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criticisms of Japan a century ago, when they assumed that all Japanese were like the Japanese
immigrants who did nothing but work, day and night. We need to investigate various possibilities in
future Japan—U.S. exchange by adopting a comprehensive viewpoint and applying our imagination to
the vision that America has for the world. That is what I think.

lokibe: Those were very profound comments indeed. Having reached this crescendo, I would like to
start a lively debate at this point, but time does not permit. Perhaps it was unreasonable to cram 150

years into 1 hour. I would like to conclude by hearing from you, Mr. Auslin, if you have something to

say.

Auslin: Well, in the interest of time, I just want to make a reflection or two in conclusion.

The first is, in general, just to reiterate that cultural relations don’t just happen. They don’t take care
of themselves. It’s important for people of passion and intelligence and dedication and energy to decide
that this is something they want to do with their lives, and that these types of cultural exchanges, as I’ve
tried to point out, are not only crucial in the history of U.S.-Japan relations, but I think, in international
history as a whole. I think it’s important to remember that misunderstanding and self-interest is a natural
part of the human condition, that cultural exchange will never perfect the world on its own, it will never

dispel all misunderstanding. But for all that, I still think it’s one of the most noble of human endeavors.

And finally, we must always remember that a healthy bilateral relationship does not mean becoming
exactly like each other. Nor must either side feel forced somehow to surrender its unique history or
heritage. Rather, a strong U.S.-Japan relationship means respect, partnership, and a willingness to work

with each other in order to make the world a better place. Thank you.

lokibe: Thank you. Mr. Endo, would you like to say anything?

Endo: I wrote an essay for the program, so I would like to refer you to that. As Mr. Auslin said, I think
what cultural exchange needs is a more solid vision, although spontaneous exchange is fine, too. Money
is also an issue. Some of you here today may be involved in finance, and I hope that Japan also provides

more generous funding and that we carry out more planned cultural exchange.

lokibe: Thank you for those insightful comments. When two peoples of vastly different backgrounds
seek to understand one another, friction is unavoidable. Friction will occur when the two sides get closer

and each sees what the other is really like.
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Today, however, Bush’s America has responded since 9.11 with the determination to fight terrorism
to the ends of the earth. The diversity of American culture becomes involved. America is a society with
a free, active, and diverse civic sector. America always embraces this diversity, as well as change. It is a
society and a people with extremely healthy pragmatism. Keeping this diversity and change in mind,
and understanding America deeply as Mr. Endo said, Japan does not need to feel intimidated into
uniting with America in this fight. That sort of belligerence is actually despicable. It is also
simple-minded to think, “I’m disillusioned with the ‘American Empire.”” A generous, deeper

understanding is needed.

The goal of civic exchange is mutual understanding, the enrichment of one’s own culture through
that mutual understanding, and, ultimately, having a partnership together for the sake of the world. Such
efforts became deeply rooted after the tragedy of World War II. After the postwar period of initial
friendly relations, when we entered an era of cooperation mixed with the antagonism of economic
friction, did we once again head down the road to conflict, as in the prewar years? No, we didn’t. Since
the redefinition of Japan—U.S. Security Treaty in 1996, the two nations have been forging an even
stronger partnership. We here today have demonstrated through our actions that the difficulties of 9.11

cannot destroy that partnership.

If I were to name a shortcoming, it is the initiative of the Japanese government, which, the Japan
Fund and its Japan—U.S. Center notwithstanding, is still weak in terms of forming private foundations
and supporting worthwhile public activities, which if they are worthwhile will attract sponsorship from
some foundation—in other words, in supporting enrichment of the people by the people. Mr. Endo said
he was such a funding person and so no doubt understands. I would therefore like to conclude my
discussion of the past 150 years by saying, Wouldn’t such steps be appropriate? Thank you for your

attention through my long remarks.
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received international acclaim. He has proposed and made efforts to have Japan sponsor a world
expo. After leaving MITI in 1978, he went on to become a best-selling author. From 1998 to 2000,
he served as the Minister of State for Economic Planning. In 2003, he lectured at Yale University on
the theory of a knowledge-value society. He is now active as an economist at the cutting-edge of the
field. His major works include Rakish no tsukai-kata (Using History) (Kodansha, 2004), Heisei
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Discussion

Kuniya: T will be moderating session II, titled “Japan and the US: Where Do We Go from Here?”
Although I’'m no specialist on Japan—U.S. relations, each day on my program I report on issues that
involve the two nations. On a personal level, I have spent more than 10 years in America—three years
in kindergarten, four years in an American university, and time there after graduation. Throughout my
life I have always been aware in some way of the relationship between Japan and the U.S. In that regard,
the future of Japan—U.S. relations is an issue of great concern to me, and I look forward to discussing

that relationship with you all today. Thank you.

Relations between Japan and the U.S. are extremely complex and profound and cannot be summed
up in a single word. The panelists in part I looked back on the history of those relations. Today, the two
countries are a huge presence economically, responsible for 40% of global economic output, and are
highly interdependent. As written in the 1996 Japan—U.S. Security Declaration signed by both countries’
leaders, this is one of the world's most successful bilateral relationships. This year the government,
promising to further strengthen relations, sent Self-Defense Force troops to Iraq, and although opinion

on this act was divided, it suggested extremely close relations between the two governments.

However, the circumstances surrounding Japan—U.S. relations are changing greatly. Our neighbor,
China, is growing economically at an incredible pace. Exports from Japan to China are growing so
quickly that they may soon surpass those to the U.S. There is the question of North Korea. And no one
knows when or where the next terrorist attack may happen. The treat of terrorism has spread rapidly
since the coordinated terrorist attacks of 9.11. America, which has been considered a partner, is now the
world’s only superpower and may increasingly pursue unilateral action. Amidst such massive changes,
can Japan and the U.S. overcome such turmoil to maintain friendly relations? How can they be

maintained? This is what today’s panelists, who represent various fields, will be discussing.

Before the panel discussion, I would like to present some interesting data. Earlier, Mr. Taida, our
host, discussed the existence of anti-American sentiment. With relations between the two governments
so close, what do ordinary Japanese think about America? In a monthly public-opinion survey by Jiji
Press, the number of people naming America as the foreign nation they felt closest to has stayed
between 40 and 50 % since the '90s. At the same time, the number of people citing America as the
country they disliked the most was between 4 and 7% throughout the *90s. Since 2002, however, the
number of people who dislike the U.S. has increased rapidly. The average was between 8 and 9 % in
2002, 10.4% in 2003, and rose to 12.0% in the first 3 months of 2004. It was in 1992 or 1993 when
trade friction was considerable and the Japanese word kenbei—anti-Americanism—even entered the

American vocabulary. Compared to then, when 7% of survey respondents indicated they disliked
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America, today’s figure of over 10% seems extremely high.

Amidst such trends, how should we view the United States today? I would like to start out by asking
the panelists to discuss the current view of America as they sense it. Mr. Sakaiya, next to me, has stated
in a recent book that America is similar in many respects to the 13th century Mongolian Empire. Is that

correct?

Sakaiya: Yes. First, one must consider current world affairs. It depends, first of all, on how one views
the world and human civilization. The world is changing at an incredible speed. Until recently, the
world centered on modern industrial societies based on standardized mass production. America was the
first to succeed at this, but starting in the ’70s Japan built a modern industrial society based on
standardized mass production that exceeded even America’s. This led to massive trade surpluses and
gave rise to the phrase “Japan as Number One.” America in the ’70s, in contrast, began registering huge

deficits in its international balance of payments.

In the *80s and ’90s, however, this modern industrial society based on standardized mass production
went into decline, ushering in a society based instead on the creation of knowledge. Instead of
standardized mass production, society became centered on the production of various information and
technology. Societies became more and more subjective. This was a great change. Part of this was the
failure of socialism, which presupposed a modern industrial society based on standardized mass
production. Unable to adapt, the system of socialism collapsed. With the decline of modern industrial
society came the era of knowledge-based societies. In terms of producing this knowledge value,

America is world’s only superpower, a hegemon.

However, a hegemon—a country with no challengers at all—is extremely rare in world history.
Comparisons are often made with the Roman Empire and China’s Han Dynasty, but even the Roman
Empire had the Persians nearby to contend with, while the Han fought the Xiongnu, and the Tang
Empire fought the Saracens. In all of world history, the only unrivaled military powers are Mongolia in

the 13th century and America in the 21st century. There are many similarities between them.

First of all, Mongolia was a multiethnic, multireligious state incorporating many races, cultures, and
faiths. Second, Mongolia had massive deficits and a negative balance of international payments.
America, too, has consistently run a deficit in its balance of international payments of 400 billion to 500
billion dollars, equal to roughly 5% of its GDP. A global empire that has maintained such large deficits
is Mongolia. These deficits are on a scale comparable with those of the Mongols. To compensate, the
Mongols issued humankind’s first inconvertible paper money—money that could not be exchanged for

gold or silver. This inconvertible paper money kept its value for an amazing 80 years. With this system,
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the Mongols remained a military superpower despite its deficits. That was the first time in history that a

people were conscious of the entire world.

In today’s world, one current trend is the subjectivization of value. Rather than quantifying value
objectively in terms of numbers or labor force, value being produced is subjective and is discussed in

terms of how good a brand is or how good a patent is.

Another trend is the rapid weakening of national governments. This is the most serious problem we
currently face. In the era of the modern industrial society, there was no land without nationality. Today,
however, in southern Africa, central Asia, and parts of South America, there are many countries in
which the state is indistinct. Does a state exist in Afghanistan? Or Somalia? On the Balkan Peninsula?
This is a serious problem. In Europe, the advent of the European Union has eliminated the state as

traditionally defined. Also weakening the state are free-trade zones such as EFTA.

It is amidst this weakening of the state and the subjectivization of value that America has achieved
hegemony. This is an issue we must consider carefully. For the past 30 years, Japan has enjoyed a
successful complementary relationship with the United States in which Japan covered America’s deficits.
How long can this last? China now has a huge trade surplus, and other countries have also recently
registered considerable surpluses and together are supporting America’s deficits. As Japan transitions
from a nation of standardized industrial production to a knowledge-based society, how will it approach
relations with the United States? In this context we must consider the realities of America impartially
and positively. America today is the vanguard of a truly new age, and we must fully recognize that

Japan, too, will also change in the same way.

Kuniya: That is a very thought-provoking perspective on America. Some of you in the audience may
wish to dispute that view, but before that I would like to hear from another panelist, Mr. Eldridge, about
his perspective on the United States. Last June, Mr. Eldridge published a book titled The Origins of the
Bilateral Okinawa Problem. This discusses how the U.S. has positioned postwar Okinawa and details a
clash between American national-interest advocates—primarily the military—and internationalists, led
by the State Department. It also analyzes in detail efforts by the Japanese government to maintain
sovereignty over Okinawa. American foreign policy always seems to involve a struggle between
national-interest advocates and internationalists, and today the national-interest advocates seem more

prominent. Mr. Eldridge, what is your perspective on today’s America?

Eldridge: Thank you very much. I think Kuniya-san has earned her reputation as the anchor on

Close-Up Gendai for her very tough questions, and starting off the debate quite quickly.
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I’1l probably answer more of that a little bit later, but I would like to introduce my own perspectives

on my own country and how it’s being viewed right now today in the world.

I think America continues to be a country of contradictions. On one hand, it is a country that is open,
continues to be open, full of opportunities, a land of dreams. On the other hand, it has become
somewhat, maybe unilateral, maybe a little bit uncertain about its identity right now, maybe a little bit

paranoid, maybe allowing fear and ignorance to guide some of its policies.

At the same time, it continues to celebrate its diversity. And yet, on the other hand, it faces the
challenges of the same diversity, and being an open country in many ways. And another contradiction
that we probably have seen, and Kuniya-san has alluded to, is the division that constantly exists in
national policymaking, between immediate national interests and long-term international interests or

internationalism.

So those contradictions have existed, they exist now, and I’m sure they’re going to continue to exist

in the future.

One other contradiction that we also note, and Iokibe-sensei alluded to earlier, is the strong
pragmatism that exists in the country while seeking idealism. And it’s this last point, as well as the
question that Kuniya-san asked me a little bit more directly, about the division in policymaking between
internationalism and perhaps the pursuit of pure or simple national interests, that I’'m sure many of you
in the audience have a great interest in, particularly in connection with the current conflict in Iraq, and

perhaps in the future as well, the future of U.S. foreign policy.

Because of the decision of the United States and its coalition partners to go ahead with the war in
March last year, instead of seeking a second United Nations resolution, as some countries were calling
for, I think the U.S. has been greatly criticized. But I think that the United States, its coalition partners,
and particularly President Bush, have been getting an unfair amount of criticism over that decision. I
continue to believe the decision of the U.S. and its coalition partners to go ahead with the war will be
judged by history favorably. I do not see it as an action primarily in pursuit of national interest, but
instead the pursuit of a greater good. And I think this aspect, that it’s beyond national interest, and that it
is in pursuit of a greater good, has not been adequately reported or perhaps understood in much of the
debate.

One of the reasons for that, perhaps, here in Japan, is that, and this will probably be a theme for the
rest of the afternoon, is the way that America’s presence in the Japanese public mind is so large and
continues to be so large, and how it has dominated, in many ways, Japan’s perceptions of the world over

the past 150 years.
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I’1l probably talk about this aspect a little bit more later when we discuss U.S.-Japan relations. But
reiterating what I said, I believe the U.S. government’s actions to date, while not entirely blameless or

faultless, have been I think quite justified in a number of ways.

The allusion to the public opinion polls earlier was based on a comparison from an earlier difficult
period in the relationship. I’d like to see how these public opinion polls develop in the future. I don’t
think it’s going to represent a continuous decline. I think we’ll see a more emergence of more positive

public opinion.

The Japanese government under Prime Minister Koizumi has shown great leadership, I think, in
supporting the United States and its actions. And I think the Japanese public has come around to
appreciating his decision and will continue to appreciate it. And because of that, I believe that the public

opinion mood will change and shift more positively in the future.

Kuniya: Mr. Eldridge, from a historian’s perspective, believes that we should look at public-opinion
surveys over a longer time frame. I believe that persons of Japanese ancestry in America have firsthand
experience with Japan—U.S. relations. I would therefore like to hear the opinion of Ms Hirano, who is

the director of the Japanese American National Museum, in Los Angeles.

Japanese Americans during World War II were held in internment camps, and in the 1980s they
started a movement demanding an apology and reparations from the U.S government. In 1988 they won
both. After the terrorist attacks of 9.11, they were concerned that the same sort of thing could happen to
Arab Americans and Muslims in the U.S., and they issued declarations speaking against such actions.
The Museum also held symposia on the subject. Well, earlier Mr. Eldridge said there is some confusion
in America over what to do next, but do you think there has been change in that wonderful American

characteristic of tolerance?

Hirano: T thank you very much. Before I answer your specific question, I would like to make a few

background remarks.

First, let me say that nearly 100 years ago, my grandfather had departed from the port of the city that
we are in, Yokohama, leaving his home in Fukuoka in search of a new life in the United States. I’'m sure
that he would never have imagined that his granddaughter, a third-generation Japanese American female,

would be speaking to you today about the future of the U.S.-Japan relationship.

There are over 1 million Japanese Americans residing in the United States. This number includes a

growing number of Japanese American who are of bi-racial or multi-racial background. It is inclusive of
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the second generation Nisei, now in their 70s and their 80s, to the fifth generation, Gosei. It includes the

bi-racial children of military brides and their families and post-World War II Japanese immigrants.

Like all Americans, the Americans of Japanese ancestry are very diverse and reflect religious and

regional differences. They reflect various professional, social and cultural differences.

I have the privilege of being joined today by a delegation of Sansei and Yonsei leaders from various
parts of the United States, who reflect that diversity. This is the fourth delegation of Japanese American
leaders who have traveled to Japan, a program that was initiated in 2000 by various Japanese American
organizations in the state of California. This program is supported today by the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs and the Japan Foundation Center for Global Partnership.

The 2004 Japanese American delegation includes 12 Sansei and Yonsei, who this past week have
held many meetings with high-level governmental officials, political, business, cultural and academic
leaders in Japan. It was a program that was initiated because of the concern that Sansei and Yonsei did

not have an interest in Japan and did not visit Japan. I will discuss this a little later on in the program.

Last year’s delegation, in March 2003, participated in a symposium that was sponsored by the Japan
Foundation CGP and the Japanese American National Museum, that was entitled, “Contemporary

Society and Civil Society in the United States through the Eyes of the Japanese American Community”.

The events of September 11, 2001 have significantly changed our world. Issues of global and
national security, the protection of civil liberties in an environment of increased security, and the
changing relationships among nations, are but a few of the challenges that are of concern to the citizens
of democracies all over the world. However, many of these issues, including the protection of civil
liberties in a time of crisis, are not new. Especially for Japanese Americans, like other ethnic groups in
America, the promise of democracy has often been curtailed by the challenges of living in a diverse

society where intolerance and racism still exist.

Throughout its history, Japanese Americans have placed an important role in challenging laws and
actions which were often discriminatory and exclusionary. A number of individuals and organizations in
the Japanese American community have often spoken out and worked to change unfair laws, which in
the last 1800s and early 1900s prevented Issei from becoming naturalized citizens, which they could not
achieve until 1954. There were laws that prevented them from owning land, through alien land laws,

and from marrying someone of European-American heritage.

As was noted, in the course of World War II, an act against Japanese Americans was one of the most

egregious in the history of the U.S.. After years of lobbying, the United States government passed the
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unprecedented Civil Liberties Act of 1988, which admitted the wrongful act by the U.S. government,

and issued an apology to Japanese Americans, and provided token monetary reparations.

Following September 11, 2001, the Japanese American National Museum and other Japanese
American organizations spoke out to voice concern and caution about the potential targeting of Arab
and Muslim Americans on the basis of ethnic origin. The National Museum sponsored a number of
public programs in the United States discussing the topic, and has developed ongoing partnerships with
the Arab-American community in Dearborn, Michigan, home to the largest Arab and Muslim
community in the U.S.. As an educational institution, we believe that the lessons of history must inform
current events to prevent making similar mistakes of the past. The abridgement of civil liberties of
Japanese Americans during World War II is an important lesson that we can help ensure does not happen

to others in the future.

This week in Kyoto, several members of this delegation, the 2004 Japanese American Leadership
Delegation, participated in a symposium, again sponsored by the Japan Foundation CGP and the
Japanese American National Museum. This year, the symposium was entitled “Asian American
Diversity: The Course of Building Coalitions”. The panelists discussed the role that Japanese Americans
had played, and continue to play, in working with other Asian-American communities to address issues

of mutual concern.

At one time, Japanese Americans were among the largest ethnic group among Asian-Americans. The
2000 census reports that Japanese Americans are now sixth in size, following the Chinese, Filipinos,
Koreans, and other Southeast Asian groups. This means that the Japanese American community has to
develop working coalitions and relationships with other Asian-American groups, and with other ethnic

Americans.

The U.S. is a diverse country. To understand America and to maintain close relations with America,
Japan must understand and develop relationships with not only Japanese Americans, but Americans of
many ethnic backgrounds. Hispanic Americans are the fastest growing group in the U.S., and that
relationship, along with that with African-Americans and other Asian-American groups, must become

part of the U.S.-Japan dialogue. This is the America of the 21st century.

Kuniya: Ms Hirano: Do you think America has lost its tolerance since 9.11? You’ve issued statements
on this subject. What do you think?

Hirano: We saw post September 11—the potential of a repetition of what occurred after the onset of

World War II. With the concern for national security, there is also a danger that the civil rights and civil
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liberties of some Americans could be abridged. And we have to speak out to ensure that that does not
occur. What’s different today is that there are Japanese Americans and other Americans who are
standing up and urging caution, that the U.S. government not abridge the rights of individuals. But we
have seen, unfortunately, the unlawful arrest and detention of individuals of Arab American and Muslim

descent.

Kuniya: Does that mean that, in the name of terrorism, limits have appeared in America’s acceptance of

diversity?

Hirano: I think it’s part of the ongoing dialogue that is occurring post September 11, and one where, as
a result of the civil rights movement, there are many more people who are speaking out and are urging

the importance of maintaining civil rights.

Kuniya: T take that to mean that the process by which America evolves by incorporating other ethnic
groups is still ongoing. Well, we will now hear from the last of the panelists, Mr. Esaki, who won the
Nobel Prize in Physics in 1973. In 1960, at the young age of 35, he moved to the United States, where
he spent 30 years doing research and observing the changes in the United States amidst rapid

globalization. What is your opinion?

Esaki: Yes, well, as for recent changes in the U.S., it depends on how you define “recent.” Most
recently, the events of September 11, 2001, did change America, I believe. By “change” I mean that
there is much tension, and if you walk through neighborhoods you will see many more American flags.
I lived in New York, and Grand Central and other places are a lot nicer today, and there are fewer lazy
Americans of the sort seen before. New York City is much safer than in the old days. This may also be

due to the efforts of Mayor Giuliani.

Getting back on subject, the year in which I went to the U.S. was in a sense a period of transition.
Traditional America was changing into 1960s America. This was partly because of the Vietnam War.
One change was the social advancement of women. Then there was the civil rights movement and the
banning of racial discrimination. This was a major movement. The Vietnam War changed people’s
concepts of patriotism. The framework of this new America, today’s America—as older Americans
know well, I'm sure—was the “mini revolution” of the student movement, which was extremely active.
The number of students had increased dramatically, making America number one in the world. Japan
now has a lot of people going to college, but back then the percentage of Americans going to college
rose considerably. I feel America’s vitality in this “mini revolution.” Changes there are intense. Of

course the principles of freedom, equality, and democracy will never change, but America is a country
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of great change.

An earlier speaker mentioned contradictions, but I think that contradictions are a source of vitality.
Without contradictions, nothing happens. The Mongolian Empire was probably a country of

contradictions, too.

My first encounter with the American culture came when I was in the Doshisha middle school,
which actually happened many years ago. When Japan was still a closed country, Niijima Jo violated
national law by going to America. He attended Amherst College, which Uchimura Kanzo and other also
attended. In that college, a huge portrait of Niijima has been placed. After returning to Japan, he

founded a school named Doshisha and planted the American spirit in Japan.

Earlier there was mention of the JET English teachers. When I entered school about 70 years ago, in
1938, an American woman taught me English. I didn’t learn English too well, but that’s another issue.
She also taught me about Christianity. Christianity isn’t limited to the U.S., but it is one of the pillars of

the West. Another is science. Not just natural science, but rather the spirit of science.

I am a man who has lived through war and the vicissitudes of Japanese science in the early Showa
Era. Those vicissitudes are very closely related to America. Right before the war ended, in 1944, 1
entered University of Tokyo. There I saw the B29. I was marveled by its sturdiness. It was the enemy’s
aircraft, but it taught the Japanese government about the importance of science. After that, the Japanese
government produced many scientists and engineers. It was too late to win the war, but it benefited the

postwar recovery.

In 1947, the year I graduated, the most important invention of the 20th century was made in
America’s Bell Telephone Laboratories. It was a semiconductor device—the transistor. Without it, there

would be no information age today. We were very impressed by the invention of the transistor.

The reason is that we Japanese were always taught the expression “To learn new things, study the
old,” but that didn't apply at all. America produced something unlike anything that came before it.
Before the transistor was the vacuum tube, but studying and improving on that wouldn’t get you a
transistor. That taught us that the future is not an extension of the present. In short, there are

breakthroughs in science.
Earlier Mr. Sakaiya mentioned the great importance of—the “knowledge revolution,” was it?—in

short, of knowledge. America is a country that produces new knowledge, greets that new knowledge

warmly, and applauds the accomplishment. One example is something that happened to me. Excuse this
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personal story, but I, as a nameless engineer at a company called Tokyo Communication Engineering
Company, invented the tunnel diode. In Japan, nobody paid any attention to this invention. In Japan,
people care more about who invented something than they do about the invention itself. Instead, it was

America that appreciated this invention.

A scholar was considered a moralist because a scholar taught moral as the main subject during the
Tokugawa era. Consequently, you couldn't just consider an accomplishment, but also the person. In
America, however, a person’s background doesn’t matter. I was extremely impressed with this

recognition of achievements. After that, in 1960, I was asked to come to America.

America values new things and new knowledge. It is also important to create and use knowledge.
The biggest import contributing to America’s advancement is brains. Not as in brain drain, but brain
inflow—attracting “brains” to the country. For instance, over half of America's engineers who have a

Ph.D are said to be foreigners.

Transistors, the most important invention of the 20th century, were invented at America’s Bell
Telephone Laboratories. Bell was founded by Alexander Graham Bell, a Scotsman. There are so many
successful people in America who are “impure” Americans rather than “pure” Americans. America is a
place where foreign-borns can thrive. The reason is another American trait—the value placed on the

individual.

In general, there are two different types of intelligence. The first is the judicious mind: the ability to
acquire knowledge and to analyze, comprehend, judge, and select it. This focuses on the objective and
impersonal, and what is already known. The second is the creative mind, which is the ability to generate
new ideas using prodigious creativity and foresight. This deals with the individualistic and the unknown.
Another important thing in various fields of science, and there are many older people here [who will
understand], but people have two general qualities: creativity and judgment, or intelligence. Creativity
unfortunately declines with age. For instance, if you work from age 20 to age 70, then if creativity is
100 at age 20, then by age 70 it will be zero. In my case, it’s negative. But judgment, the judicious mind,
is zero at age 20 and increases with age. The intersection between the two is age 45. Therefore, people
45 or older—and you don’t have to believe this—but America gives young people the chance to work.
Not just in science, but in various cultural activities as well. America is a youthful culture that gives all

young people a chance.

Kuniya: That was a wonderful firsthand account of the opportunities in America and America's
capabilities for recognizing accomplishments and creating new things, and also the positive aspects of

individualism. As you can see, with such a wide variety of panelists, it's hard to know when or how to
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transition to the next topic. Sometimes I feel at a loss. As emcee I would like to be a little adventurous
now. I would like to ask Mr. Eldridge his opinion as an American about Mr. Sakaiya’s Mongolian

theory.

Eldridge: It was a very important discussion, and I look forward to reading the book.

In academia and also in journalism, the expression teikoku (imperialism) is often used. Personally, I
have sort of a strong reaction to it, in that I see “Imperialism™ as sort of colonialist in nature. And I
would not use that as a way to judge American foreign policy, particularly in the postwar period, or
probably from now and in the future. But the current situation, in which America does have a great deal
of all the political power, military power, economic power, is in many ways undeniable. The question is,
how do we use it now and in the future? And I think the most recent experience in Iraq and with
coalition building, and also with our traditional friends and allies, learning from that experience will be

a way to build a better future and not a more confrontational one.

Kuniya: Alright, now I’d like to ask Mr. Sakaiya to comment on the topic again.

Sakaiya: Many people don’t know Mongolian history, so this could cause considerable
misunderstanding. Mongolia, a nation with a very small population, conquered 70 to 80 % of the world.
As for the structure of the Mongolian Empire thereafter, although the descendents of Emperor Genghis
Khan were part of it, there was a Chinese prime minister and an Arab finance minister. There were also
Jews and Turks, and even an English general. All were completely equal. This has long been considered
the first nation in human history without racial or religious discrimination. People who suffered when
Genghis Khan was conquering used the term “Mongolian Empire,” but Mongol Uls (the Mongol name)

was a nation that treated all cultures equally and never oppressed any religion.

What I want to stress is that America didn’t change after 9.11; it had already started changing before
that. As for 9.11, in America's knowledge revolution, appeared in a somewhat stimulating direction, but
behind that are global cultural changes occurring in a larger context. There has appeared the belief that
all knowledge in the world should be viewed equally, and we are at a stage in which not just
capital-intensive industry but many other things are spreading worldwide. America has shouldered a
very large burden in this and as a result has registered deficits, and the world now has a currency not
based on any material at all. In this knowledge-based society, we must consider the present. That’s what

I want to emphasize.

In popular history, the Mongols are associated only with wars of conquest, but Mongol Uls was

93



stable and was the first time that people began to think of the concept of the entire world. The surprise
people experienced in the 13th century is similar to our surprise in the 21st century. In Europe in the
13th and 14th century, it became popular to carve statues of the Virgin Mary and the saints with Asian
features. Until then, Christ was always portrayed as a European. But in the age of Simon Martini and
Giotto, artists started drawing them with Asian features. That is how global people’s artistic sense

became. My point is that we are about to enter a similar era.

Kuniya: Thank you very much. I would now like to go forward to our main topic of Japan—U.S.
relations. As discussed in the 1st session, Japan—U.S. relations have been confrontational at some times,
mutually supportive at other times. There has been war and partnership. Japanese Americans have faced
various trials and tribulations, and the two countries have overcome them to arrive at their current

relations today. What is your opinion on Japan—U.S. relations today? Ms. Hirano, please.

Hirano: We have heard throughout the day that the relationship between the United States and Japan is
the strongest it has ever been, and there is no question that our political and economic interests are
closely interconnected. But does the friendship between President Bush and the Prime Minister extend
to a deep and lasting relationship between the peoples of Japan and the peoples of the United States?
For example, do a majority of today’s younger generation of Japanese-Americans feel a connection to
Japan, the land of their ancestors, or do they feel a deep friendship with the people of Japan? My answer

would have to be “no.”

I do believe that the future of U.S.-Japan relations must include a transformation of the relationship
of Japanese Americans with Japan, and a deepening of the relationship between the peoples of our two
countries. If younger Japanese Americans are not interested in learning about Japan, about visiting
Japan, or feel that their own personal histories include their roots in Japan, then how can we hope that in
the future, other Americans, especially younger Americans, will have a deep and abiding interest in the

Japan of the future?

You saw in the earlier video that the first generation of Japanese, Issei, came to the United States
from as early as 1865, with a mass migration of contract laborers from Japan to Hawaii, that began in
the late 1880s. And despite the hardships that the Isseis encountered in the new land, they settled and
built communities and made the decision to stay. One of the most defining moments from the Issei and
Nisei came certainly with the outset of World War II. My own grandfather, a Issei, who was a farmer,
and seven of his eight children, were among the 120,000 Japanese Americans, two thirds of whom were
born in America, that were uprooted from their homes by the American government and incarcerated in

places like Arkansas.
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As the war ended and many Issei and Nissei began to return to the West Coast, they turned to
rebuilding their lives, having lost their homes, their businesses, and their worldly possessions. But
World War II had separated many Japanese American families, with some being in the United States and
some being in Japan. When World War II broke out, many families themselves on opposite sides of the

ocean.

When the Nisei began to rebuild their lives after the war, they wanted to give their Sansei children
the opportunities that they believed America had to offer: a good education, and importantly, a career,
and a professional achievement, something that, unfortunately, many Nisei were denied because of the
War.

In the 1960s and the early 1970s, the Sansei were beginning to enter college. Some came to Japan to
study at colleges such as Waseda and ICU. Some had good experiences, but some had very negative
experiences. Many felt that the Japanese people looked down upon the descendents of poor farmers who
left Japan. Most Japanese Americans did not speak the language or understand the culture, and were,

unfortunately, not favorably looked upon.

But why the Sansei maintained their distance with Japan is very complex, and of course the answers
are not simple. It was also in this period, of the 1960s and the 1970s, that the Civil Rights Movement in
the United States was emerging. Like many other ethnic Americans, Sanseis joined with
African-Americans and others to overturn discriminatory laws that had prevented people of ethnic

backgrounds from being recognized as Americans with equal protection and full benefit under the law.

In the 1970s and *80s the bubble in the Japanese economy brought tremendous economic success to
Japan. This resulted in an arrogance by some Japanese businessmen toward other people, especially
Americans, including Americans of Japanese ancestry. It was during this time, also, that the sentiment of
many in the Japanese American community was to place a distance between ourselves and Japan. Our
face, which often made us look like a foreigner from Japan, rather than someone born in America, made
us very different from other European Americans. The image of an American, to many people, including
those in Japan and many in America, was of a Caucasian American. Sansei were often told by

Americans, “You speak very good English,” or “When did you come to the United States?”

This dichotomy of a Japan that, on the one hand, looked down on Japanese Americans, and on the
other an America that did not view Japanese Americans or other Asian Americans as part of the fabric of
America, caused many Sansei to support the civil rights movement advocating for full equality of all

ethnic Americans.

While Sansei distanced its ties with Japan, today, every other Asian American group has very strong
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ties with its home country. The large continuing migration from China, Korea and other parts of Asia
and Southeast Asia has led to rapid growth of most Asian American communities in the United States. It
has also resulted in continuing ties with their country of origin. However, the immigration from Japan to
the U.S. post World War II has been very small. The economic boom in Japan provided little incentive
for people to leave Japan in search of new opportunities. The small migration rate to the United States
and the low birthrate among Japanese Americans has resulted in small growth of the Japanese American

community.

But certainly the lack of immigration alone cannot fully explain the lack of a connection between
Japanese Americans and Japan. If we look at the relationship of Italian Americans, Jewish Americans,
Polish Americans, their ties to their home countries remain strong. This link is something that is fostered
and encouraged by these countries to succeeding generations of Americans that have descended from

their country.

There are many who call the Sansei the “lost generation,” meaning their disconnection to the land of
their heritage. This phenomenon has led to programs like the Japanese American Leadership
Delegations to Japan, in an effort to ensure that the Sansei and Yonsei, will develop a connection to
Japan, will feel that they have a vested interest in the U.S.-Japan relationship, and will work to ensure

that our ties are strong.

Kuniya: Those were very solemn comments. To summarize, the Japanese Sansei have sought to be
considered Americans, even going so far as to cut their ties with Japan, and consequently the Americans
who should feel the greatest affinity with Japan—the Japanese Americans—have very weak ties with it.
Ms. Hirano, are you saying, with regard to the foundations of Japan—U.S. relations, that with all this
history between the two countries, even though relations between the governments are close, relations

really aren’t that strong?

Hirano: T would say that is true. The interconnections, and as we’ve been talking about, the foundation,
I think, has to be built on a people-to-people connection. And as we heard in the earlier panel, there
have been many organizations that have worked hard to create those relationships. But if we look at
those organizations, they unfortunately do not include the active involvement of many Japanese
Americans. That is something that we are working to change, and I firmly believe that we will change.
The acknowledgement and the willingness on the part of many in the United States and in Japan to
ensure that this does not continue will make a difference. We always say that one person can make a
difference, so certainly several people can make a big difference. But that has to occur both here in

Japan and also in the United States.
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Kuniya: To summarize, you are saying that personal exchange still faces issues at a very basic level. Mr.
Esaki, you have extensive experience with exchange among researchers, I am sure. In terms of personal

exchange, what would you say is the current state of Japan—U.S. relations?

Esaki: I am relatively positive. Japan and the U.S. have the clear common goal of advancing science
and technology. Someone said earlier that the money the two countries spend on science and technology
accounts for 40 % of GDP, and I think that the two countries combined account for about 60 % of the
world’s R&D spending. The competition and cooperation between Japan and the United States in

science and technology have resulted in considerable progress and advancement.

This scientific advancement absolutely requires individual creativity, as well as dynamic interaction.
America is a country where that sort of dynamic interaction is incredibly easy to achieve. There, the
individual is the center of things, and frank discussions are possible. When I was doing research in
America, no one judged me because I was Japanese or anything like that; they judged me as an

individual.

That’s why I think the center of Japan—U.S. relations will be science and technology. As for what
kind of knowledge will be important in the future, one type, in the case of America, is knowledge to
advance the frontiers of science. That will come about in cooperation with Japan. Another important
type of knowledge is the knowledge to ensure the long-term survival of humankind—knowledge about
environmental problems, for instance. I hope that Japan will produce more Nobel laureates. Another
area is knowledge to ensure the long-term survival of humankind. I hope that Japan and the U.S.

cooperate in that field.

Kuniya: Issues that Japan and the U.S. must tackle together do indeed cover a broad range—not just the
economy and security, but also the environmental and many other fields. Both governments have
pursued a common agenda, but these issues must also be addressed at the level of scientists and other

individuals.

Mr. Eldridge, Japan views the United States as her only ally, but to the U.S., Japan is only one of 40
allies. The two governments have what is called the strongest bilateral ties in the postwar world, but
there seems to be a perception gap between the governments and their respective publics. Mr. Eldridge,

you have been in Japan for 14 years. What is your perspective on Japan—U.S. relations?

Eldridge: I have actually quite a few comments, both about Esaki-san’s talk, and other ones. But based

on my own experience, I’ve been very fortunate to be in Japan for 14 years, consecutively. As was
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mentioned earlier, I came on the JET program one year before Prof. Auslin participated, and we
happened to be in the same neck in the woods, although I don’t think we had any direct contact with one

another. We both had the passion to study more about Japan.

I came on the JET program in 1990, at the height of what was probably the greatest level of
international interest in Japan. Japan, for many countries, was economically a superpower, if not almost
“the” superpower. Educationally, it was highly respected. Social order was another aspect that countries
looked to Japan to learn from. And I remember, as an undergraduate in the 1980s, the latter half of the
1980s, you literally could not go a day in class without Japan being mentioned in some way or another. I
had to see this Japan that everybody was talking about. And so, after spending some time in France on a
study abroad program, I decided to apply for the JET program, and I came as a sankisei (third year

participant) on the JET program, and have been eternally grateful for this experience after that.

There have been many reasons for being grateful. As someone mentioned earlier today, through
being in Japan I’ve been able to study world history — not Mongolian history but world history — my
own country’s history, the experience of Japanese Americans that I wasn’t aware of in perhaps the
sheltered environment that I lived in at one point. Through life in Japan I’ve gotten to share with the

Japanese people a lot of experiences, including the Kobe Earthquake in 1995.

From an academic perspective or an observer’s perspective, | was very fortunate in the sense that
four days after I arrived in Japan in late July 1990, as everyone may remember, in early August 1990,
Saddam Hussein invaded neighboring Kuwait. And from that point on, I was able to watch Japanese
foreign policy close-up. Shortly after that, I was able to observe the so-called crash of the bubble
economy and the subsequent problems with the banking system. In 1993, I got to witness, as a political
scientist, the ending of the 1955 system. In early 1995, I was able to experience the Kobe Earthquake,
and to spend about three or four months volunteering at shelters in Uozaki and the Ashiya areas. I was
able to witness, through live television, the sarin gas attack in Tokyo in March of that year. In 1996, we
got to see the different problems at one of the ministries, with the HIV tainted blood scandal that had
occurred. So basically, every year, [’ve been able to see the different institutions of postwar Japan being
reexamined critically and up-close by the Japanese people on their own, as well as internationally. And

it’s been an incredibly fortunate experience.

But I’ve also seen the Japanese people lose confidence in their own system and their own way of life
and their own country. And to me, that loss of confidence has been extremely unfortunate in many ways.
Perhaps in the 1980s and early 1990s, there was an extreme sense of confidence, maybe overconfidence.
I think the word “arrogance” was used at some point. And now the pendulum has shifted 180 degrees in
the opposite direction to a state of no confidence. To me that’s unfortunate, because confidence in your

country is one of the intangible but important things that will generate a country’s progress in the future.
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And without that confidence, whether it be in economic matters or in research and development or
education or social order, the country could have a great deal of problems developing further in the

future, progressing in the future.

But in a sense, I’ve seen in the 1990s also a new U.S.-Japan relationship in which both countries
have shared with one another the relative experiences of each country, whether it be in economic
matters or educational matters or social issues. And because of this interaction, a new learning

experience, I think, has taken place and has brought us to where we are today.

The CGP, for example, has played a tremendous role, as Professors Auslin and Iokibe mentioned
earlier, in fostering that learning experience. Probably toward the end of today’s program, I’ll mention

some things where I think it could make even further contributions and progress.

Another area where I think the U.S.-Japan relationship has really expanded has been obviously in
the security field. We saw, up until 1990, with the outbreak of the Gulf Crisis and then Gulf War, for
almost 40 years Japan being in sort of a greenhouse, in which it was protected from the very harsh and
cold international environment in international security affairs. Over the past 10 years between say 1991
and 2001, when the terrorist attacks occurred, we saw a rapid expansion of Japan’s contributions in the
international security, in particular in the context of the U.S.-Japan alliance. And then, just in the past
two years, we’ve seen an even greater expansion of that role. And as an observer of the relationship, and
someone who has a very deep interest in seeing the relationship continue to expand, I’'m very happy
about that.

The great level of government-to-government relations has been alluded to on several occasions so
far, and we witnessed that this morning. It was a beautiful ceremony, I thought. The statements both my
Prime Minister Koizumi and Ambassador Baker, as well as the message from President Bush, were very

warm, forward looking, and I think inspired a lot of people today.

A lot of that government-to-government relationship has been fostered by the people over the years,

for example, Ambassador Okawara being one of them. And I see it continuing to grow in the future.

At the public level, though, as you alluded to before, I do see sort of a gap compared to the
relationship at the national or government-to-government level, and I think there are probably three
reasons for that. One is actually a good reason, in the sense that through international travel, the amount
of access to information, whether it be satellite broadcasts or the Internet or the amount of publications
that are now easily available, the Japanese public has a greater interest in countries other than the United
States. This is something I wouldn’t want to discourage. It should be fostered as well. At some point, it

will all come together again when we need to tackle international issues as a global community.
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But on the other hand, I think perhaps images of the “other,” the other country, have played a role in
maybe the gap at the public level, whether it be the reference to the “Japan passing” phase that we may
have seen in the latter half of the 1990s, because of Japan’s perceived smaller presence internationally
on the economic or political level. And then the third reason has to do with certain policies that certain
administrations have advanced over the past ten years that may have generated backlash in one country
or the other. And in this case, you alluded to the public opinion poll which is quite high by historical
standards, and that may be another reason. But I don’t think the problems are insurmountable, and I will

make some recommendations on where we can go to foster that expansion of the relationship earlier.

Kuniya: So, what you are saying, Mr. Eldridge, is that differences between Japan and America are
decreasing, and our commonality has become more prominent than our differences. Mr. Sakaiya, as for

your Mongol analogy, will things continue on their present course in the United States?

Sakaiya: The discussions here have been very personal, tending to focus on a specific field. However,
we must look at the big picture. As you said, I taught last year at Yale. If someone says he's going to
lecture about Japan, he would only get a small classroom. But my subject was the knowledge revolution,
about human civilization, and so I always filled an auditorium. Before that, in *92, my lectures on Japan
were always full. In that regard, I think interest in Japan has unfortunately wanted. The reasons isn’t that

America has changed so much that Japan has changed.

After the war, Japan had two general policies. One was a foreign policy of becoming an economic
giant while remaining a military lightweight through an alliance with the United States. The other was
an economic policy of becoming a modern industrial based on standardized mass production through
bureaucratic guidance. These two policies worked well together. For 40 years, Japan enjoyed rapid
economic growth and peace. Behind this was the Cold War system. In the 1990s, however, the Cold War
system collapsed. During the first Gulf War, Japan cooperated economically but not militarily—just as
during the Cold War. Japan paid 10 billion dollars, or 1.4 trillion yen at the contemporary exchange rate,
in exchange for not being able to send troops. Japan thought the rest of the world would accept that
stance, but it has not always been viewed favorable by other nations. This signaled a major change in

Japan.

Since then, the government has been moving away from this policy of military weakness—for
instance, by passing the Guidelines Act, the Cambodia Cooperation Act, and the recent Iraq
Reconstruction Support Act. At the same time, the government has also moved away from its economic
superpower policy. Before, we paid 14 billion dollars, but this time, 5 billion dollars. The world would

no longer accept Japan as simply an economic superpower.
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In the Uruguay Round, there were calls for Japan to liberalize its agriculture and stop the practice of
dual pricing. Japan began to face international competition in every sector. However, the Japanese
people have yet to fully understand this. This, I believe, is the main reason for the increase in
anti-American sentiment alluded to earlier. Many Japanese still believe that the twin policies of
economic might/military weakness and standardized mass production are still in effect. They must

realize that global culture has changed, not just Japan—U.S. relations.

Why is China industrializing? Because money can now move freely anywhere in the world. China
also possesses advanced computer technology and free markets. What has happened because of that? In
the postwar years, there had been a horizontal division of labor. Japan prospered by exporting industrial
products to America and Europe, and also importing industrial products from America. What is
happening now, however, is that collaborative markets are forming in countries having a large economic
gap. Free-trade zones will appear. Previously, in Europe and North America, countries of comparable

economic levels would create collaborative markets. The EU and NAFTA are examples of this.

Today, however, the EU is about to incorporate Poland and Lithuania, and NAFTA is expanding to
include Central America; it may some day encompass South America, as well. Behind this is a global
division of processes. The many processes in business—for instance, operations planning, technology
development, designing, making components, assembly, information processing, delivery, and financial
management—can each be done in a different country to make one product or deal with one industry.

More and more corporations are globalizing in this way.

Since the late 1990s, and particularly in the last 3 years, there has been a surprising shift of
capital-intensive industries to low-wage developing nations and a shift of knowledge-intensive work to
high-wage advanced nations. Labor-intensive skilled work is also moving to the advanced nations.
Therefore, the work that is moving to China is component production and assembly—the most
capital-intensive work. What is staying in America and Europe are things like business planning,

financial operations, and R&D.

What position does Japan occupy between the might United States and massive China? The
Japanese are still searching for an answer and are therefore apprehensive about both countries. They are
unconfident. Mr. Eldridge asked why the Japanese have lost their confidence. It is because Japan cannot
be knowledge intensive like America or labor intensive like China. Recently, the economy has improved
somewhat, and some factories are re-opening. What type of country should Japan try to become?

Beyond the question of Japan—U.S. relations is the question of Japan itself, which is a serious one.

I believe that Japan must become a country where advanced knowledge-based industries and

processes are concentrated. To do this requires a consistent stance on issues involving taxes, city
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planning, and education. These are preconditions for Japan to become a knowledge-based society.

Kuniya: T see. In other words, America thinks that Japan is at risk of becoming a weak, ineffective

country.

Sakaiya: Yes. In the 1980s, Japan built the most advanced modern industrial society—based on
standardized mass production—that the world has ever seen. This enabled Japan to cover America’s
deficits. America was the military superpower, which enabled Japan to cover America’s deficits.
America was the military superpower, which enabled Japan to become an economic superpower. The
relationship was complementary. But that relationship is shaky today. Japan, more so than America, has

lost sight of its standing in world history; that is my concern.

Kuniya: You are saying that Japan might have to quickly effect structural change?

Sakaiya: No, not “might”; it must effect structural change. Before that, however, we must prepare
ourselves psychologically; ethics and aesthetics are issues. The reason that Japanese Americans are
estranged from the Japanese is that Japan changed too quickly and passed them by. When they left
Japan, the Japanese were much different than today. Japan must reflect on those sorts of things and think

about the country’s position after 100 years of nationhood.

Kuniya: At this point I’d like to hand the baton to Mr. Eldridge. With neighbor China developing and
America being the world’s only superpower, will Japan be able to maintain relations with the U.S. in the
future as an extension of current relations? Mr. Sakaiya believes this not to be possible. If so, in what
context should we view Japan—U.S. relations? Mr. Eldridge, do you think that a restructuring of

relations is necessary?

Eldridge: Thanks for all these difficult questions.

I’ve been involved in a project that CGP has generously sponsored over the past few years, looking
at the U.S.-Japan alliance and China. It’s a project that will look at the alliance as an institution, plus its
relationship to China, as opposed to the traditional triangular relationship, where one side plays the
other side off of one another. It is sort of a new concept in that regard, which means that if our research
and our policy recommendations are successful, it will lead to a greater coordination of U.S. and
Japanese policies vis-a-vis China, not as a way to contain China, but simply as a way to interact with

China, in security, political, economic realms.
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I think one of the guiding principles, though, with future relations with China, both from an
American perspective and also from a Japanese perspective obviously has to do with the fact that
China’s not a democratic country, and does not share the same basic values that we talked about this
morning in certain areas: transparency, protection of human rights, and issues like that. I wouldn’t dare
tell Japan how to interact with China over the coming years, but I hope that the importance of basic

values like these be a guiding principle that is not forgotten.

Although these lines, I see a role for Japan in helping to foster greater civil society in China, helping
the Chinese political establishment and also the military become more transparent. Indeed, I see a
million areas of cooperation with China, both for Japan as well as for the U.S.-Japan alliance or the

U.S.-Japan relationship.

Kuniya: However, the tendency has been to consider Japan—U.S. relations only in a bilateral context,
with Japan being dependent on America. If this bilateral perspective continues, what will happen to this

dependence on the U.S.? Will Japan become more prominent?

Eldridge: T believe that Japan has always been independent and autonomous in its thinking and its
decision-making. I do not think the decision, for example, to support the United States and some of the
other coalition partners, as simply following America’s lead. Japan defined its own national interests in

that way.

Obviously, the more interdependent nations become in the future, the greater need for coordination.
Policy can’t be decided in a vacuum. And every country has to understand that. My view of U.S.-Japan
relations over the years is that historically, big issues where the gap was quite large, took some time to
overcome, but over time the differences became very, very minor, and it was just a question of relatively
easy negotiations and policy coordination. And we see this cycle over the years, where unequal treaties
or what have you would present a huge gap or challenge to Japanese diplomacy. And over time, the gap
would become very, very small, where it’s just a very minor technical issue. And we see that pattern
over the years, whether it be the ampo kaitei in 1960, the security treaty revision, whether it be the
question of my life work, the study of Okinawa in U.S.-Japan relations. It took 27 years, but it was
possible to realize that reversion. So that’s how I see that happening. Big issues become smaller

relatively quickly.
At the same time, international policy will need to be coordinated at a greater level. So the shift

from simply bilateral issues to international issues, I think, represents a trend in U.S.-Japan relations,

particularly from the 1960s on, but perhaps more so recently.
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Kuniya: Mr. Sakaiya, how do you think the nature of Japan—U.S. relations will change?

Sakaiya: The most important thing that Mr. Eldridge said just now is the question of whether the world
will share the same values. Rules must be universal; otherwise, there can be no international society.
That is the biggest issue. In my early remarks about the Mongols, I said that the Mongols did not have
common values. Instead, they recognized other value systems and shared only rules. However, in the
21st century world, we must recognize various value systems. Within them, we must find common rules,

common interests, and common prosperity. I think that is the kind of society we must become.

At any point in Japan’s history, Japan always had only a single nation as its primary partner. For
many years, its partner was China. That is why when Harris came to Japan, everyone thought he was
Chinese. They used the word karabito—Tliterally, a person of Tang China. When lions were first brought
to Japan, they were referred to as “Tang lions” (kara shishi). China was the only foreign country [to the
Japanese then]. Recently, America has long been the only foreign country, but now Japan will have to
deal with multiple foreign nations at the same time for the first time in its history. In this regard, the
question is how to find prosperity while recognizing a diversity of values and also having common rules.
This will be the most important question of the 21st century. That is the kind of nation Japan must

become.

However, Japan is a nation where Japanese values are preserved most steadfastly. You can ask
companies in any country, and they all say that a partnership with a Japanese company will succeed
almost anywhere in the world. If an American company partners with a Japanese company, that
partnership will go well in China, in Africa, or in Europe. But there’s one country where it won’t go
well—Japan. That is because Japan’s unique values are so strong. The Japanese must accept diversity.
America, being a hegemon, has a diversity of values. We must consider standardizing the rules. That’s
what I think.

Kuniya: With the truly dynamic changes going on in the world, can Japan and the U.S. overcome their
cultural differences to become true partners and survive the coming changes? A huge ordeal may be
ahead. Those of you involved in various aspects of Japan—U.S. relations must recognize the need for
action to improve mutual trust. And you (Mr. Sakaiya) have asked them to come forward with ideas

they have on how to improve Japan—U.S. relations. Panelists, please respond, starting with Mr. Esaki.

Esaki: I think that the very existence of differences in values is appealing. Human beings possess the
interesting trait of seeking in others what they themselves lack. America has things that Japan does not.

Today we heard from Avery Fischer, who came from America to study. She said that Japanese culture is
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sweet like chocolate. I believe that there is a unique Japanese culture and unique Japanese values. To

Americans, that is appealing.

A familiar example of how America has changed is the considerable change in diet. People are more
health conscious, and no one eats a lot of meat anymore. In New York, the most popular restaurants are
sushi bars. The very fact that Japanese sushi has become such an integral part of American cuisine is
fascinating. The cherry blossom is another unique aspect. It’s not something that originated in Japan, but

to them that sort of Japanese uniqueness is appealing.

The interpreters today have a very tough job. That’s because words are rooted in culture. I think
Japan—U.S. negotiations must be based on the assumption of cultural differences; they should not be
lumped together. Therefore, it is absolutely necessary to deepen our understanding of cultural
differences and our understanding of other cultures. In the past, various problems resulted from the
failure to understand other cultures. When I went to the U.S., there was much I did not know. Accepting
such cultural differences and the concept of “cooperation with competition” will assure the future of
Japan—U.S. relations. For both countries to thrive, fair competition is needed, as well as cooperation.

There are many areas of science in which both countries can cooperate.

That is because cooperation assures mutual benefit. English has the term “cross fertilization”—in
other words, the fertilization of two different things allows both to advance. This makes me relatively
optimistic about the future of Japan—U.S. relations. As for economic development, if Japan can raise its
per capita income, there will be no need to increase our wealth; we need only to consider how to use the
wealth we currently have. The two countries’ differences in thinking are a source of stimulation and

development.

Kuniya: Thank you very much. In the 1st session today, it was clear that America has expended an
overwhelming amount of energy on exchange with Japan. The consensus seemed to be that efforts in
exchange made by Japan were exceeded by American efforts in many aspects—civic exchange and
government-level exchange, for instance. However, what strategies are there to increase understanding

further, to bridge the gap between Japan and the U.S., and to overcome future changes?

Sakaiya: From a technical standpoint, one reason that civic groups are not very active in Japan is
related to the tax system, which makes it hard to contribute money the way Americans do. But there is
more to it than just technical issues; it’s the belief that the bureaucrats are always right. If a Japanese
donated a lot of money, the National Tax Agency would say, “Why did you donate so much? If you have
that much money, give it to us, and we’ll use it wisely.” “You amateurs will waste it. Just pay your taxes,

and leave the rest to us.” The belief that the bureaucrats know what's best is part of Japanese thinking.
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A good example of the most fundamental differences between America and Japan is courtroom
movies, which are popular in America. In those movies, the prosecution always loses. In other words,
the bureaucracy loses. Japanese cinema, on the other hand, has Mitokomon. The Mitokomon movies are
about a high-ranking government official of the Tokugawa Era who goes around defeating evil local
officials and businessmen. And he never says anything specific about a violation of article this of the
Civil Code or ordinance that. Instead, he just shows his official seal and says, “Because of the many
suspicions against you”—I’m sure this is hard to translate—"“I declare you guilty of negligence.” In
other words, “I’m not sure what crime you committed, but you look like a bad guy, so you’re under

arrest.” That’s Japanese culture.

Japan must conform to international rules and become a nation of laws, where people in the private
and public sectors can do what they think is right. In a knowledge-based society, the state gradually
withers. We must seriously think about how to create a strong Japan, strong Japanese culture, strong
Japanese talent, and an interesting Japan, where no one—whether a business or an individual—depends
on the state. Instead, we seem to be reverting back to reliance on bureaucratic guidance. Particularly
over the past few years, the tendency toward bureaucratic guidance seems to be growing stronger. What
we must all contemplate, in order for Japan to survive, is how to make Japan a nation of strong,

confident individuals.

Kuniya: With Japan at a crossroads where she must consider what kind of nation to become, Mr.
Sakaiya, you are saying we should be more vocal toward the U.S., that the power of individuals is what

we need, not reliance on the bureaucracy.

Sakaiya: That’s right. But in addition to the power of individuals, Japan must be clearly aware of
Japanese culture. This is about the Japanese becoming international. Some people think becoming
international means losing one’s own culture. But this isn’t about relying on the bureaucrats or on other
nations; this is about the Japanese thinking for themselves. I want the Japanese to think, “It may be

wrong, but that’s what we decided and we’ll do it on our own responsibility.”

Kuniya: You are saying that there are things we can learn from America's individualism. Mr. Eldridge,
you said earlier that there are things you hope to do and some things you have already done. Do you

have any advice?

Eldridge: Like Professor Esaki, I’m very optimistic about the future of the relationship. And like
Former Minister Sakaya, I’'m also a strong believer in the fact that Japan and Japanese citizens
should be more empowered to do certain things. But perhaps because of the generational difference,
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I see it at a different level. And in fact, I see the younger generation, in particular, very empowered
right now and very energetic and motivated with regard to the future. A lot of the traditional
restrictions, whether they be social or institutional, with regard to age or gender or even nationality,
I see these sorts of barriers being broken down over the past decade, and in particular over the past

few years, with this trend continuing well into the future.

In other words, younger people have the chance to prove themselves either at work or in their
respective fields. Women have the opportunity now to fulfill their true potential and their dreams.
People not born in Japan, like myself, have the opportunity to come to Japan and realize their own
dreams here. So in a sense, it’s not just the United States where dreams can be realized, but in
Japan, I think we see that happening too, little by little.

Earlier, I guess in the first session, there was a discussion of the different levels that exist of
interaction between the two countries. I still see a lot of things that could be done and where we need to
go, whether it be at the general public level or perhaps at the academic level, or even at the national

level. And I’d like to just refer to a few of those things.

Particularly at the academic level, if greater joint research, greater collaboration, greater shared use
of knowledge, can be used in the classroom, that will affect a greater number of people than targeting
specific individuals, I think. And specifically what I have in mind is, over the past 150 years, we talked
about the establishment of American studies programs or Japanese studies programs. One thing 1’d like
to see is the establishment of U.S.-Japan relations courses or programs. They exist in a few places,
perhaps elite places, but not at the larger or wider level. And I’d like to see not only those types of
courses or programs established, but perhaps our symposium or the U.S.-Japan 150 anniversary
committee, act as sort of the core for creating a database or some sort of link for the future with these

courses, with these programs, where exchange could be fostered in a number of ways.

Another thing that [ would like to see is the promotion of greater joint research. Obviously, a lot has
been done in the sciences. But on the social sciences side, I still see a huge gap. The “other” is studied,
but it’s not studied together. A collaborative work where you can appreciate the history or the policy

processes more through the joint research, I think is something that is necessary.

Another thing that I would like to see is the establishment of a U.S.-Japan relations journal, an
academic journal. If we think about it, one doesn’t exist, and it’s very surprising that such a journal does
not exist. It would be devoted exclusively to the study of U.S.-Japan relations, whether it be from my

field, diplomatic history, economic, social issues, education issues, etc.

So these are just some of the specific projects that I’d like to see sponsored in the future. Thank you.
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Kuniya: Those were very specific suggestions from Mr. Eldridge. You are translating and actively
publishing books written in Japan, which you think are important but aren’t being translated into or read

in English.

Eldridge: It’s sort of an on-gaeshi (payback of indebtedness) to Japan, particularly my time in Japan. I
decided a couple of years ago that every year, | would translate one book written by a Japanese author.
And the books that I have scheduled to translate or have finished include Prof. Iokibe’s edited Sengo
Nihon Gaikoshi (History of Postwar Japanese Diplomacy) and Miyazawa Ki’ichi’s Tokyo-Washington
Mitsudan (Secret Talks between Washington and Tokyo), which was written in 1956. The third and
fourth books, when I get around to them I’ll be working on them over the next couple of years.
Specifically, one is on the postwar prime ministers, edited by Watanabe Akio, and called Sengo Nihon
no Saishotachi (The Prime Ministers of Postwar Japan). So in addition to my own research on US-Japan

relations, I would also like to make that small contribution as well.

Kuniya: Previously, someone expressed the wish that Japan would expand the kinds of programs like
those under which Mr. Eldridge was able to study in Japan and stay afterwards. Lastly, Ms. Hirano, you
stated earlier that relations are tenuous between Japan and Japanese Americans, who could serve as a
bridge between the two countries. What do you think is needed to strengthen the foundations of the

“bridges” between Japan and America?

Hirano: As I look around the room this afternoon, there are several people here that have promoted that
work. My hope is that there are many more that will in the future. Certainly Ambassador Okawara,
Ambassador Yanai, Ambassador Koji Watanabe, all have been individuals who have worked very hard

to create those relationships.

One Japanese leader who fostered the connection between Japanese Americans and Japan in the
1980s was the late Akio Morita, the chairman of the Sony Corporation. Mr. Morita was a long-time
friend of many Japanese Americans. My Yoshinobu Kagawa was a Nisei who served as an attorney and
advisor for Mr. Morita in the early stages of the development of the Sony Corporation in the United
States. In a speech in Los Angeles at the Japanese American National Museum in October of 1993, Mr.
Morita said, “The Japanese Americans have played a significant and historic role in teaching Japan and
the Japanese people about things American. There are many in Japan, those people like myself, who
owe a tremendous debt to Americans of Japanese ancestry for helping teach us what America is all
about: the customs, the rules, the spirit that is America. I believe that it is important to know, remember,
and honor this gift of knowledge that has been given so freely.” This is why I believe that the people of

Japan should take an active role in learning about and supporting the Japanese American community in
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the United States.

There were many Nisei who over the years also contributed to the relationship between Japan and
the United States, ensured that some ties did remain. Certainly, in my position in the Japanese American
National Museum, I have had the benefit of working with several prominent Nisei who did maintain ties

with Japan through their business and personal friendships.

We have, in the United States, Japanese American cultural centers in San Francisco, Los Angeles,
Honolulu. We have many Japanese American cultural teachers, language teachers, all of whom have
worked to ensure that there was a tie within the United States and that Japanese heritage was shared

with the American public.

There have also been Japanese businessmen in California, Hawaii and other western states who
worked with Japanese Americans, who established friendships that have remained until today. And
certainly in recent years, the consul generals in Los Angeles and San Francisco, especially, have
developed strong relationships with Japanese American leaders including Sansei leaders, recognizing

the importance of this relationship for the long-term.

It is through these types of relationships, and also through other Americans that some connections
have been sustained. We have this afternoon Dr. Frank Ellsworth, the new president of the Japan Society
in New York, who’s been a long-time board member of the Japanese American National Museum. He is

committed to the inclusion of Japanese Americans within that the Japan America societies.

So I believe that leadership is key and that, as leaders both within the United States and here in

Japan, we can make a difference.

We talked earlier about the difference between post September 11th and the outbreak of World War
II. One of the key differences, that prevented perhaps another occurrence of what happened during
World War II to Japanese Americans, was that we had Japanese Americans in key leadership positions.
We had a Cabinet member, an American of Japanese ancestry, as secretary of transportation, Norman
Mineta. We have Japanese American members in the Senate and the House of Representatives. That was
something that we did not have in 1941 and 1942, and an important way in which we can ensure that the

events of the past are not repeated in the future.

As we look to the future, and as we work to ensure that the next generation of Japanese Americans
do not feel a disconnection to Japan, but rather feel a strong connection, through programs like the
Japanese American Leadership Delegation to Japan, that bring younger Japanese Americans to Japan.

I’ve witnessed now, with four delegations, the immediate impact that occurs when they come to Japan.
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Many have stated it’s like a “coming home,” a part of their own history that they did not recognize prior
to coming to Japan. These are individuals who, as I stated, have had little or no interest in Japan prior to
the trip, but upon the opportunity to meet with so many leaders, they return home with a strong

commitment to contribute to the relationship between our two countries.

In another related program, Ambassador Ryozo Kato, Japan’s ambassador to the U.S., and Senator
Daniel K. Inouye, have hosted two meetings between Japanese American leaders throughout the country
and ten consul generals, to discuss how the relationship between Japanese Americans, especially
younger Japanese Americans, can be improved within the U.S.-Japan relationship. Out of the most
recent meeting in Washington D.C., earlier this year, there were two initiatives that were brought forth.
One was a commitment that we must do more in the educational arena so that younger Japanese learn
about America, especially the diversity of America, and about Japanese Americans, and likewise that

Americans learn more about Japan.

The second issue is related to tourism. One important way we can foster education about Japan is to
encourage younger Japanese Americans to visit Japan and explore their roots as well as encouraging

more Americans in general to visit Japan.

I do hope that as a country, Japan continues to remain strong. As an American of Japanese ancestry,
when I come to Japan I know that [ am an American. But when I come to Japan, I also have a deep
sense of pride in my own heritage, and I want Japan to be a strong partner in global relations. In
maintaining a strong partnership between our two countries, it means that we have the ability to speak
out freely, that we can criticize each other, that we can praise each other, but that we respect and that we

certainly learn from each other in ways that will strengthen the next 100 years of our relationship.

Kuniya: Thank you very much. Mr. Esaki slipped me a memo saying he has a short joke to tell about

Japan and America, so please go ahead.

Esaki: Quantum mechanics, which is my specialty, speaks of the duality of matter. This is referred to as
Janus-like duality. Janus, as you know, was a Roman god with two faces. He was an important god said
to control the beginning of things and to guard doorways. The name “Janus” can be spelled “JA ‘n’

US”—as in “Japan and the U.S.” I just wanted to say we need a Janus-like personality now. Sorry.

Kuniya: Thank you very much. These past two hours have gone by so quickly. Listening to your
comments, | realize that improving relations between the two countries depends on building relations

between individuals. As Mr. Sakaiya said, building on the strengths of individuals means first making
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the individual stronger. As Mr. Hirano said, building relations in which both sides can speak frankly and

critically requires that both sides know one another well. Those are the powerful messages I heard.

Only 10 days ago, I returned from America, where I did a special story called “The Iraq War: One
Year Later.” I ended the last segment by saying that public opinion in America seems strongly divided
about what direction America should take, and that many Americans now have serious doubts about
how America should its power as the world's only superpower. Actually going to the United States made
me aware of things that [ would never have perceived while in Japan, and I realized that as a journalist, I

must continue to report the voice of America as frankly as possibly.

Much has happened in the 150 years since the signing of the Japan—U.S. Treaty of Peace and Amity.
As the speakers have stated, there is much that both countries must continue doing to build relations that
are mutually beneficial and that contribute to world peace. I think the discussions reaffirmed the need to
encourage more people to passionately engage in such efforts. I would like to thank the four panelists. I
also thank everyone in attendance for their attention. Thank you all so much. This concludes the second

session.
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150

Chronological Table - 150 Years of U.S.-Japan Relations
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150

1844.7
1851.1
1853.7
1854.3

1856.8

1858.7

1859.6

1860.2

1868.1

1868.5

1869.5
1871.11

1876.5

1882.5

1884.9

1884.11

1893.5

1898.4
1898.7
1903.8

1903.9

1904.2

150 Years of U.S.-Japan Relations

U.S. signs the Treaty of Wangxia with Qing China
Nakahama Manjiro, a Tosa castaway, returns to Japan
Commodore Matthew Perry arrives in Uraga by ship

Treaty of Peace and Amity between the Emperor of
Japan and the United States of America signed

Townsend Harris appointed U.S. consul general to
Japan

Japan-U.S. Friendship and Trade Treaty signed
Kanagawa, Nagasaki and Hakodate ports opened

Delegation sent to the U.S. in first year of Man'en Era,
Fukuzawa Yukichi sails to the U.S. in the Kanrin-maru

Boshin War begins; Emperor declares restoration to full
power to various countries

"Gannen-mono" (people of the first year of the Meiji
Era) sail to Hawaii

U.S. opens transcontinental railroad

The Iwakura foreign embassy sets off to tour the U.S.
and Europe

Japanese government participates in the Philadelphia
Expo

Treaty of Peace, Amity, Commerce and Navigation
between the United States of America and the Yi
Dynasty of Korea) signed

Nitobe Inazo studies abroad at Johns Hopkins
University

Uchimura Kanzo studies abroad at Amherst University
Japanese government participates in the Chicago Expo

Spanish-American War begins
Hawaii annexed to the U.S.

Arishima Takeo studies abroad at Harvard University
Nagai Kafu studies abroad at Kalamazoo College

Outbreak of Russo-Japanese War
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JACL

1904.11

1905.9

1906. 10

1907.11

1908.2

1909.9

1911.2

1914.7
1917.4
1921.11
1924.5

1925.7
1929.1
1930.9

1934.11

1941.12
1942.2

1945.8

1948.12

1951.9

1953.12

First Japan Society inaugurated in Boston

Peace Treaty of Portsmouth signed through efforts of
President Theodore Roosevelt

Segregation of Asian children in schools in San
Francisco

Japan Society founded in New York

Gentlemen’s Agreement between the U.S. and Japan
assures Japanese workers free immigration

Japanese Business Mission to the United States departs,
headed by Shibusawa

Treaty of Commerce and Navigation between the
United States and Japan signed, giving Japan tariff
autonomy

World War I begins

America-Japan Society founded in Tokyo

Washington Conference

Johnson-Reed Act (Japanese Exclusion Act), an
immigration quota law, passed

Institute of Pacific Relations founded in Hawaii

New York Stock Exchange crashes; global depression

Japanese American Citizen’s League (JACL) formed

Babe Ruth visits Japan; friendship baseball games
played nationwide

Pearl Harbor attacked, the Pacific War begins

People of Japanese descent in the U.S. relocated to
concentration camps

Dropping of nuclear bombs on Hiroshima and
Nagasaki; Japan accepted Potsdam Declaration; General
Douglas MacArthur comes to Japan

Japanese translation of Chrysanthemum and the Sword
by Ruth Benedict published

San Francisco Peace Treaty signed; Japan-U.S. Security
Treaty signed; agreement signed concerning the
Fulbright Exchange Program

Amami Islands Returned to Japan
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1954.2

1954.3

1955.6
1956.12
1960.1

1961.1

1961.4

1963.6

1964.4
1965.2

1968.6
1969.1

1972.1
1972.5
1973.1
1973.2

1975.1

1979.6

1983.4
1984.4

1987.3

1988.9

1989.9

Marilyn Monroe and Joe DiMaggio (then married) visit
Japan

Bikini Atoll nuclear test, hydrogen bomb test; Daigo
Fukuryu Maru (Lucky Dragon #5) exposed to radiation

The International House of Japan opened
Japan joins the United Nations

Prime Minister Kishi signs Treaty of Mutual
Cooperation and Security between Japan and the United
States of America under the Status of Forces Agreement

U.S.-Japan Conference on Cultural and Educational
Interchange (CULCON) holds first joint conference

Edwin Reischauer appointed U.S. ambassador to Japan

“Sukiyaki Song” takes No. 1 spot in Billboard magazine

Japan liberalizes general overseas travel

U.S. launches full-scale aerial bombing of North
Vietnam

Ogasawara Islands returned to Japan

Voluntary restrictions on steel exports to the U.S.

U.S. Japan textiles agreement signed
Okinawa returned to Japan
U.S. signs peace treaty to end Vietnam War

Japanese government switches yen to floating exchange
rate system

Showa Emperor and Empress visit U.S. together

Japanese translation of Japan as Number One by Ezra
Vogel published
Tokyo Disneyland theme park opened

U.S.-Japan negotiations on agricultural products
concluded

Economic measures taken against Japan over U.S.
semiconductor issue
Postwar compensation determined for Japanese

descendents

U.S.-Japan Economic Structural Imperative Initiative
begun
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AS0

1991.4

1992.1

1993.3

1995.4
1997.9

2001.9
2003.3
2003.7

2004.2
2004.3

The Japan Foundation Center for Global Partnership
founded

Mamoru Mori becomes first Japanese person to ride in
the Space Shuttle

Hard-Boiled Wonderland and the End of the World
(English translation) by Haruki Murakami published

Nomo Hideo has his major league debut

Guidelines formed for U.S.-Japan defense efforts

9.11 simultaneous multiple terrorist attacks in the U.S.
U.S. and U.K. take military action against Iraq

Emergency Measures Law and Special Aid for the
Rehabilitation of Iraq passed

SDF dispatched to Iraq

150th anniversary of signing of the 1854 Treaty of
Peace and Amity between the U.S. and Japan

Reference sources: Nichibei kankei shi: masatsu to
kyocho no 140-nen (History of U.S.-Japan relations: 140
years of discord and cooperation), eds. Chihiro Hosoya,
Nagayo Honma (Yuhikaku, 1991); Kindai Nihon sogo
nenpyo, dai 3-pan (General chronology of modern
Japan, 3rd ed.) (Iwanami Shoten, 1991); Nihon to
Amerika- patonashippu no 50-nen (Japan and
America—50 years of partnership), ed. ASO U.S.-Japan
Post-War History Editorial Board (Japan Times, 2001)

Created by: Tomoko Nakajima (University of Tokyo Graduate
School of Arts and Sciences Doctoral Course)
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