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ABSTRACT

> Asian universities are facing problems of maturing
institutions. Having built up their resources, they must now find
means of sustaining these resources and of matching their capacities
more closely to Asian needs. This process is complicated by the
status of many Asian universities as hybrid institutions largely
based on Western models. As useful as these models have been in the
formative years of Asian higher education, they have not proved
entirely sufficient to the spacial requirements of higher educatiop
in Asia. This essay focuses attention on the role of educational
cooperation between Asian and U.S. institutions in the present and
immediate future, and attempts to provide a sense of the collective
contribution of the participants of the 1974 Institute of
International Education conference. (JMF)
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Issues in International Education

The publication of this series of papers reflects the Institute’s
continuing concern with the critical issues in international
educdtion. In recent years this concern has been expresse d
particularly through the Institute’s sponsorship of the International
Councils on thgher Education, which bring together chief
executives of universities in the U.S. and other regious of the
world for examination of topics of shared interest. Essays prepared
as subjects for discussion at these conferences will form a portion
of the series. which will draw upon other resources as well. .

The past two decades have been a period of enormous growth in
education throughout the world. As the role of education has
increased in dimension. the choices involved in educational
decision-making have increased in complexity and in social impact.
1t is hoped that this series will contribute to the ongoing debate
on the issues of international education through examination of
aiternative vicwpoints and thgough the publication of new
information. As international education in our era has broadened
its scope beyond traditional activity to include 'developmental
assistance and other concerns. the range of topics covered in the
series will reflect this breadth of interests in thé ficld. L.

Papers in this series are prepared under the directon of the
Office of Planning and Analysis. the program planning and
development arm of 1IE.
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INTRODUCTION

An Aungust, 1974, aroup of university
presidents and educational leaders from
the United States and the nations of the

Asia-Pacific region met in Hong Kong—

under the auspices of the International <

Councils on Higher Edncation (1CHE),
an activity: of the Institute of -
International Education. The Hong ¥ong
meeting was the figth in an annual series
of conferences organized by ICIE under
a grant from the Henry Luce Foundation
< . ' of New York,
Both IIE and the Luce Foundation
have been inereasinghi concerned over
the direction that U.S.-Asian relations
have tdéken during the past several years.
. Examining these relations front the
perspective of the United States. it has R
seemed to us that fundamental causes
of our problems lie in a widespread
ignorance of Asia in the United States
and in a dungerously superficial
awarenessof-what s really happening in >
that part of the world,
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In attcmmi;}g to come to grips with a
problem of this magnitude, it has seemed
to us that a concerted effort on several
related fronts is needed to deepen U.S.
understanding oflthe Asia-Pacific region.
One means to accomplish this end is the
development of new relationships with
Asian leaders in all fields, and
particularly with leaders of the
educational commumity,

® The establishment of flg Council on
Higher Education for-#Gia and the
United States reflected a convietion that
the fitture development of the Asian
nations will be based to a great.extent on
the thinking and action of the
intellectual leadership in Asian
universitics, The Asian council is the
most recent i da series of similar councils
organized by 1IE to establish linkages
between educators in the U.S. and,other
regions of the world, The Council
provides a vehicle for a reguiar exchiunge
of ideas and plans, and for the
development of action prograins. Its
meetings are designed to deepen the
participants’ understanding of each,
other's societies and to enconbage a
regular diadlogue on the concrete issues
Jucing institutions of higher education as
they become niore deeply involved, in
-the problems ofonational aiyd regional
development.

The Hong Kong conference deroted
particular attention to relationships
berween education and development and
10 the role of educational ¢ unpwanun
between Asian and “U.S. institugions in
the present and inunediate ficture, The
report which tollows focuses attention
on the Iattcr,l()[m of educational
mupwunon and attempts to provide a

sense of the collective contribution of
the conference participants to an

- examination of the subject. It is not a

<

sunumary record of deliberations. but
rather an essay hased upon both the-
hackground papers which were prepared
for the « onference aml the discussions
on these papers. .

Q
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-acted as local hosts for the conference.

~, L]
We wish again to extend our thanks to
the Henry Luce Foundation of New

York, the gencrous grant of which .

provided the bulk of the fimding for the

- conference. Mrs. Martha Wallace, the

Foundation’s Executive Director, was an
adtive participant in our deliberations.
We also wish to thairk the Chinese
Unirversity=of Hong Kong and the
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University of llong Kong, both of \\»717'@1\:’ L
0

Special thanks are due 16 their vice-
chancellors, Dr. Choh-, Mmg Liand Dr.
Rayson Huang.

I preparing an interpretative essay on
the flong Kong conference, we have
sought to reflect the points of view
expressed as accurately as possible. The
responsibility for any errors of
0NIssion Or conmmission is onrs.
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James F. Ticmey

. Institute of Mternational Edacation

New York, Néw York . B

June. 1975 ,i o
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. 1. From Assistance
- to Collaboration

ost-war cooperation between
e wniversities in Asia and the 2
United States was founded
on a shared perspective of
ihe role of higher education
in Asia. Higher education was seenas a
. leading edge of development, a means of
rapid modernization through investinent
in human -fesources. It was widely
believed that Western models of higher
education could Be-transplanted With
appropriate modifications to
non-Western cultures, there to create
intelleetual elites capable of managing
new institutions and redirecting old
socictics. Asian governments made
massive investihents in higher education, -
to the point at which the university
» student population of Asia has become
larger than that of any other continent.
U.3. univérsitics, with the support of the
U.S. government. foundations and other
- dgencies, contribyted tg this process
| - through educatigytal planning and
developiment programs in codperatiog
., with Asian universities and threugh the
education of thousands of’ Asian students
on U.S. campuses including a higlt
propottion of the present faculty -,
members of Asian institutions. Students
from the Far East-have represented the
largest percentage gf foreign students in
the United States for twenty years. In
1974 their number exeeeded 50.000.
over one-third of the U.S. foreign student

population.” ° y

Although the major emphasis during the
past two decades has been placed on
assistance to the Asian nations, there
have been significant reciprocal benefits
to U.S. universities. Their faculties have
been oftered unparallicled opportunities
to buila competence in Asian studies, to
carry out ficld rescarch and to build
useful professional ties with their Asian
counterparts. Generous funding during
part of this period permitted the rapid
development of area studiescenters on
U.S. campuses. Both Asian and U.S.
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students have gained from their contact .
witlyeach other on U.S. canipuses. ,

Most obscr\icré.believe that cooperation

has had overall benefits for both U.S.and .
Asian higher education. However, the
context in which cooperation takes place
has changed. Higher education is still

seen as a leading cdge of the ‘
modernization-process: investment in
training.and rescarch is still a quid pro

quo for a productive future. However,
higher education has now attained an
_advanced level of development in ’
much of Asia. Asian universitics have -
accomplished a difficult task in -
enormously expanding their facilities,
faculties and prodactive capacity ina :
compressed period of time.

Asian universities are now facing the
second-stage problems of maturing
institutions. Having built up their

. resources, they must now find means of ,
sustaining these rcsourccs.zn% oj
matching their capacities more dloscly .

> to Asian needs. This process is

complicated by the status of many Asian
universitics as hybrid institutions largely . - »
based on Western models. As usefulas

these models have been in the formative

years of Asian higher education, they

have not proved eftirely sufficient to -

the special requireiments of higher

education in Asia. o ) )

_ Many Western-influenced institutions are
seeking to *Asianize’ themselves- to
revise curricula so that they more closely
match Asian needs for knowledge and
training, to formulate rescarch problems .
the resubts of which 4vill be applicable to’
_national development, and to make new
institutional arrangements that will
permit greater flexibility in serving
community needs. ’ . T

Asian universitigs are asked by
govermment and by society to serve as'
both centers of learning and as
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iilsérumcnt.s of social change. Western
models are perhaps most appropriate
to the development of the first of these
functions. Although the rolesst the
scirolar--the seeker after knowledge - is
universal, the role of the ‘change agent’
is not. The change agent role in Asia
demands a close matching of university
teaching and research with national
needs for modernization and
development, a process for which
Western mechanisins and 2xperience have
been an imperfect guide.

This perception has had a significant
intpact upon the climate of international
cooperation in recent years. Asian
educators have had enough expericnce
of Western education to appreciate both
its advantages and its disadvantages to’
them,'As Asian institutions have
developed their own strengths and special
capdcities, they have begun to sceek a
more balanced ‘collaborative? .
relationship with Western education that
will draw upotn Westeriv resources mo.c
selectively.

»

)
Asian universities are dlso placing greater

emphasis on regional and intranaticnal
cooperation, proceeding from the
recognition that they share many similar
*{, -needs in training and research, and that
collaboration niakes sense as a means of
maximizing available resources in
Facilities and talent. A further impetus to
this process has beenthe growing
constraints on the budgets of academie
institutions (budgets which are reaching
their affordable iniats in many
still-developing nations). and the
diminished funding available from U.S.
sources to support international

however, is a two-cdged sword. in that a
*lack of funds if severe enough can
preclude cooperation altogether rather
than stimulate attempts ta share limited
resources,)
These emphases  on the Asianization of
fiigher edueation. on ‘collaboration’
. rather than *assistance.” and on the
advantages of greateg regional and
intranational cooperation. -seem likely

ERIC
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to be determining factors in the future
ofieducational exchange with and within
Asia. Geogge M. Beckmann of the
University of Washington, in a paper
prcpdrcd for the 1974 Hong Kong 8
conference of the Council on Higher
Education for Asia and the United

. States. suggested that it is time. to begin

a thorough reconsideration ofapprachc
to cooperation after twenty years of
interchange. His opinion is widely shared.
Educators are both critical of the failures
of institutional cooperation in the past
and optimistic as to its future,

Il. Cooperation: Issues

v
.

-ooperation between

universitics in the United
. States and Asia has extended
~ aeross a wide spectrun. U.S

universities have provided -

technical assistance in the'development
of curriculum and facilities. U.S. faculty
members have served as consultants and
as on-the-scene advisers, rescarchers and
teachers in the planning and
implementation of new institutions, new
academic departments and new research
facilities. Schools in the U.S. and Asia
have developed reciprocal institutioral
and departmental ties. A large number of
graduate stydents and faculty have
received advanced training in the U.S.

<

witich has strengthened their individual .

. professional capacities and those of their

home institutions.” ¢

Opuuons vary among Asians as to the
overall stieeeys of these efforts. Given the
eXtent and diversity of activitics
numbered u%mng these relationships. a
range of critical opinion is not surprising.
i ‘ .
The most ¢ritical viewpoint expréssed
among Asi([ms is that some instances of
cooperation have caused Asian scholars to
act as agents of forcign governments or
to abandon their home countties; have
caused them to carry out scholarly .
activities whichrare irrelevant to national
developinent and sometimes politically |
suspicious: have led to duplication of
effort, wastage of resources and other

LI
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} abuses. Thls view of cooperation as a
disguised form of subversion does not
seem to suggest a role in the future for
schalarly collabpration-- at least, not a
future to be encouraged. To the extent
such conditions have existed, they have
demonstrated a lick of awareness or .
regard for the basic condition of effective
cooperation, which is rcuprouty in
irtention and bencfit.

A second criticism expressed by Asians
focuses on the potential for exploitation
and patronization in relationships
between scholars. Some Asians feel that
U.S. scholars abuse the opportunitics
tor research offered them by Asian
institutions by (variously) hogging
limited facilitivs. exporting datawithout
benefit to the Asian institution..not
recognizing the LOI"I(I‘SbllllOI"l of Asian
colleagues to their work publishing and
()
taKing credit for rescarch results which
overburdened Asian colleagues are too
busy to publish, ctc.

v

a

This view is countered by the position
that Asians themselves owe great debts
to Western scholarship and have used its
resources c\t;nsmly and that in any
case there is no law of the conservation

¥ of knowledge. However, this issuefis

essentialty not resolvaBile dn a theoretical
fevel. Its practical implication is that
scholars from ditterent cultures must
display great sensitivity and restraint
in their relationships to ayoid=even the

- appearance of patronization or
exploitation. This obligation is perh.nps
partuularly conconutant upon thé U.S
scholar functt ning on the humugmund
of his Asian colleagues.

Practical obstacles to eftective+
cooperation are created by the ditfering
munpowecr tragning requirements of U.S.
and Asian socictivs. For example, it has
been recognized for a number of years

» that advanced training in the U.S.
‘sometimes does not provide appropriate
training for Asian scholars in terms of
the special needs of thir frequently
less-developed home countries. This is
particidarly the case inscience and

'Y

1

technological fields. Asian universitics
often lack the facilities of their U.S.
counferparts in science and technology, L 3
making it difficult for the
Western-educated scholar to use his
wourtise. Asian requirements in these .

ficlds are very different from those of
the U.S. in any case, particularly in
terms of the application of technology
to local neceds (e.g.. the need for
technology that is labor-intensive rather

. than capital-intensive in many countries).
*n the past, developmental problems of
this type have not been considered the
leading cdge of science in he West,
although they present sophisticated

. problems for the rescarcher and for the
scientific policy-maker.

kN

An‘jssue in which the differing senses of
value of U.S. and Asian univgrsities play
.-, a role is that of-area specialization versus
discipline specialization. Some Asian
scholars feel that U.S. area specialists:
tend to lack strength'in their home
disciplines, and therefort are not as
usctul as consultants and teachers+in °
Asian institutions as they might be, U.S
scholars recognize the puramount -
importance ot a firm grounding in a
discipline, but point out that it is almost
impossihle to function cffectively in an
Asian ¢nvironment without extensive
language and ficld experience. .
This issue is essentially a conflict between
different scales of value Both Asian and
U.S. protessionals agree that strength ins
the home discipline is basic to
performance, However, arca
“specialization may be perecived as a
lesser value by an Asian whose culture
forms part of the ‘arca.” while it may
assumg a relatively greater value to the
U.S. specialist whose language fluency
and other Asian background is the result
of years of intensive study, and whose
*arca eXpertise is a rarer—and thus more
highly valued - commodity in the US.
academic comniuaity.

One should introduce the caveat that
this is a rather morg complex quuestion
thin tan be treated adequately in a brief

’ B
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. | ==rexdew. Arca concentration and discipling international cooperatioh. This question
. congentgation are obvious'y not mutually frequently arises in terms of the choice
- exclusive forms of expertise. Ideally between supporting larger and more
L knowledge of .an area and in a discipline prestigious institutions or smaller, newer
| are nmiutually reinforcing, and in reality and weaker schools (‘elephants and mice,’
many practitioners approach this idcal. in the graphic image of a Thai professor).
r, Moreover, the gppropriate mix of Asians themselves are divided on this
knowledge of the area and discipline will issue. Small institutions feel they need
vary according/to the teaching and greater help than older/larger/more
research intergsts of the individual . developed universities, and that
scholar, and Giccording to the demands 5 ° assistance to ‘elephant’ universitiese
placed upogt him by his professional - " widens dn already broad gap. On the
- associations. department or institution other hand, funders find it easier to
The gppropriate balance for effective’ - assess the capacities of an ‘clephant’
funCtion in a U.S. academic milicu will institution, and have had mixed results
|___~almost certainly be somewhat diffcrgm in supporting indigestible, unsustainable
~ from that in the Asian’environment. programs in ‘mouse’ institutions. «
Bridging the two environmentsevill ) .
always demand flexibility on the part of Virtually all the issues outlined above
the scholar. - derive in some part from the naturt of
the reiationship betwéen Asian and U.S.
Funding will always be at issuc in institutions, which has largely been one
institutional collaboration. given the of tutclsee over the past twenty years,
reality thyt funding is a determining Suspicion of actual or assumed political
factor in gstablishing and continuing motives underlying U.S. assistance, -
= cooperative relations, Academic voncern about insensitive use of Asian
institutions in both Asia and the United resources. inability to mesh the goals of
States face severe financial p‘r)(\uru developed and developing institutions,
lnternatmnal programus are expensive to * differing valuations for certain types of
sustain, and must compete with other knowledge. and disagreement over the
valid concerns of the university for proper application of funds all seem
limited funds. International cooperation negative outgrowths of a tutelage
often requires long-term suppogt in order relationship which has had many positive
to be gffective. Such support typically aspects as well in the rapid development o
has been available largely from of academic institutions and- personnel
. government fid international agencies and of educated manpower in genceral
and foundations which are interested m throughout much of Asla
funding specific programs (and the . ;o
special interests of ' which may not always Many Asian and U.S. urﬂvcrsily leadérs
match those of the uniyenity). Funding believe problems of this nature could
terminates as a preject is completed. or prove avoidable in the future if v
as the priorities of the sponsor change. participants |n institutional cooperation
or as the charagter of a government can learn from experience, which
changes, leaving the potential for a suggests that collaboration must meet
continued mutually beneficial four condijtions in ordcr to be fully
relationship between the U.S. and Asian « effective. v
institution uneaploted. The negative 1. Clear detinition of a shared objective
. effects ()Nm,ommmty are frequently 2. Mutual respect and independence of
A Cited by both Asian and Wutcm cooperating individuals and .
scholars. 4 institutions
. > 3. Availability of appropriate personnel
Morcover, coptrol of funds represents - and resources
an opportunity to make both positive 4. Mutual benefit .
and negative choices in terins of which '
institutions recewve the benefitsof 77
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iven the existence of these
conditions -with their
emphasis on mtuality and
- " balanee- coilaboration s
. presented with a number of
opportunities, largely related to the
ck inge_agent role of the Asian university.

.

\

¥ Muny umvcrsmcx are interested in
exploring social, scientific and
technological problem arcas refated to .
development, and are seeking -
interdigeiplinary approaches to the
conmplex research nezds involved. Such
problem-dYici.ced research is ideally
suited to internctional collaboration, It
provides g clearly=detined objective for
coopergtion. offenag an opportunity to

attack large-scale problems and to mect
real social needs. Among the scientitée
areas most in need of such examination

. areas of mutual concern which could

benefit from an mternaddonal ap proach

b are the marine and cenviroamental
sciences. Manw US, and Asian scholars
would alo like to see more eatemsive
collaborative  »scarch into such issues
of social pobicy as the role of technology
in effecting social change.
Proble nworiented mterdisciphnary
rescarch of this type presents some,
difficulties. It Lachs a tradition, it cutiog
across the usual de.thanl.ll lines, and
in some Asian fields it s difticult to tmd
disgipline spmahsw with the rgqm\m )
expertise. This is particularly the cise in
thorny policy or probleme-related areio,

_ examples of whick might be land reform

_or the study of the cconomic role of the
Overseas Chinese in Southeast Xsias Such
ditficultics can be overcome, however.
and rescarch of this type presents a real
opportunity for both Asian and US.
institutions to combine an attach on- -

| 7 substantive propleas with research and

training in the ficld.

-

’ 'Aclivity°of this kind has become an
.increasing focus of the East-West Center
of-the University of Hawaii gnd of a

_number of other institutions in recent

I ¢ .
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I. C@eratiom Opporiunities o
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yueiks. The East-West Center, for c‘.amplc
has Loopcra‘cd with a number of Asian
institutions that have taken the lead in

the development of an interestings
innovation. the ‘appropriate technology
center.” The missien of fhis new type of
institution will be tosefve problems in-

the innovation andtransfer of technology.

It will mobilize scientists (and train .
them) on spuiﬁc projects, goﬁuentrating
the resources of universitics, governments
and fyunding agencies. Its ruear"h focus .
will be on the “linkage between’
maero-planning and
nmro-nmmmcntatlon -orinodher
werds, on the working relationships.of
catrepreneurshap. finance, skall tevel.
narket forees, and technology that:
determine the outconies of planning.
The *appfopriate technology center’ is
an example of effectiv. international
ard regiondl collaboration. Asian o «
universitics have a strong *self-help,
orientation, and are seeking other ways,
to'join together Tor mutual benefit. One
concern widely shared througRout the
region focuses on the dependence of the
Asian universities on their US,
coungerparts for advimeed lr.umm, )
Educatora recognize the benefits aceess
to'U.S. education has brought to their

“institutions, but are also aware that their

own lmnmnpquaguy has grown and that
tryining in Asia is a significantly tess
cxpensive alternative to an American
rhD. - ‘ .

L3 -
In the future, many Asian university
lcaders foresee the development of ’
regional *centers of excellenee’
wmpamblc to the East-West Center and |
other U.S. institutions that provide
certification of academic quality.
Recognizing that academic traffic
between Asia and the U.S. has often N
been motivated by the need and desire
for credentials, the passpert to academic
succes® Asian educators ‘wish to se¢
certain-of their institutions attain the
status of Berkeleys or Harvards of Asia.
A’number of schools are emerging into
that role. oo

.

v
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“The development of centers of excollence
. in Asia has the further benefit of

7 providing a means of ratlonalnzmg, the

pattern of agsistance to less-devetoped
institutions. As noted carlier, *

- international assistance’has had pixed
results in aiding the development of
‘mouse” institutions. Larger, mofc

,developed institutions-in Asig, however,

*can ‘step«down’ assistance. acting as

. transfcr agents in regional or
intrafiational consortia. Such’

* arrangemeats are garticularly uscful in
the sharing of limifed and expensive
resonrces such as computers and {ibrarics,
Consortia have operated successful .
centralized .uluns\lon\ systems, They
havealso proven to be an cﬂlct;Vc

. means of sharing stuff. and of developing -
“staff in weaker.institutions through the
‘gift’ of particularly well-qualificd junior

o Staff by ‘elephant” universities, o

Asians are seeking further means off
regivnatizing collaboration. The twe?

Je  regional orgapizations of institutions of

* higher educationsthe Regional Institute
of Higher Education and Development
(RIHED) and thic Associstion of
, Southeast Asian Institutions of Higher
L lc.trnmg(ASAlllLl have actively
promoted such cooperation, Univensity
o dlcaders have identified opportunitics .
- for regional cooperation in the :
promouun of vanterenges of cducation, 1
© planners and research plinners, through
-~ which #teacks on comr wn converns
could be caordinated. They beheve that
the consortium model used in o, T
developing “appropriate technology
centers’ Is applicable to other rescarch
+« needs insuch ficlds as agriculture and
thealth care, and Yhat such consortia may
serve as a partial solution to the prgblems
“of smaller institutions seeking to develop
| from a limited resowrce base. They see -
© the potential for oftective c\chm\g,c )
relationships as yet dndeveloped in sport
and cultural activities.

.

There gre reat obstacles to the Progress 4
of ru‘t,nonal collubBoration, liowever. Asmh
educators have discovered that it is morg
difficult to develop effective regional

L]

_ from the compaYative

“cooperation than it has been.to create .

cffective Lonabora\mn with the West.
Lack of tradition, distance dad bag
communications, funding considerations,
apd disparities o&standards and salacics
all play their part in impeding the )
formation of relgtionships (distance snd
bad communications can even blay a
role in impeding Intranational
cooperation in some of the more
sprawling nations). Some institutions
haye not been as flexible as they might
Inlye bqen it regulating such activity,

-

Insome ¢ .m.- thy lure of international
training itscltihas militated against *
regional cooperation. One mechanism
for promoting\regiongl linkages. an
inter-Asian fellfowship prograng. has
fdund difficulty in competing with the
lure of training jn the United States. 1t
has not been able to fill the iumber of

"fellowships which its funding could .

support because ofdack of interest in

«the program on the part of potentiat

Participants, who gpparently have been
wrore interested inpursuing their
advanced training ik the West,

»

Of course. there is nd necessary conflict
between ceoperation in the region and
with the United Statq Many factors
come into play im detgrmining the
choices made in‘such matters, ranging
tancial
advantages of differest opportunitics to
their prestigeg and applicdbility to the
spgualwcq.vmrcstsmf the scholar. It
scems likely that at least art of the
problem in such cases as that described
above is a relatively higher fevel of
.|warcm‘~)\of opportunities in the United”
States. As the strengths of Asian’ '

14

as communicdtions betweenithese .
institutions improve, and as professional
ties develop over time, one
conflicts to minimize them
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‘ ~ A further problem, .md perhaps a
A casualty of the Agianization process, has
F been (ke relative decline in teaching of
international languages in Asia. English
-} is the most common international
language. Some countries have
de-emphasized its importanee, while
* others have tended to teach the writtep
v lzmguagc rather than the spoken. This
. has:created difficultics in communication ’
© in aJegion with so many diverse cultures
‘and languages. Onc participant in the
ong Kong conference cited asan
éxample an‘inter-Asian conference he
< had attended'at which not ong of the
participants was able to discover a
cofnmon language 'with the delegate of
“the \I(hmur Republic. Many university
icadﬁﬁ are convinced that the trend
away from the teaching of international
languages showdd be grrested. despite the
effort and expense igvolved, becduse of
the mdny advantages both within the
region and without in being able touse a
common means of communication wigh
volleagues, ) .

- V. Coopéréﬂon:
. Th,o,Future R

AR he patterns of regional and” .
. . international collaboration
' are Obviously changing.
BoJyp Asiarand U, +
g ratord seem optimistic
about its future. It appedrs likely that . . =

. U.S-Asian institugjonal collabomﬁon,

* will serve a useful role foy muny years to™
come. The era of Asian univensity staft
training in the U.S. has not ytt ended,
bute n when such needs diminish there
will be excellent reasons for continuing
involveient between ULS, and Asian .

. ddaeation, Collaboraion in rescarch

. and scholship will continic to have

obvious ad¥antages. Moteover, Asians .

can provide a unigue perspective on lhs ‘.

Unite! States for Amcricans and vice

versa, As one npted educator pemarked.

purt of the impetus for the process of,

Asianjzation has been the focus on the,

regum qua region, and on its common

characteristics, concerns and issues, made
possible.for ‘Asians through their . ~

o

P

;)

1

a1 widely sepamtcd msmutlons
’

prt‘mnuc of the US. apprcach to the. ‘p.
study of Asia. In addition, Asians have
the advantage in U.S. institutions of a

“heutrat environment for the study of

the issucs which concern them, of access
to the most advanced scholarship, and
an opportinity toJearn from the
mistakes and suceesses of the most . *

. diverse nationalsystem of higher |

cducation in existence. U.S. academics
have the advantage in Asian institutions
of aceess to knowledge and resources,in

" non-Western cultures of increasing

interest and concern to the United
States. and to many fresh and creative

- approaches to the problums of higher

cducation. \

Agians ave made innovative use of ths\
mechanisms of institutional eollaboration
to meet the nedts-of national
devejopment. Not all effective
coHaboration.in the future will reguire
innovation. however, Indeed. both Asian
and U.S. upiversity leaders have observed
that there are cxisting resources for
cooperation which could be tapped
without greatly increased funding.
Among possibilities ci®d are those of
joint publication by A.sun and U. S.
umvcmly PIUSSGSe and’ thc gnatcr use of
low-cost ragio Iu{kabes as h meansof
hojding wnfcrcns‘cs aniong Lolh.aguus

In th Y980's and bcyond it hds been
suggested that new pattéens ofhigher
education may developdn Asia, as
universities there c,ontmuc to ¢xplore’

“means of best serving the feeds of their

mass populations. Qne interciting
suggestion is that the university as it
exists today in Asia should assume ¥ its,

* primary function that of being a"cefter,

of knowledge and rescarch, passing en
raany of the fun:tions of manpower .
training to new jnstitutions—open |’
universities/universities without walls/
ugivemsitios of the air. Such g pamdngrh

- cOuld act to meet the cnormous | -,

pressures placed on'higher education by
population growth in Alsia, and would
serve to promote a desnrable equity’in

»
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“Araditional unjversity in Asmn society
would be that of knowiedge
sccimulation and dissemination. It has
also been suggested that a range of new
rcsurch institutions may evolve in Asia
“"tp/meet the enormous needs for the

" development and appliation of new

. knowledge relited to the problems of
3" "Asian development.
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The form which institutional .
collaboration will take in this
environment is unknowable before the
fact, but the néed to experiment and to .
seek new ways ¢ solve old problems
presents many:oppestunities for
cooperation—giventhe right balance of
money, resources and talent in an
atmosphere of mutual understanding

and trust,
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About HE .
The Institute of International Education was founded in 1919 to
_promote international understanding through education. It

administers scholarship and fellowship programs for the U.S. and

foreign governments. universities, foundations, corporations

and international organizations. and provides support services to )

researchers and advisers on developmental assistance projects J *

abroad. Seeking to promote e¢ftective educational interchange. lIE

offers information and consultative services through a network

of offices in the U.S. and overseas and carries on an extensive -
schedule of seminars and werkshops. I1E acts as the parent agency .
for the International Councils on Higher Education, which bring
together U.S. and foreign university heads and other educational
policy-makers in a continuing series of conferénces.
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