A CROSSROAD FOR INTERNATIONAL EDUCATION

Victor N. Kobayashi

International education programs, often requiring
an overseas travel component with meetings be-
tween different national citizens and opportunities
for field study, are not only costly, but also operate
on delicate and vulnerable foundations. | will de-
scribe here an exciting pioneer project in interna-
tional education that is being launched by the Na-
tional Education Association in cooperation with a
group of universities throughout the United States,
and in which the University of Hawaii’s College of
Education will have a key role. The philosophy and
rationale of this project in international understand-
ing and professional development for in-service
teachers will not be elaborated upon here, but the
intricacies involved in establishing international
programs such as this will have the focus this time.
The outcome of the project will be interesting to
observe since it will provide some clues as to
whether public educational institutions which are
supported by local units of government can never-
theless actively enter into programs that have inter-
nationalism as their ultimate goal without major fed-
eral assistance.

Background

International education is probably advocated by
most American leaders, even though the economic
and political structure of the educational system
often works counter to internationalism. Basically,
control and finance of schools in the United States
lie at the local and/or state level, and, therefore,
funding of programs that have an international out-
look generally has lower priority when compared
to programs that directly meet the immediate needs
of the local or state community. These needs often
are legitimate and important, but in the absence
of a strong international aspect, the policies be-
come overly provincial and narrow in outlook. This
outlook has even hampered state universities which
presumably not only serve the local state, but also
aim to provide a wider world vision to the com-
munities they serve.

The federal government and private foundations,
therefore, have tended to take the lead in the
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funding of international education programs. The
federally-funded Fulbright programs and the Cen-
ter for Technical and Cultural Interchange between
East and West (East-West Center} at the University
of Hawaii and the support of Asian studies programs
by the Ford Foundation are examples of this ten-
dency. However, even the federal government has
had difficulties in launching ambitious projects in
international education, as the case of the Inter-
national Education Act of 1966 exemplifies. (This
Act, announced with great optimism by President
Lyndon B. Jchnson, generated ideas for new proj-
ects but was never funded by Congress.)

It was during the period of the International Edu-
cation Act that the College of Education at the Uni-
versity of Hawaii established its [nternational Edu-
cation Committee (in 1966} and became a charter
member of the Inter-University International Edu-
cation Council (INTEC). INTEC is a consortium of
colleges of education that cooperatively would
establish programs abroad for teachers and students
of international and comparative education.? The
basic idea of INTEC was originated by Dr. Claude
Eggertsen of the University of Michigan, a long-
time advocate of international education. His plan
called for member institutions to establish centers
in different countries in cooperation with univer-
sities in the host countries. Member universities
would then share the facilities of their respective
centers with each other, making overseas interna-
tional programs widely available and at minimal
cost. It would be financially impossible for any one
university to operate many centers in different
countries simultaneously; a pooling of resources by
various universities would be needed.

Although the immediate probability for the
establishment of these centers was considerably
lowered when the International Education Act was
not funded, INTEC continued to operate, estab-
lishing programs in England and in Quebec, Canada.
In the last year, however, its hopes for launching
a large-scale program in international education in
overseas settings have been raised, with the Na-



tional Education Association entering into the scene.

The NEA, which has sponsored vacation-travel
tours abroad for teachers and has arranged inter-
national education conferences, recently began to
explore the possibility of establishing an interna-
tional education center for its member-teachers on
sabbatical leaves. The original idea was to purchase
or lease a site in Europe as a study center, but a
feasibility study indicated that such a project would
be too costly. NEA then explored organizations in-
volved in international education and decided that
INTEC’s aid would be appropriate.

In exploring its plan for international programs
for teachers, NEA, in a survey, estimated that
50,000 of its approximately 1,800,000 members were
eligible for sabbaticals in 1974, and that there were
few academic programs planned, especially for
those teachers. NEA's leaders felt that the con-
tinuing professional development of teachers was
one of its major commitments and that interna-
tional understanding was one of the profession’s
basic educational goals.

It is important to recognize that classroom teach-
ers are in the best position in our society to
develop our young people’s understanding and
sensitivity toward others of differing back-
grounds and to teach them about the necessity
for cultural interdependence. An inter-cultural
experience will provide opportunities for partici-
pants to enlarge their understanding of the pro-
fession of teaching in our own and other socie-
ties(;) to develop insights and competencies of
value in their teaching careers, and to become
more sensitive to society as a whole. In addition,
participants in this new program will have an
unequaled opportunity to develop new teaching
skills and enhance those they already possess.?

The first NEA International Institute is being
conducted on a pilot basis in London, England,
through an INTEC member—the University of Michi-
gan—in cooperation with London University, this
fall. Ten weeks of the Institute will be spent in
London, with field trips to Shakespeare country,
Oxford, Cambridge and Scotland; and two weeks
will be spent in France and West Germany, studying
the school systems of both countries. Three 12-week
Institutes will be held: Fall, Winter and Spring.

In Fall 1976, besides the continuation of the Lon-
don/Europe Institute, NEA will inaugurate its Mexi-
co/Central America Institute and its Japan/East
Asia Institute. Indiana University is conducting the
Mexico program for NEA, while the University of
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Students at Ehwa Women's University in Seoul, Korea.

Hawaii is the proposed academic sponsor of the
Japan/East Asia International Institute for in-
service teachers.?

The NEA International Institute, Japan/East Asia

As | am involved directly in planning for the NEA
International Institute for Japan/East Asia, | can
easily describe the general framework and problems
of this particular project. The Japan/East Asia
program will begin with a week of orientation and
briefings in Honolulu, followed by a six-week stay
in Tokyo where there will be field trips, seminars,
lectures by Japanese authorities on and in educa-
tion and other aspects of Japanese society. Hourly
lessons in elementary conversational Japanese
will be scheduled daily, and there will be opportuni-
ties for teachers to visit the homes and schools of
Japanese teachers on a person-to-person basis. After
a week of travel in Japan, a series of seminars will
be held in Kyoto for a week, followed by a week
each of travel in the Republic of Korea and Hong
Kong where there will be visits to schools, talks on
the local educational system, and opportunities to
discuss educational problems with fellow teachers.

Arrangements for a group of 80 teachers to live
in Japan in the same place for six weeks, three
times a year, turned out to be a major problem in
the planning of the Asia institute. Although NEA
provided funds for the development of the Inter-
national Institute, ultimately, the costs would have
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A ceramics class in Tokyo, Japan, where students learn by building replicas of famous pottery pieces.
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to be borne by the teachers participating in the
specific programs. The cost of the academic pro-
gram and of air transportation would be more or
less fixed, leaving lodging, which is the other
major expense, to be reduced as much as possible.
In japan, clean, modest lodging at low cost for
teachers, some with families accompanying them,
were most difficult to find. Such accommodations
are generally available in the summer, when many
university dormitories are unoccupied, but programs
during the regular academic year would pose a
problem. Rental of apartments for a month and a
half are very expensive in Japan, while such low-
cost places as the seminar houses, housing facilities
for youth (such as the Olympic Memorial Center),
and the Ministry of Education’s in-service center
for teachers in Tsukuba were investigated but
found to be either inappropriate for stays longer
than a few days, or were already booked for 1976-77.
The decision was made, therefore, for the group to
stay for six weeks in a hotel where long-term, low
prices could be arranged.

The Ministry of Education’s international division
was most helpful in assisting in the search for
lodging as well as in providing other suggestions,
and the Ministry officials became aware of the dif-
ficulties involved in lodging American study groups
which stayed for non-summer periods of longer
than a few weeks. The Institute was fortunate in
working with the Japanese Ministry of Education,
which has had a good record of developing pro-
grams in international education and which now
has an internationalist and academician, Dr. Michio
Nagai, as its minister.

The Korean part of the program is also being
worked out with the Korean Federation of Educa-
tional Associations whose head, Dr. Dong-Myo Park,
a former Minister of Education and former presi-
dent of a university, offered the help of his offices.
Past experiences in running overseas programs also
indicate that the academic and field aspect of
the program (other than housing) are not as
difficult as they might be, for governments and
educational institutions abroad are generous
in their cooperation.

Conclusion

The most difficult problem, it seems to me, in
establishing any major program in international
education appears to emerge from the peculiarities
created by the finance and control of our educa-
tional system. The emergence of a major national
professional educational organization’s involvement

in internationalism with assistance from coopera-
tive universities may well be a breakthrough. intra-
national cooperation indeed is a necessary step in
the development of international education.

Finally, if this joint venture between universities
and NEA in international education for in-service
teachers is successful, Dr. Higgins D. Bailey, NEA
International Institute Director, thinks that the
project might expand into an international exchange
(and/or international curriculum development)
program. Hawaii, if it is to be a major center for
Asian-Pacific studies, certainly should explore
further such projects as the NEA International
Institute,

Footnotes

"Members of INTEC are Arizona State University, Ball State
University, Bowling Green State, Curry College, Eastern Michi-
gan University, University of Hawaii, Indiana University, Kent
State University, University of Maryland, University of Massa-
chusetts, The University of Michigan, State University of New
York at Brockport, Oakland University, University of Southern
California, University of South Florida, University of Toledo,
University of Virginia and Wayne State University. Membership
is open to other universities and colleges.

ZNational Education Association, “‘Answers to Your Questions
on the NEA International Institute—1975-76." NEA brochure,
1975, p. 2.

‘Director of the NEA International Institute is Dr. Higgins D.
Bailey of the NEA in Washington, D.C. Dr, Claude Eggensen,
University of Michigan, is Director of the London program, Dr.
Mitchell Chiappetta is Director of the Mexico/Central America
Institute, and Dr. Victor Kobayashi, University of Hawaii, is
Director of the Japan/East Asia Institute. The INTEC committee
assisting in the Japan/East Asia program includes Dr. Ronald
S. Anderson (Emeritus Professor, University of Hawaii) and Dr,
Edward Beauchamp (University of Hawaii); Dr. Tetsuya Koba-
yashi {Kyoto University, and former Director of UNESCO's
Institute for Education in Hamburg, Germany), and Dr. Cho Yee
To {Chinese Studies, University of Michigan).
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