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Migrations and Exchange ina
Historical Perspective

Papers presented at the 3rd No Barriers
Seminar, May 25, 2000

Preface

Paul Wallin', Ingjerd Hofm® and
Knut Nordby’

The winners of the No Barricrs Grant for the year 2000
were seleeted from amongst a number of highly quali-
fied applicants. This year, the people chosen were sacial
anthropologists Dr. Jonathan A. Friedmun, Professor at
the Department of Social Anthropology, University of
l.und, Sweden, and Dr. Gdvard Hviding. Professor ul the
Department of Secial Anthropology, University of
Bergen. Norway, [or their joint project “Islands Con-
nected; Making Pacilic Worlds” (Fig. 1). The purpose of
the projeet is to study regional, social and political sirue-
tures in Oceania through a multi-disciplinary approach
that links inter-island exchange, migration and the Tocal
vreanisation of Pacific Island socictics on a time frame
ranging from an archaeological past to the present day
globalisation of Oceania. The project is presented as a
pilot project based un exlensive research cxperience,
involving international, multi-disciplinary advances in
research and building cxpertise in u north south collab-
oration through partnerships and dialoguc.

While the project aims for empirical originality and
theoretical  innovation, the proposed comparalive
approach will also promote the involvement of cthno-
graphic swadies, bath pust and present, conducted in dif-
ferent parts of Oceania. Oceania is a region in which cul-
tural diversity, intercultural exchange and one-way, two-
way and circular migration form the backdrop for social
life and political relations, and is thus a vantage point of
rlobal relevance.

Furthermore, the project aims o convey to a wider
audicnee those deeply meaningful examples of the
absence of “barriers” to communication and mobility that
Oceanic cultural history, from the remole past to the near
fiture, embodics. Tnvisaged results include the establish-
menl of an active network of researchers and institutions
in Europe, Oceania and bevond, a conference in Fijiand 4
subsequent book drawing up a research agenda. as well 4s
a website promoting further research dialogue.

As usual, the No Barriers Winners were invited to our
No Darriers Seminar, (Fig. 2) this year called: Migra-
tions and Exchange in a Historical Perspeetive. Other
rzscarchers invited this year included Dr. Goiran Buren-
huli, (Gotland University College, Sweden), Dr. Ericu

H dysociote Prodessors, The Kee-Tiki Muscwm, Osin, Norway
Nenior Research Scieniist, Telenor Research and Devolepnent,

Hagelberg (University of Otago, New Zealand), Dr Don-
ald Ryun {Pacific Lutheran University, USA), and Dr.
Thor Heyerdahl (KTM). The seminar was chaired by Dr.
Ingjerd Hoém, Dr. Helenc Martinsson-Wallin and Dr.
Maul Wallin (all from KTN). The title of the No Barriers
Seminar refers to a multi-disciplinary research project
instigated by the Institute for Pacific Archaeology and
Cultural History at the Kon-Tiki Museum, in January
1999_ The (irst stage of the research project will be com-
pleted by 2003, and is being carried out by a team of
archaeologists, linguists and anthropologists. Our objcc-
tive in this first period is to establish a basis for compar-
ison between the different disciplines’ data and
approaches to the relationship between migration,
exchange and social organisation. The Inslitute’s com-
bined field rescarch has resulted in data that cxhibils
considerable time-depth. To this we wish to add infor-
mation about comtemporary conceplions of the past and
of cultural identity. In the light of this project, this ycars
Nao Barriers winners seemed partienlarly appropriate.
adding to our knowledge ol what makes Pacilic worlds.

Fiw. | Thor Heverdahl, Edvard Hhiding, Jonathan Priedman
and Terje Thion (Telenor) ar the No Bayriers Grani ceremony in
the Kon-Tilki Museunt,




Islands Connected:
Making Pacific Worlds

{Project presentativn)’

Jonathan Friedman?® and Edvard Hvidine®
-

Introduction

The project presented here proposcs to research regional
social and political structures in Oceania through a mul-
ti-disciplinary approach that links analvses of exchange

systems. migration patterns and the local arganizution of
Pucific Island societies on an overall background of

long-term history — from an archacological past w the
present globalization of Oceania. We present it as a pilot
project with an overall ambition to cstablish the method-
ological and analytical parameters of this kind of com-
parative study and exemplify its approach and useful-
ness, as well as to accomplish the inception of this study

ctfort through the collaborative involvement of

rescarchers and institutions in Hurope, the United States
and Oceania, in anthropology, archacology, history,
geography and other fields in the social scicnces and
humanitics (including the emerging multidisciplinary
lield of Pacific Islands Studies at regional institutions),
Among the short-term resulls we envisage axs urising
from the initial phase of the project (2000-2002), as cov-
cred in part by the No Barriers Grant, are the establish-
ment of a core network of rescarchers und institutions in

and beyond Oceania, a confirence (at the University of

the South Pucilic, Fiji) and an ensuing book defining
issues and parameters and drawing up a research agenda,
and a Web site promoting further dialogus and develop-
ment ol rescarch-based knowledge.

It is our argument that closer regional studies of Occa-
nia along the lines we prapose hald the promise of glob-
ally comparative lessons lor addressing urgent problems
in world development. Oceania provides the empirical
vantage poinl ol'a region in which cultural diversity, inter
cultural exchanges and phenomena of one-way, two-way

and cireular migration are themselves conslilutive of

social life and political relations. There is nol, nor has
there been, much isolation among (he f.-ir—ﬂung islands
and archipelagos o Oceania, Our project aims o high-
light and convey 1o a wider audience those decply mean-
ingful examples of “absence of barriers” that Oceanic cul-
tural history, lrom remote past to near [uture, embodies.

Islands Connected/Sea of Islands

In “Our Sca of Islands”, an influential article published
some years ago Tongan anthropologist Fpeli Hau ofa,
professor of sociology at the University of the South

This paper s hased on the presantations given be the authors in (sl
i My 20000 n the seeaston of theiv recepion of the No Borvers
i 20 The aghors wish to thank D Paal Wallin and the s
of the Kon-185 L?’h virn Snatitute for Pacific Avchaeology and ol
miral History, for inspiving diseussion and @ cosgasiol atmosphere.
Prefesser of S 3 tvafl. i, Sweden

af Bergen, Norway:

Pacific in Tiji and simultaneously a creative writer af
strong standing, argued thut Western social scientists had
seriously misundersiood the Pacific (TTau’ofa 19934,
1994). They  as well as the pelitically empowered
envisioned this greatest of oceans, he argued, in terms off
“Islands in a far sea”. isolated points that have separale
and comparable existences — and thal in the context of
world political economy have a wretched existence of
dependency on the exporters of development aid and
trade goods. Bul he argues they were mistaken, for the
Pacific is nol u collection of far-Mung islands in the sca,
but a larger regional whole — a “sea of islands”. One of
the graphie illustrations he uses is the modern map of
Exclusive Economic Zones, showing the Southern Tacil-
ie, in particular, as a rather denscly occupied place in
matitime geopolitical terms, Hau®ofa’s argument pro-
ceeded to delineate 1 notion of culiurally specific forms
of moveinent in which “home™ was not Tocated in a spe-
cific place, but included the entire (Oceanic) space with-
m which peoples could move: an argument thal echoes
lomg-term migration patierns. cultural hislory us well as
present-day lifeworlds, He used himself as a relevant
example of @ modern-day person whose home in the sin-
gular is, simply, Oceania on the whole:

“As someone who was born and raised in dif~
ferent parts of our island region as well as the
Pacific rim. who speaks or has spoken at
lcast hall a dozen Pacific languages, whosc
work entails canstant iravel to our dillerent
island groups, who has spent all but a few
years af his prolessional life working for the
lurgrest and most spread-out of our regional
institutions, who teaches, researches, and
writes specifically on Pacific societics and
cultures and their historical developments, T
can say without hesilalion or any scnse of
artificiality that Oceania is my home™
(Ha’afa 1993b:133),

Tn the swne vein, though exemplifying a rather diflerent
life course in the Sca of [slands, he mentioned how:

“At the Honolulu Airport, while wailing for
my flight back to Fiji, 1 met an old [riend, a
Tongan who is twice my size and lives in
Berkeley, Calilornia. He is not an educated
man. He works on people’s yards, trimming
hedges und trees, and laving driveways and
tootpaths. But every three months or so he
flics to Fiji, buys eight to ten thousand dol-
lars worth of kava, 1akes it on the plane fly-
ing him back o California, and sclls it ffom
his home, He has never heard of dependency,
and 1l'he were told ot it, it would hold no real
meaning to him. He told me in Honoluha that
he was bringing a cooler full of T-shirts, some
for the students at the University with whom
he offen slays when he comes to Suva, and
the rest for his relatives in Tonga, where he



roes for a week or so while his kiva is guth-
ered, pounded and bagged here [in Fii]. He
would later till the cooler with scaloods to
{ake hack home to California, where he has
twi soms he wants to put through college, On
one ol his wrips he helped me renovate a
house that [ had just bought. We like him
because he is a good story teller and is gen-
erous with his money and time, Bust mosily
because he is one of us™ (Hau ofa 1993a:15).

Ancient QOceanie patterns of exchange and travel and
other connections, including the formalion of socially
proper individual idenrities, thus emerge in their vari-
ously transformed parallcls in Lthe confext of a multitude
of airline routes that crisscross today’s Oceania, ina den-
sity absolutely disproportionate with the size ol the
island nation states in terms of population. Even the
smallest Pacific nations have their own airlines proudly
llying the respective Jag in overseas destinations.

In an expanded sense Hau'ofa’s “Sea of Islands” per-
spective would imply, for outsiders, a new understanding
of relations to place, to land as (no longer) opposed o
sca (see also Hau'ofa 1998; for a detailed ethnographic
example of sea-oricnted identity [in coustal Melanesia].
see Hviding 1996). Such a lack of sea-land opposition —
or rulher, such a conceptualized, lived and expericneed
integration of sca and land  is indeed characteristic of
relationships bewween people und place throughout the
Oceanic regions conventionally delined as Melanesia,
Polynesia and Microncsia. Fxamples of integruted land-
and-sea territories held as uncestral cstate by descent
aroups include the Hawaiian ahupua’a (e.g., Kame'elei-
hiwa 1990; Sahling 1938) — now a focus of cultural revi-
talization, the Yapuse tubinao {c.g.. Lingenlelter 1975;
Schneider 1984), and the puava of the Western Solomon
[slands (Hviding 1996).

The notion of sea of islands 13 important hecause it
implies a shift of focus in the understanding ol lived
worlds. But it also creates a cultural unity that may not
in fact exist, which would see in several thousand years
ot migration and exchunge — [rom the Lapita era ta mod-
ern labour {and non-labour) migration — the same basic
scheme of stratcgics, culturally specilic for Polynesians
if not for other Oceanic peoples. Hau'ofa’s view has also
been criticized by scholars from the region, variously lor
celebrating a bygone past and for applauding the rather
unique opporlunities exploited by a modern-day scleet
clite. In a debate piece entitled “Balancing the book: how
the other half lives™, Fijiun geographer Joeli Veitayaki
(1993:116) argucs that Llau’ofa’s “Sea ol Islands™ per-
spective is “... mostly superficial and unrealistic, cer-
Lainly severed trom the sitwation in the Pacitic ... Epeli
is romanticising the past and has offered no real solutian
1o how we should look at the disadvantaged position of
Pacific island countries”. Rather than celebrating the
migratory nature of Oceanic peoples and the creativity
of present-day Occanic diaspora uround the Sea of
Tslands, Veitavaki flatly states that “Our people should
he discouraged from migrating elsewhere. Although

these emigrants remit 1o their relatives staywg, on at
heme, their contribution to the developmenr of their
countries is minimal™ (Veitavaki 1993:116).

Our own perspective of “islands connected” as pur-
sucd by this project is not that provided by TTauw’ola
although there is significunt overlap, not least concem-
ing the importance of shilting the overall perspeclive
from island level to a regional and even global scale.
While there may indeed be culiural structures in the long
run that promote and maintain the praciice of such
regional existences and cven regional individual Tife-
worlds, there remains a great deal to be done in order Lo
understand their specificity. For example, it is not at all
clear that earlicr migrations and colonizarions as well as
the establishment of mulidirectional trade and popula-
tion movement can account for contemporury colonial
and posteolonial migrations and trade. At issue are diffi-
cull questions of continuity, disruption and transtorma-
tion. Our propusal here, then, is 1o unpack the latent pos-
sibilitics ol u regional/glabal perspective  in general
historical and more specilic ethnographic terms — in
order to provide a better model or models of such
processes in Occania. We wish to expand discussion af
the notion that islands and archipclagos of the Pacific
are connceted in many different ways, at different stages
in history, and that their connections also range far (and
increasingly [urther) bevond the Pacific Occan.

To return 1o the original discussion, we might relrame
it as follows: QOceania’s “Sea of Islands™ is not simply
about epi-phenomeny ol sorts  the comslilution of
worlds that include many islands and island societics
and the formation of regional identities — but also, and
ltom a certain perspective more fundamentally, about
the natur®ol these societics as such and about the varied
range of relationships between and among these islands.
connected in this way or the viber alsa to worlds bevond.
In the obsolete “islands in the sea”™ [rumework, the
islands (or even parts of islands) were nol only separate
units, bul scparate and zelf-contained wholes that could
be undersiond as organic unitics as such and as one-time
demonstration examples for a “laboratery™ approach to
comparative ethnology. From the “sea of islands™ per-
speetive, the very question of where — at whalt level of
social reality — what kinds of wholes might be said to
exist has 10 be scriously rethoughr.

From a regional point of view, individual socictics are
separate polities (in Occania often ranscending simple
linguistic and spalial boundaries) that are themselves
generated in larger liclds of interaction, and that in more
than a fow Oceanic cases lranscend single islands or
archipelagos. Knowledge ol wider worlds has been a
rule and not an cxception in Oceunic cosmalopies —
although, as pointed out by Kirch (2000), not nee
ly of egalitarian distribution within any given 1sland
sociely. Such knowledge, obtained, confirmed and fur-
ther developed throngh social encounters with people
from beyond the horizon (either through visits by them
or visits 1o them), has also [osterzd patterns of a pre-
paredness for the unexpected. Pacilic Islanders” appar-
ent lack of amazement at meeting with early Turopean
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