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Introduction . . ' : s
Introduction . e
- LY

The most s1gn1f1cant change in the student popu]at1on of -the GSE

-
£ Y

during the past decade has been the increase in foreign students and the e

o

accompanying decrease in Amer1qan students. To this point, however,

-

tlittle data has been available as to the exactfnatpre of this'change:
- {Nbr has the,GSE dftenptedlko addres;,~in,any meaningfg] way; how or if
this change should,influence the nature of its admissions pelicies, its
. . studen}<services; and its programs of study, inc]uding”degree requjre-.
C ments, curriculum, and instrdttidna] techniques. 'l ,
In Augdst 1981, on the recommendation of Marilyn Kourilsky, Dean
Goodlad Organized an ad-hoc committee te deal with these isssues. That
‘committee has been rather active in the past two months. This report is
intended to provide é basis for dialogue within the faculty of the GSE . .
as to what courses df action might be ‘taken. - ' . ) .Y
, The §becific purpose of- this report is twofold. ‘.Firgt we wish to
' provide a gener91 picture of the foreign student popd]at1on at the GSE
relative to UCLA and higher educatien genera]]y Second we wish to

suggest how tlfiGSE might better serve the foreign student While we

make &ome reference to academic policy 1ssues, they are not centra] to

-

v our report ma1n1y becauge we fee] much more genera] diaTogue must be

\\ga; engaged in before the GSE attempts to establish broad adm1ss1ons, curric-

. u1ar, and degree policy relative to the foreign student.




- all foremgn students in the United States were study1ng educat1on
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un{uersities for foreign students. These students are-not allowed to .

take regular university courses until they pass a language examination.

"The Soviet Union works diligently, through its foreign embassies to

identify worthy students and g1¥es them, generous state scho]arsh1ps if
they are;not funded by the1r'own governments. In the Un1ted States,

there is no central palicy, and most universitites have faited to fill

the policy void with regard to their institutions. * - .~ ) .

.

The Number of‘Foreign Students in the USA

—

In the past 25 years the number of foreign.studeRts in the United

States has risen dramatica]]y.“in Table I we see that there are eight

L4

times as many foreign students today as in 1954/55. The number of
foreign students has almost doubTed in the 1ast five years A simi1ar'
rate of increase can be .seen “in thé f1e}d—of educat1on in the last

qu a century, although the relative increase in the past five

years has been much smaller (approximately 20%) In 1979/80 4.3% of

. ~ .
- »
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s
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Insert.Table I about here.
’ ~
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The study of education has fluctuated between a low of 4.3% and a
high 0f*5.8% of all foreign;studénts during the past quarter’ of a century.

From Table II we see'that the percentage of foreign students in education N

L » -

is re1at1ve1y smaH compared mth the grofesswna] f1e1ds of . eng1neer1ng
(26.9% i, 1979/80) as weJ] 3s businets and fanagement (16 4% in 1979/80).

We must understand however, that these f1gures 1ncTude two year, foqr

A

year, and graduate studentss 0n1y 32 9%. of a1] fore1gn students in the-

United States are 1n graduate programs N .o
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universities for foreign students. These students are-not allowed to
take regular university courses until they pass a language examination.
.‘The Soviet Union works diligently, through its toreign embassies to
identify worthy students and g1¥es them, generous state scho]arsh1ps if
they are‘not funded by the1r'own governments. In the Un1ted States,
S there is no central policy, and.most universitites have failed to fill

the policy void with regard to their institutions.” ..~ >

.

Tho,Number of‘Foreign Students in the USA

—

In the past 25 years the number of foreign,studehts in the United

States has risen dramatically. In Table I we see that there are eight

[

times as many foreign students today as in 1954/55. The number of
foreign studerits has almost doubTed in the last five years A simi1ar'
rate of increase can be .seen‘in thé f1e}d~of educat1on in the last )
qu a century, although the relative increase in the past five

years has been much smaller (approximately 20%). In 1979/80, 4.3% of

& .
+all fore1gn students in the United States were studying education.

*
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Insert Table I about here.
’ -~

[N
<
< L S

The study of education has fluctuated between a low of 4.3% and a

high of*5.8% of all foreign:studénts during the past quarter’of a century.

L]

From Table II we see that the percentage of foreign students'in education .
« is ,re1at1ve1y sma]'l conpared mth the grofesswna'l fields of - eng1neer1ng
(26. 9%~1q_1979/80) as wej] 3s business and anagement (16.4% in 1979/80).
We must understand, howeverb that these f1gures 1ncTude two year, foqr

/;> year, and graduate students4 Only 32 9%. of a]] fore1gn students in the- )

United States are 1n graduate programs .
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In 1979/80 UCLA ranked seventh iq the United- States in terms of the .
nuhbgr of foreign students on campus. One year ear}ie; it was-not in’
the top.ten,ﬂPﬁt it experienced a;shaﬁp increasé of 26% in thdﬁ’iéar _ ‘ 1
alone to 1941 fonefgk students. Approiimaté]y 60% df'these students a;e
~in the brof&ssiBna] schools. ‘}hev1argestﬂ¢nro11ments‘are in Engineering
and mebuter ScfenceL followed by Management, Aﬁchitectﬂre and -Urban '
Planning, and-Educat%on (La Be]]e,.Tab1e~3). The GSE enrdlls abou%,S% |

- {
. of the total, foreign student population at UCLA.

K

Insert Figure I about here

Country of Origin . . . . .

The country of origin of foreign students is also important to

not:\ In Figure II we see that the increase of Asian.students;)s dra-

matic. While Asia has always been well represénted (42% of all foreign

students in 1954/55), the percentage of foreign students from Asia has /

increased until it is now approximate]y 59%. The Middle East alone
. ]

accounts for ‘about 30% of all- foreign students in the USA.

Insert'Fiéure IT1 about here

| - -— : .

If we look at specific couﬁtrieg, we find that a small percentage E v
" of countries account for a relatively large percentage 6f the studehﬁ;zji\ ¢
.iq Table II we see that approximately 66% of all foreign students coﬂb/// \\\\
from‘just 20 countries; of these, Nigeria, Taiwan, Japan, Hong Kong,
‘India, Iran, Saudi Arabia, and Canada account for 49%. Nigeria-sends]és

many students as the rest of Africa.combined. Iran accounts far more

)
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than the rest of the Midd]e‘East‘combined. In fact; there are more

Iramigns. than Europeans and North Americans combined.

* ) ! . . \

[}

’~-~Insert TaMle II about here

." L v,
The country of origin for students in the GSE follows the general

v

"Ameridan pattern. In Table II we have listed the incoming graduate

students for the fa]] 1981 by country of or1g1n We see that Taiwan is

\
* heav11y represented. Also, the number of Iran1an students has fallen

sharply. - Y

»
" Insert Table III about here

English Langgage Proficiency : . >:

One of the most vexing probleffs for the GSE in recent years has
o,

'been the inability of foreign students to cope adequate]y w1th wr1tten <

and spoken English. A]] new UCLA graduate students who are not from

kEn911sh speak1ng countries, are requrred to demonstrate minimum Eng11sh
o {
';ompetence. If they do not meet the standard they are requ1red to take

from one tdsthree‘courses in Bgglish as a Second Language»
At 'UELA from '1975 through 1979, 1250 students took the English

Placemerrd Exam1natﬁon (La Belley- p 3) As a result of this examina—~ -
/

A

' t1on thq fo110w1ng requ1rements were levied: .
f t- Exémpted : ' ‘" 4% .
T e “ One quarter of English 36%
- .‘i ’ fwo quarters of English 15% 4

" Three quarters of Eng]j’sh ‘ 5% [

L.




>\\i“" - Most students take the exam1nat1on after they have been adm1tted to ’

¥ the university and Just before theX reg1ster for courses. This means
-that they are taking courses in the GSE concurrent1y with their English
courses. A number of policy and advisement %ossibi]ities could be cop- Ty
sidered, but we'needkmore information before cours®s of action are . |

charted. ) ; d .

" GSE Enrollments .

Because the récord keep1ng apparatus at the GSE is not yet geared
to give ready information about foreign students we are work1ng under
some* handicap in this report. We must make c1ear that the following

data do not include all of the students in the GSE. Data for teacher é

»

education and TEL-sponsored degree programs have not yet been collected.

¥

_ because the Tft‘is responsib]e for about 200 students, the general per-

centages presented below would be great]y affected " Our intention in

.

this report 1s to prov1de qnformat1on about fore1gn student enrollments

H -

in the spec1a11zat1on~sponsored ﬂaster s and doctora] degree programs.

" From Table III we find that the ratio of fore1gn students to Amer1-

.,

‘ can students who have been adm1tted to the GSE has shifted. How do we

L | ¢ !

\ explain this? F1rst the numper of fore1gn app11cat1ons has lncreased .
-and therefore we would expect more fore1gn students to be agm1tted
) Second, whereas in 1974 a fore1gn student had 3~40% chance of . rece1v1ng

v

an offer, a student in 1978 had'a 50% chance of receiving an offer.

~ PR

‘That'shifted further to 65%. in 19812\ In other words, two out of every~

< - . Insert Table 1II about here . L ,f
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three applications were éEcepted in 1981. Third, the nﬁhber of American

4

app]1cat1ons has been put almost 1n half during this time.

We ‘do not make any Judngnt at this po1nt in‘time about the trend,

e
¢
fines of American educational institutions, so that we can have confi-

b@; are concerned that recru1tment endeavors pene%rate beyond the con-

dence that foreign candidates are the best a foreign country has to

offer. Because students come fyom selected countries, it should be

( possible 'to develop a focused as well as a general international

recruitment strategy. »

(S
In Table IV we give a breakdown of the applications, offers, and

~/--
agcepfances within the various specia]izations during the past decade.

. . Y :
Because of changes }n the specializations, it has been necessary to

collapse some of the data. We ndte that foreign student admissions are

-~

concentrated in certain specializations. - In our Judgment such a f1nd-
/ : N
LY \ <4 f
ing is appropriate. It is crucial, however, that the decision by a
specialization to admit sEVeral foreign students be made with p}ogram-

matic implicatjons in mind. In our opinion, schoolwide admissions

> cons{derations-ane also imperative, because we require all students to
take several courses outside-their narrow specializations. .
}.
y ' Insert Table IV about here
A} .
STUQENT SERVICES FOR THE FOREIGNER !

" Nationwide a nuffger of special institutes and centers have

5 .
sprung up to assist students and institutions of higher learning deal
; with foreign students. :For example, the Institute.of Interpational

+
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Education works.closély with foreign courtries to find placements for -
€ . . Ny
‘students.. . ‘ .
At'UCLA.two.centers exist which are of major importanée for foréign

3

R :
students. These are the Office of Internationa] Students and Scholars

- 4

(0ISS) and the ééterhationa] Student Center (ISC). OISS hand1as a
' nhmber of programs des d to assist.the foreign student, and we 115@
}he important programs beiow '
1. Amer1can Language and Orientation-Programs
A. Two:Week Program: This ¥s designed ;o proéideapre-
academic preparation for study at UCLA. Board and room'
~ ’ v aus provided. and the students are introduced to academ1c
"5stud1es as well as general cu]tura] conditions.
B. 7 Six-Week Program: This covers the same activities as the
two-week program but i£ includes an inténsive 1anguag$

N ’

. componant: ;"

II. Pre-Academic Semipars ™~ - * .
Two three-aay seminars are conducted in September, f{ree of
‘charge, designed to introduce the student to UCLA and Tying

in America.” The orientation includes: academic advisor
process,’immigratiqn regulations, local perma;ént housing, -
work permission, financial aid, taxes, banking, health clear- .
‘ance, American education iﬁ.genera]. .
iIi. Counse]ing.of Foreign Students
Iv. Workshops on issues important to the foreign student
V. Special Programs
A. . The Home Hospitaﬁity program

B. International Pen Friends

C. Nationality groupS/

\ .
\ x
.
¢ Al
- ’
v
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, Q—\ : -9
v The International Student Center is a we]f-equiped, comfortable-
. . ; . .
building which is supported by private interests. It provides such
- L ! * \
activities as conversational language classes, lectyres on gurrehj

\eventé, folk dancing, and sightseeing programs. .

r, .
The most important early seryice it provides to foreign students is
' s L

temporary fﬁee'hoﬁﬁiﬁg.° Upon arrival, students are given 2-3 days in

“the home of ‘a4 local family or student, while ISC staff .work with the

-

student 'ip locating permanent nonunivergity housfhg.
It is our assessment that the OI#S and ISC are very thorough in
their orientation efforts. Jhe major-task of the GSE should be to pro-

v1de pre- academ1c and 1ﬁ1t1a1 orlentat1on to the GSE 1tse1f At this

po1n; in t1me very 11tt1e is done. Informal feedback from fore1gn

students Jeads us to the cong]us1on that they are not we]l served by the

GSE. Furpher,'on1y about one-third of all new students participate in

the 0ISS-‘sponsgred orientation progripsﬁ The GSE must “take some initi-

. . X ) C !
ative to get them involved in those activities in greater numbers. . The

fo]]dwing recommendations seem in order at this point in time:

-~
A one or two-day or1entat1on progﬁim for incoming foreign s}ydents,,
in September between the time of the 0ISS orientation program and
general GSE orieptation, should be organized. This orientation -
would focus on ‘the G activitiés.

2. The GSE 'should facilitate the developmeht of a foreidn student
support netwdrk in the GSE, including the recruitment of "student
mentors," who would volunteer to spend time with new students.

3. The GSE should contact eQery néwly admitted foreign student énd
inform -him of her of the existence of the general UCLA orientation
programs for'foreign students and advise them to participate in
them. They would also be notified of the ex1stence of the Mentor

program and invited to part1c1pate ) .
’ e [N
X4VDR/F v , ’ -
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4. The GSE"must work toward the formulatidn of a recru1tment strategy
for foreign students. This strategy would not be ddgqhned to
increase the number of students, but it would be designed to -
increase the size and quality of the applicant pool. \ .

-

5. A survey'of foreign student problems and needs should be toqﬁucted
to determine what further courses of aktion may.be necessary.
, *o

]
-

The above recommendatians seem to be mbdest,\iyt ipportant first

1Y

'stébs in our work.,” The GSE must be willing to prov1de f1nanc1a1 and

-

personnel support to acpomp11sh thé above tasks.

]
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: . . ’ - N ‘ 2 %
: ' , Table,I
. e, : . ) . - 1y .
R . Number of Foreign Sttdents in the United States . .
‘) Y - * 4 < R .. B
o , Total - Education , % of Total
Mo . s - . T -

1954/56 - 34,000 © ‘15000 4.3
1959/60". . 4go0 "2,500 S-S
1964/65 7" . . 82,000  ~. 4,000 . 4.9 -
Y. 1969/70 135,000 . 7,800 5.8
. 1974/75 - 154,600 9,800 5.5

) 1979/80 286,000 12,300 - .43
- . . ‘ % _ . ‘w "‘:;, . . oAy
‘—v. . T ~ l _ ' ‘?’
Source: Open Doors, p. 9. LT
: L - ‘ :
L) ", . .
- . . , . ‘
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' Table IT .~ ' Lt

Nat1ona11ty and Wo¥1d Area of Fareign-Students
in the USA, 1979/80 and the number
of foreign students»admittqd to the Graduate
ScHool of Education by couexry

. R . » ' ' +t
A New GSE .
i ’ % : % §’ud$ntg '
- Africa 12.6 - ‘
Nigeria = 5.7 * € 1
Libra 1.1 o
Others 5.8 "% _ ‘ i -0
' t
Asia (East, S uth Central,
. th East) 28.5
~  Taiwan 6.1 7
. Japan 4.3 3
Hong Kong 3.5
Korea (South) 1.7
India 311
. Thailand 2.3 ' 2. "
: - Vietpam 1.8 .
Malaysia 1.3 3
Others 4.3 3.
Asia (M1dd]e East) 29.5
‘. Iranl7.9 - 1 ,
Saudi Arabis 3.3 - 2
Lebanon 2.1 ° 1 .
Jordan 1.6 : . #
Others &6 2 // - f
- Europe 4, 7.9 p
Udited Kingdom 1.5 !
Others 6.4 1 ~
North Amenrica 5.4 - B
Canada ‘5.2 .3
Others . .2 ‘ . —
Oceania | 1.4 - »
Ceptral America 3.9 *
Mexico 2.0 3
i Others 1.9 .
. Latin America 8.0 ' y
. VerieZuela 8.4 .3 . 1.
Colombia 1.1 ¢ ‘
» Brazil 1.0 -
Others 2.3 - 2

# X4VDR/F . N
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Table -III =
] ” . ‘ - -
N =
. Number of . ) Acceptances
Applications Offers by GSE by Students
" ‘
' % % %
Total Foreign Foreign . Total. Foreign Foreign Total Foreign Foreign
1974 . 663 56 8.4 s 291 24 ~ 8.2 245+ - 18 7.7
1978 346 76 21.9 180, 38 21,1 143 19 20. ?
1981  305- 8  27.9 216  56.  25.9. ~
) Source: Gradtate School of Education, UCLA ' .o
~ Py L 4
» .
L4 _ / _
/ ‘ . .
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. Loy @ "
o f 15 ’ N
) —, . < ’
& N {?f ‘ B ’
Y . 5 .,vg"
) :'-( C 'tJa.ble v
y oL the number of applications, offers, and acgeptancés at the Graduate School” of
KPR Education in 1974, 1978, and 1981 by specialjzation. SN
R 1974 - 1978 ~ 1981
. -Appli- ° Accep- Appli- Accep- Appli- *Accep-
(UELA) ' cations Offers -tances - cations " 0ffers tances cations . Offers tances
RS PR ” 12519 (2902) 5602 (921) 2540 (356) ~
) _ L S 23% 17.7% 14'% .
. A L : : - Y '( ‘ ?
Comp & Int £ ** 1a.(3). 84D 7 (1) 14 (6) 8 (3) ) 7 (3) 6 (6 12 (6) 4
" Phi1 ‘ f‘M:t) 17 (2. 15 (2) 12 (4 8@ 7 (2 4 (0 4 (0
Soc Sciences” 19 (5) 13.(3) 12 (2) 0 (2 5 (2 T3 () 1 () T (4
Counseling . * 138 (8) / 59 (5) 50 (5) 37 (M) .19 () 15 (5) 59 (9) 40 (7)
¥ / .—/ .' v‘ - * . . . * . . ‘ -
Eqrly Childhood - - 64 (9) 24 (2) 17 (1) 38 (9) 7 (0) 5 (D) 30 () 9 (@,
Learning &'Instﬁdc 61 (4). 37 (2) ‘ 29 (1) "33 (D 11 (1) - 8 (1) ‘Q,?;ﬂ, (8) ﬁ (6)
" RME C .19 (2) 413 (1) 10 (0) 22 (6) © 15. (3). 4 (2) 15 (7) 13 (5)
. . . . N . ‘ . X Lo ) /.
Spec Ed. o 92 (5) 18 (¥) 16 (1) 25 (4) 9 (0) 7 .(0) 22 (4) 1? (1)

. . < \ e . . o ] -
Nocational Specs .+ 31 (2)- 16 (1) 16 (1) 18 (2 W (2. 9 (2 7 2 4 @
Adminjstration Sﬁé{?’s, 75 (5) T .20 (1) 17 (1) 43 (?) 29 (6) 21 (5) 39 (9)' 31 (8) .

Qurric & schoolifg L 47(3) 26 (1), 24 (1) 49 (15). . 35 (11) 24 (7) 39 (12) - 31 (11)

. v . - s, ' , ) . .
Higher Ed . 80 (6) ©~ 40 (3) 32 (2) ° 45 (5) 24 (1) 23 (1) 39 (8) 23 (4) ,I
, | v - g Source: 'Graduate School of Education, UCLA ) . )

" ( ) = foreign graduate, student:.s .
. ;, ) R 3 16 . : . . . . ’ - .
¢ s . . ’ . . . ! * * - ¥
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' ‘ Percentage Distribution of Foreign Students by Major Fie]ds,\}9'79/80 ' ‘.
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l Percentage Distribution of Foreign Students by Mujor Fields, 1?79/80
. - J— :Agriculture * ¢
1 ' T P 3| Health Professions
. é . ! = "
. : Humanities
£, lnfenslquEn‘gllz'h
£ Langdage
LI s . . 3
/7 1 y Engineering
. N 26.9%
o ' Education
” ' i ‘
. . ] s 4.4% Other
’ . e - . 5-0"/; Fine and
‘ .  Business and Applied Art 1
' 7 < Managoement
. . 16.4% 5.4% o &
i . . Mufherpﬂcs
. 5 . and Computer
Sci
' * Soclal clence
Science -.
. . %, < 7.9% 7.6% ° Undeclared
. ) .
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