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. . The Chinese people have been described in literature,

y by Westerners, to be cheerful, carefree, ood-humored,

kind, a genius for friendship, self-respecting, posed

d2ot
discreet, proud, gﬂ@:‘gétic, secured, realistic and

discress
practices that foster their close att-

‘mostl:

ionesf- ’
ygimsned ¥

shrewed. Child rearing
jehnsnt' to the mother, prolonged breast feeding and flexible
and emphasis on filial piety

oilet training, close family ties

~ have lead to the general thinking that Chinese are basically

_ secure, have 1ittle problems in society, and even to ‘the myth,

thoughts, that some mental disorders

" pased on some psychoanalytic
(6)(10)

in Chipese people.

cen regarded as living

" are much less or even absent

seas Chinese t.hé‘ world over-have b

~over

he idea that the Chinese are hard-working people who

: proof of ¢
The Chinese students

" adjust easily to their new environment .

n other Western countries have generallly

~ in"the U. §. as well as i
been regarded as "acadeinically susscessful", whard-working". and

-"‘_ ngood" intellectuals with little psychological problems. Is

The Westerners'
n which the Chinese look atrhhe@selvas.

" this all true? images of the Chinese could

deviate from the way i

nally been regarded as a? 3)

‘Though the Chinese have traditiol
and

experts in keeping good harmony with their environment,

~are nfamous by their synthetic attitude and electicism in

n the realm of the intellect and religénn

keeping hatmony i
these

as well as in the practical 1ife" as stated by Moore,

may not necessorily apply in the case of lcross-cult.ural adapta-

tion. Cross-cultural adaptation in this rapidly changing

b
world is far, more than-hard for all human beings. The increasing

mong the elderly Chinese, the use of drugs

rates of suicide a
y thefts and other:delinquency among the

and narcotics and.pett

.Alu‘ican-born Chinese youth anpd the occurence. of mental disorders

'llnng}.he' newly 1mmig‘rated,0hinese have been recorded as growing

Pproblems. in China-town in the U.S. The Department of

Neurology & Psychiatry at the National Taiwan University Hospi-

tal has, during the past decade, treated good many Chinese

students who had to return home from their overseas study -

because of- their mental break-down..

.. During the past b years:the authors have been working to-=

the life experiences of Chinesé students

mhgr closely :co study

3 4
" at the University of Wisconsin i
style and the problems that a

n order to understand more
elearly their adaptational rise

from cross-cultural living. ‘Some significant findings have
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shown that Chinese students associate almost exclusively with

their fellow pat.ionals; their relationships with host country

nationals rarely go beyond superficial pleasantries and that

they, thus, form power ful subculture in ghe university setting

with clear boundary from the host culture. The vast majority

of Chinese students that were studied not only fafled to esta-

blish close and satisfied relationship with their host nationals

but also seemed to be ouite willing to accept this isolation and
This

even-try to find reasons and rationalizations to suport it.

isolation ppt down strong root in the Chinese sub-culture group,

and, once established, the intensity o
These facts, which are quite

¢ this isolation and its

resistance to change is great.
s expected for the international studeats, are

These findings have been

opposite to what i
hard to aceept but can not be denied.

explained by Klein et al in 1ight of the basic differences in

values and sttitudes toward
(L)
e and Americans.

interactional style, social conduct,

growth, education and family between the Chines
What might be the other explanations for these findings? We are

interested in seeing 1) how the Chinese students pcrc-ivé their

ntify their home norms and

host-nationals ( Americans) and ide
n and jdentification

2) how the distance between this perceptio
before cross-cultural experiences might affect their adapt.ational

style in host culture later.
This paper reports some preliminary findings obtained from

' our collabarative research with special reference to t.he‘ Chinese .

images of their fellow nationals, themselves and of

It is the aim of this paper to find better exp-

students'
Americans.

lanations for the adaptational style of Chinese students as

mentioned above by comparison of these images and having them

compare with the related findings.

gamples and Methods

The samples used in this study consists of 3 groups of
Group I contains 132 Chinese students wﬁo

Chinese students.

were preparing to go to the U.S. for graduate study in the summer

of 1967 (going-out students) and 108 graduate students studying

in Taiwan at that time as a control group ( remaining home

students) . They were all studied, on voluntary basis, by

a 27-page questionnaire (Chinese student ‘questionnaire) which

was specifically designed for this study. Also more than half

of the "going-out students" (85 students) was mdividnaily int-

erviewed (by Yeh and Chu) to cross-validate the findings of the

chodynami~ pictuse of the ind-

questionnaire and to get more psy
oth English and Chinese

ividual student. The questionnaire has b

v
version and include 1) life -experiences and ba
2) reasohs and goals for

ckgrounds. 1nc1udix;g

family, school and health informations,

overseas study, 3) adjustment problems or difficulties anticipated

racter of the peer Chinese,

during sojourn, L) images of the cha

themselves and Americans and 5) 159-item personality and health
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| with some of the other findings.

questionnaire, out of ‘which 110 items were derived from MMPI
and 48 were established by Yeh and Chu through their intensive
studies on a large population of college students in Taiwan.
Some questions regarding attitudes, social values and relations
were added to the questionnaire and were applied to the study
of Lk Chinese -wdoﬁ:,: and 14 Chinese faculty members at the

University of Hawaii in the summer of 1969. This serves.

. 88 the second group. "vslui_\‘ei\a summer of 1970, L7 Chinese students

who were ready to go for graduate study in the U.S. underwent a
S-u.u‘k living-in, all English speaking oricneat.ién course. aimed
at the better understanding of the peopls, culture and general
lifae style in the U.S. They were given the Chinese Studen Quen
tionnaire, California Personality Lnvenmtory and a gpac.xficully

| designed Social Accitu&u and Values Qﬁ_uuonnairo boion and

after the orientation course respectively. _'l"his served as the.
third group.

and of Americans rated by the students in all three groups were

The character of the peer Chinese, of themselfes

analysed for conp&riwh between each group of the samples and

Chi-squares of the per‘“nt.ngg

of positive answereto each items of character.rated by the

| studen.s were used to test the significant® of differences in

uouju of samples.

l’indinu and Discussion
Out of 56 words or phrases describing ones character in the
‘questionnaire, 19 items were, as shown in Table 1, rated by

all the students in Group I to be singnificantly "mote true"

for their peer Chinese and themselves than for Ameritans. Twenty-
th,o items were, on the other hand, rated to be significantly
The other 14

tems were rated to be equally "true" for their peer Chinese

"more true" for Americans as shown in Table 2.

|land Americans as shown {n Table 3.

| Table 1, 2, 3 hero‘l

Chinese students, as a whole, rated themselves to be "more
Lrue” than their peer Chinese in some character items such as
‘m,. optimistic, frank, cheerful and aggressive ete., and

t be "less true" in some items such as Shy, formal, emotional,
istant, aloof, obedient and reserved. ' This seems to indicate
hat Chinese graduate students, as a whole, are more confident
|ln themselves than their peer Chinese.

Some significant differences in the ratings between "going-

t students" and "remaining home students" were obqomd. Com-
ring with the latter, the former students 1) gave more positive
sponses for their peer Chinese and themselves to the items of

aracter, which were rated to be "more true" for Americans, such

H‘ choerful forceful, aggresgive, spontaneous, active and
\ ptimistic and 2) rated the character of Americans to be "more

je" in the items which were regarded to be "positive" or

stable, whrmcu of differance, gentle,

cautious, respectful and treat pecple as equal|, and to be "less

"desirable", such as

true" in the items which were regarded‘ to be "negative" or
"undesirable", such as suspicous,.changeable, noisy, irritable
and demanding. These findings clearly ki the. significant
relationships between the student's perceived images of h_oac;
nationals, their identification ‘o!‘ home norms and with host-
nationals and their decision un-,king on overseas study. These
who decided and area .ready for overseas study in the U.S. have
a mors positive image of Americans and ihat they identify them-
selves iou with- Americans than with their peer Chinese.

Table 4 and § compare the ratings made by the University
of Hawaii group (Group.II) and the predeparture group (Group 1).
Iisnrolun;ly enough, the findings for Group II are quite similar
to Group I students, though the former have already had at least
one year ot; cross-cultural experiences in the U.S. Oue of 19
items of eha.ract..r rated by the Group I students to be signifi-
cantly more "true" for t.heir peer Chinese, 15 S?ou were also
rated by Groqg II students. In the similar way 19 items out
of 23 were rated by both groups of students to be significantly
more "ture" for Auéclm (Table 5)
showed the uuur findings. Table 6 shows the ehnraet.ar items

rated by. t.h. Group I, II and III students with agru-ut to be

Group III sr.ndoutn also

_lumﬁemly more "true" for peer Chinese and also for Americans

respectively. Thieteen items_out of 15 agreed by Group I and II

--st@ldontc to be "more Chinese" was 2lso rated by the Group ITI N

students, and' they might, thus, be regarded as description of the
sminrly 18 items out of 19 reached to :
the agreement by all three uouﬁl of students to be more "true"
for Americans, and they might, thus, be regarded as deseription
of Anricm‘chlracnr. Thus, in the images of contemporary
Chinese d , the character of Americans is clearly differen-
tiated from that of their fellow Chinese and from themselves.
There are both "positive" and "hnnt!.vo?' aspects in these
two character types rated by the Chinese students. While the
Chinese are regarded to be calm, respectful, cautious, gentle
and obedient, they are also nqtod'zo be shy, formal, emotional,
distant and even suspicious. While the Americans are rated to
be active, optimistie, frank, cheerful and cooperative, they are
also regarded to be bold} aggressive;, boastful, changeable and
even noisy, irritable, rebellious and demanding.. Chinese students,
-‘- a whole, seem to perceive more negative aspects of American

‘"Chinese Character".

character and appreciate more positive aspects of Chinese chara-

cter.

Table 4, 5 and 6 here I

The preliminary findings have shown that 5 weeks of inten-
sive orientation course including 2 weeks of more structured
group experiences consisting of a melange of group sensitivity

i 0.




_and role. playing designed to make the students -
nd to give them some -xporioncoa dealing

ware
:1.1 with Americans do not, as a whole, ‘change

ude .;.! images of Americans, of th-mselvu and of their

. at significant level. Though Lt is too. early to

/ is tine, we can assume from the above findings that
;ngmivo orient.at.ivon ¢ourse like this would hardly
students images of themselves and host-nationals

] students undergo actual cross-cultural experiences.
of actual experiences in croeq;cultural adaptation

.r,l seem to affect in some way the students' images
-nationals, themselves and of their fellow-nationals.
s in images seem to be more towards "negative" dir-
an towards "positive" direction. The University of

nts (Group I1), for examples, rated 1) their fellow-
> be more suspicious (466 ve 31%) and ageressive (35%
2) Americans to be less calm (21% vs 42%) , less resp-
vs 63%), less sincere (756 vs 93%) and more distant
p}) rebellious (466 vs 26%) and demanding (3% vs !”) .
lves to be more distant (L4% vs 27%) and less optimistic
)’;han did the students in Taiwan (Group I ). With

ve images of Americans confirmed by their actual
”lgbnod, ,it is not surprising to find that the Chinese
5 rseas confine their personal and warm contacts

31V sly with tneir co-nationals with little intimate and
friendsaip with host-nationals:

present authors (Yeh) has reported hte paranoid
tions to be the most prominent paychiatric symptoms
breakdowns among the chim‘u students studying

' The increased M-Ln and distance from the
ngl.s and social distancs between themselves and

0 people as bave been ‘observed among the students at

ty of Hawaii (Group II) in this study seems to

ain how this phenomenon develops:

48 also of interest to find that the mental health,

by the Mental Health Questiomaire Score, among
ity of Hawaii students, who have had a period of
experiences, is significantly worse in Serms
anxiety and symptom mmnifestations than that of the
ituﬂun who have never had cross-cultural experiences

118 does not mean that the Chinese students studying

S.A

4 » are mentally unhealthy:: On the contrary, our
S study have shown that the Chinese Stidents who decided
= :"33- for graduate study were better "selécted" students

. With those who chose their. graduate study at home
1 '0f 1) higher soeic eceenemic and educational status

of family, 2) better physical and mental health, 3) better
preparation to meet the ilost culture and people m)b) more
appreciation of the American culture and values.

Gross-cultural adaptation in thé West is _perhaps esp-
ecially hard for the students from non-Western countries.
Though the Chinese students studying in the U.S. are better
selected intellectuals, their anxiety and level of anticipated
difficulties must be quite great, as most must live alone in
culturally different environment. These are well illustrated
in the study of Group.III students. For examples, while a
great majority of the Chinese students who were ready to go
for overseas study’'(93%) agreed that "people from different
culture can be close and dear friends", yet 75% of them anti-
cipated to be "Alway.s feeling being a foreigner while they
are in the U.S.", 80% anticipated” dread and fear at times
when they thought of actually going to the U.S.", only L5%
of them reported that they will feal. very much "at home 1,,
the U.S.", and nearlly all students (95%) reported that r.hsy
will always miss the way of life if they leave their country
permanently®.

The Chinese students appreciate and desire to maintain
the "positive" aspects of the ,t.x'adit'.:lonal Chinese culture,
blflt at the same time, admire band accept the modern Western
values. For examples, 91% of the students in Group 1II agreed
that "pru,u' advice should be taken very seriously in d:cico
of a mate", 89% disagreed with "international marriage", 866
agreed that "sexual chastity is a necessory eondition for

marriage at least for women" 77% disagreed that "Chinese
customs are of no help in the modern world", yst, at the same

tims, only 416 of them agread that "their values n'nd out-look

was very close to that of their parents”, 868 agreed that
"modern education is of great value to them than the teach-

ing of Confusius", only }5% agreed "respsct for parents re-
quires absolute obedience”, 96k agreed "the U.5. will be superior
in many respects to their own country", 100% agreed that "they

wir. looking forward to being more independent”, 96% agreed

that "the bast way to develop themselves as a person was to
experiment with new ways of living and thinking", and only
25% of eho- agreed that "they would feel inferior when they
date Americans". The appreciation of traditional cultural
values and readiness to accept the new, and different culure
and values co-exist sigultaneiously with little conflict in
the modern Chinese students. Perhaps this is the desirable
and mentally healthy condn.ianv for today's intellectuals
living in the modern world. Hinetal have found that the
prevalence rates of psychophysiologic reaetions Were lowest
among the -people with high Chinsse irultuml values and
high nodon: )ur- mnet-.l in a rapidly b‘mdn; suburban area

in Taiwan.




| Though thehconfinement of their contacts exclusively with
their co-nationals is neigher "healthy" nor "desirable", yet

H this is perhaps the best and only way that is open to the

‘! ' Chinese students during the initial phase of their adaptaion

| to uncertain and insecure environment. This adaptational style
| can also be well understood from the student's primary goal

||| for overseas.study and their anticipated difficulties. As

‘ shown in Table 8 the Chinese students' primary goal of sojourn
|| is "to get a degree" (9%), or "to get §rain1ng" (93%) rather

| || than "to know people in the U.S." (426) , "to find out how

‘ people live in the U.S." (41%), or
||| kind of people" (23%) .

“ that the students anticipated, as shown, ‘in Table 9, more

fto meet many different

It is, therefore, easy to understand

“ | anxiety in the problems of "having no enough time and: monry

for study" (37% and 35% respectively) , "Difficulty in find~

ing out right course" (3%), "difficulty in getting a Job" (354
or "difficulty in school work" (34%) over the problems such

as "making friend with Americans" (é%), or "getting to meet
Americans outside of the University" (12%). Apparently the

| Chinese students are "task-oriented". The same finding has

;“ been reported by Wei who studied on a group of ‘Chinese shu&ent.
| I returneas from the U.S. Out of 109 returnees studied, 94.5

| reported tHe reasons for overseas study were "to gain knowledge
and increase ability", "to be more qualified for the job
desirod" and "to speed promotion in one's career". Their

main concerns are "to have study done", "to get a degree”,

| "academic achievement" or "better job opportunities” rather
than "making friends with host-nationls”, "euriosity to and
search for unknown world®" or "p rsuit of personal enjoyment
| in the new environment”. This is perhaps the commonly seen
phenomena among the other Eastern students studying in the

U.S. Klein et al reported that 52% of the Par Bastern students

said that they wanted to be friendly with Americans, but only

30% oprend that these eontacts would develop into intimate

friendship. They may want to meet Americans, but ‘are fore-
warned that these will be primarily superficial. Most said
that Americans would be friendly, but few expected .them to be
considerate. With limitations imposed by finaces, English
langua5§ problems and the necessity of devoting much time to
studies, staying with the co-national group 4s perhaps the
most economic way of adaptaticn to avoid wasting of energy

in "making warm and intimate relationships with epe Apricans"
and to concentrate their energy %o their primary goal of "aca-

demic achievement”.

- l Table 8 and 9 here

A question may arise here as to whether the adaptational

style as reported by Klein et al is observed only during the
. .

i (G e

jnitial phase of adaptation, that is, the style of adaptation may

- change later as the students get more. experientes with the host-

nationals and culture. Though the success. oT.: .failure of the
xnt.brnauonil students' adaptation depend on many factors, such
as sachool ;ehtavemnt, job opportunity, the attantion from the

appropriate authority and the friendship vm:h the hosc-nauunals

.etc., we can speculate that the basic style of adaptation of the
Chinese students in general would not change or little, if any,
since it stems deapﬁ from the predisposed images of the host-
culture and nationals and is mainly a. mab,pex; of ‘psycho,oconanics"
to achieve their primary goal for overseas study. For.those whose
frustration in the initial phase of adaptation was traumatic, this
fixation of this adapbacional styls which may

Thé, longituinal follow-

may rsinfor ce the

pcrlut for considerable, period of time.

up study is now being curried out by the present author's to test

this speculation. Onething that one has to keep in mind is that
interpretation or evaluation of cross~cultural behavior needs
multiphasic criteria and may easily lead to different conclusion
according to the criteria and points of view that apply.to the
at.udy. In his study on 109 Chinese, ptudents who recently
returnad home from their study in the U.S., Wei reoprted 1) only
a minority. (34 %) indicated that they had had problem in adj--
9% of !:espondent.s said that they made friends with
and 3) 47 of them decleared

ustment, 2)
Ami‘icans whils they were il"l“U.S.

He emphasized

that these Chinese students returnees adjusted well in the U.S.

1
one half of their friends were Aurlcma.(

with satisfied friendship with Americans. Though these findings
are not comparable with that of Klein's because or_diirerenc
methodology and samples, they seem, at the first grance, to
deny the Klein's findings. The isolated and insular nature of
adaptational style of the Chinese students reported by Klein may
represent the Americans view, and may well So quite different
from the way the Chinese students look at themselves. We can
‘assume from the Wei's report that the majority of Chinese students
do not seem to pverceive much adjustmental problems. ‘Psrhapa,
‘' even t‘,he isolation from host-nationals and’ st.’aying exclusively
w_it.h their coe-nationals type of adaptation is not realized by
a great majority of the Chinese students as a problem. . They
may make friends with Americans, but in their way, and they‘ are
contented themselves with the way of life and triond'ahip ﬁt.h their
hostenationals. These seemingly contradictory findings reported by
Klein .nnd Wei may be largely a matter of cultural differences in ‘
attitudes and value-orientation to education, friendship, social
cusitoms and the way of life in general. This specula-tion
again needs follow-up study on our original samples fox: testing.
y It is of extrems interest to find that the adaptational
style observed in the Chinese students in U.S. is also mtea

among the American students in Taiwan. To live in the




eulture, for example, the American students in
._u. perhaps as hard as the Chinesa students living
;.,— ~ Some adjustmental difficulties with negative
'jﬂ.pnjudin haﬁ been openly expressed by many

jean. students in Taiwan 'studied by these authors.
‘o your own kind.” 1s a word not only said in the West-
y, but also the warning called to-all hullnn beings
ptation. nStaying with their co-nationals"
: p'-‘cnvironmant is the human nature common to all

n the world.

h the "isolation from host-nationals and staying.
i as oberved in the Chinese

" 1s® ph
co-n P

! ﬂu U.S. ‘is equally shared by the American students

_yet, soms culturally cetermined differences in
> i&jqurn. attitudes and values to education and

eral appeared to be obvious between these two groups
i 'l.huo the fields of overseas study for the maj-
dents in U.S.

hinese ate in engineering.

,_ the American students oicl;niuly concentrate in
ces, history and humanities. The Chinese students
are positively selected intellectuals in terms of

1c :nat.ua of family, health and psychological
overseas study with rathar‘uniqua bnckpoundl'
itndy, while the American students. show wide range
ackgrounds including fr h and
The Chinese students are entirely "task

career
oppin ~0ut .
hope for better job opportunities and financial

ome or to settle down in the U.S. later. With .cheir

for study and differentiation between the images of

d people of host country and that of home country, the

nts may quite knowlngly and intentionally withdrow

som all the "unnecessary" difficulties and complica-

d in intemate and personal 4cunt.accs with host-nationals
their energy to study with minimal vulnerability.
'o?m._ant.ed" or "secure"” as long as they study'well

‘a loyal part of the co-national cultwe. Their

;.“98‘ crises is not caused by isolation from the

, but by failure in academic achievement, marriage

- glp.cially in female students ‘and the conflict

L f:_!.lth their co-nationals in which their face-value
greatly threathened. ¥ This is, however, not
o _Ah;l'ic‘an students in Taiwan. The goals for

I’ American students are quite wide in range and
erent, and their interest to host-culture and
_h,loro richness in variety than the Chinese

the U, S, They intend to "live", to Mexperiment”, to
to "enjoy" the life overseas as lively and rich as

the result of difficudty or failure in associa-

Though cross-cultural experiences have l'a'ecome common for
the international .scudent.s today, yet, so much about the other
culture and peoplla is unknown and has to i:e learned from each
other. ' Knowing the risks of pain and loss involved on the one
hand and the personal growth ‘and gain resulted from cross-cultural

experiences on the other hand, one is impelled to wonder what

might be the solution or at least the compromise. Mutual under-

standing and respect to each other culture and people wib'h free —

and open communication between host and guest would _cert.ainly

bring both parts to reach' some desirable compromise. In the

long run, periods of cross-cultural experiences, no matter how

much they suffer, may turn.out to be the "wonderful and worth-

while experiences" that enrich their life experiences and enhance
their personal growth in career life and psychological maturity
in later life. :
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Images of Chinese Peers, themselves and Americans
in the charaoter items rated to be “more Chinese™
by the two samples of Group I students (percentage
of positive answers)

Table 1

18, Changeable 23 (21 24) (30 3) 55 (641 48
19, Noisy 12 (12 12) 8(7 9) 48 (65 %3y
20, Irritabdle 16 (11 21) 22 (16 + 26) 30 (35 + 25
21, Rebellious 10 (9 1) 16.(13 18) 26 (29 23
22, Demanding 13 (9 16) 308y i BIEre B85 e =
23, Bitter 7(9 9) =t gy 38(ge. - 4

Chi square test: between Chinese peers and Americansy *p 0.05,
*np

between G and R Samples;sP{0.10,32<0.05, Hr{o,
G: going to the U.S. students '
Rt remaining in Taiwan etudents
Table 3 Images of Chinese peers, themselves and Americans
in the character items rated to be "equally for Chinese

and Americans" in the two samples of Group I students
(Percentace of positive answers .

a, Character items Chinese Peers Themselves Americans . Character items
(Chinese Aimericans) GR(R G) -GiR(R ©) G+R(R ) Vninesetaanetonasy ‘ Do P«;;. G#MI(I.““;) M‘-ﬂ(lm
1. Calm 92 (89 94) 85 (66 85) 42 (42 )™ 2. *

2. Rospantul 92 (88 95) 91 (92 89) 63 (57s 68)%r * R ol T it ol ok
3, Cautious 90 (91 90) 83 (87 80) 58 (584 62)** 2. 8incere 93 (91 95) 97 (91 98) 93 (88
Mgrertl e -+ 1T TR i BN s AR MO B

. en * -
et s (62 89) T4(13 ) 25 (25 20} 4. Likable 88 (86 91) 83 (78 +08) 83 (14 ¥ M
7. Resexved 86 (80 +90) 65 (64 .65) 10 (14 T)** 5e Aggresble 82 (79 85) 88 (85 91) 76 (65 1t o5
8. Spiritual o5 (86  85) 92 (91 92) 49 (a7 S0)** 6. Adaptable 12(68 14) 719(12384) 69 (N

9. Stable 84 (82 85) 82 (84 80) 50 (422 5T)** 7. Unselfish 62 (6
10. Intelleotual a3 (62 e5) 89 (87 91) 74 (10 76)* . {9 o B) 38 (30: 79) (562 '
11. Considerate 81 (81  81) 79 (84 274) 66 (62 69)** A o 46 (42 49) 33(36 30) 49 (52
12. Shy 79 (18 80) 62 (T154) T (8 E)* . Disatisfited 47 (42 2 51) 6
13, Tolerant of differemce 73 (67 + 78) 87 (85 ’es) 45 (37F 51)%* 10. Selfish 3 S o
14, Troats people 8s equals 72 (67 & 76) ' 90 (87 92) ' 55 (474 61)%* E 30 3 a9 2wl o
15. Pormal 173 (0 76) 28 (30 21) 13 (17 10) 11. Bypocritical 18 (18 17) 4(3 % 1 (at

] (

iy b s . L2 oo R g s e

i . ’ 4 13, Sull
18, Suspiotous 5 31) 28 (21 28) 22 (33Hhua)e g e R et B L PR L A
19. Aloof 30 (35 27) 20 (252 15) 12 (14 10)** 14.Hostile 71 8., 0 CaPsad i oaa (12

Chi square tést: Between Chinese Peers and Americans:
* P < 0,05
- #% P ¢ 0,01
Between G and R samples: + P{0.10
P £ 0.05
i

P £ 0.01
G: Going to the U.S. students
Rt Remaining in Taiwan students

elves and Americans.

Images of Chinese peers, th
i s to be "more Americena”

Table 2

Chi square test beiween G and R Samples: +P £0.10
1P £0.05

Heo.0

{n the character items rat

by the two samples of Group|{Il students (Peroentage)

of pou_,uv- ansvers
b. Character items  Chinese Peers Themselves Americans
{Chinese Americams) G+R(R c) G+R(R G) . G+R(R L
1. Active 30 (28  32) 60 (483F 70)  100(99  100)**
2, Optimistic s8 (57 58) o4 (14t 91) 98 (96 100)**
3, Prank 46 (49 44) 91 (87 93) 98 (96 100)**
4. Self-confident 66 (64 - 68) i 3(15 79) 98 (97  98)**
5. Practical 69 (68 70) 89 (88  90) 97 (97 98)*»
6. Cheerful 56 (481 62) 81 (12489) 97 (94  99)**
7. Responsible 75 (10 79) 96 (96 95) 97 (94  99)**
8. Materfalistic 34 (38  31) 42 (372 46) 95 (92 ~ 9T)™*
9. Cooperative 3 (10 15 96 (91 96) 94 (9%  9T**
10, Spontaneous 46 (43 48) 78 (661% 87) 94 (94  94)**
11, Porceful 40 (323 46) 58 (a7t 67) 91 (90 92)%*
12, Helpful 18 (11 19) 96 (93 98) 86 (82  89)**
13. Outgoing 60 (63 57) 81(89 84) 3 (763 e9)
14. Bager for change 21 (19  23) 37 (31 & 42) 83 (83 83)**
15. Bold 14 (13 14) 30 (27 25) 80 (81  79)**
16. Aggressive 19 12 ¥ 25) 40 (26%% 50) 79 (82 TT)**
17. Boastful 26) 1817 29)  TATT 6

25 (25

— 64

Table 4 Images of Chinese Peers and Americans in the character
items agreed to be "more Chinese" by Group I & 11
students (percentage of positive answers)

sore nese Peers Americans
"Chinese" Grounp II Group I Group II Group I
Character saP(s F¥) | RaG(R  G) | SaR(s R&G(R
1, Calm - 90 (88 200) | 92 (89 94) | 21 (22 17) | 42 (42
2. Respectful |92 (90 100) | 92 (88 95) | 29 (27 33) | 63 (57
3. Cautious 91 (95 200) | 90 (91 90) | 49 (45 60) | 58 (53
4. Gentle 90 (90 90) | 89 (88 89) | 66.(69 54) | 71 (65
5. Obedient aeA(u 90) 86 (81 91) 16 (11 33) | 22 (22
6. Serious 94 (95 90) 84 (82 89) 17 (14 25) | 25 (25
7. Reserved 94 (95 91) | 86 (80 90) | 10 (7 18) | 10 (24
8. Spiritual 88 (90 80) 85 (86 85) 54 (52 58) | 49 (47
9. Stable 86 (85 90) | 84 (82 85) | 38 (32 58) | 50 (42
10. Intellectual | 88 (90 82) 83 (82 85) 62 (60 70) | 74 (70
11. Considerate |79 (74 100) | 81 (81 e1) | 61 (63 50) | 66 (62
12, Shy 79 (80 70) | 79 (78 0) | 11 (11 8) | 7 (8
13. Tolerant of |65 (61 80) | 73 (67 78) | 48 (45 60) | 45 (37
- differences
{14. Pormal 74 (10 91) | 73 (70 76) 9 (11 o) |13 (7

15. Suspicious 46 (46 44) 31 (31 3) 24 (27 12) | 22 (33

81 Students (43) F: Paculty (14)

Rt Students remaining in Taiwan (108)

G: Students going to the U.S, (132)




g ;‘. 11 students
tive answers) .

¢ Chinese peers and Americans in the
" ey items ..rnd to be "more Americans"
(percentage of .

Chinese 'peers Améxicans
3 Group I Group II Group I
: ﬁ'{: e ?) au‘.(: G) su(: ?) m(g G)
28 (26 36) %0 (28 32). 100(100 100) 100(99 100)
52 (50 60) 58 (57 58)  94(93 100) 98(96 100)
4 (48 48) 46 (49 44) “e7(s6  91)  98(96 100)
62 (60 70) 66 (B4 68) g9(se 91) 98(97 98)
s0 (47 60) 56 (48 62) 100(200 100)° 97(94 99)
46 (64 45) 34(% 51) . 98(98 100) 95(92 97)
6 (61 80) 13 (10 75)  es(er 100) 94(92 97)
52 (52 50) 46 (43 49) 95(93 100) 94(94 94)
46 (46 45) 49 (32 46) 89(ss  91) 91(9%0 92)
20 (17 20) 29 23) 94(95 91) 83(83 83)
32 (10 20) 14 (13 14) eg(ss  91) eo(sl 19)
35 (32 45) 19 (12 25) es(s4 90) 79(82 T7)
135 31 22) - 25 (25 26)  so(1y ) 71T 76)
18 (18 20) 23 (21 24) 69(70 67) 55(64 48)
w0 (7 18) 12 (12 12) 79(80 13)  48(65 34)
12 10 20) 16 (1 2) a0 44) 30(35 25)
14 (10 30) 10(9 1) 46(a7  42) 26(29 23)
14 (15 10 13(9 16) 38(39  33) 23(35 14)
0 (a2 0 w0(5 9) 28(3 17) 18(22 15)

(43)
gems of "moTe

o® Charaoter

1 students

Chinese"
- m.;rndtym,:.nuxn
m« percentage of positive answers:

P: Paculty (14;
g in Taiwvan (108
4 %o the U.8. (132)

snd "more American”

wgore American® Character

1. Astive

2, Optimistio

3. Frank

4, Self-confident
5, Cheerful

6. Materialistie
7. Coopaxative
8. Spontaneous

9. Yorceful

10, Bager for Change

11, Beld

12. :“ﬂn!.vo
13, Boastful
14. Changeadle
15. Fedisy

16, Irritsble
17. Rebellious
18, Bitter

Ssore of Mengal Health
in Croup

1

Male “Female
Mean s, B, No, Mean S Ee
9.64 0,625 46 1234 0,847
1.8 0621 31 1281 0.785
11.30 1265 20 14,10 1,367
9.18 1.072 3 14,00 -
%o the US. 8.1 Studente
in Taiven, For Paculty

Table 8 Main reasons for coming %o the U.S.
“very impor-
in the two

samples, C.: going group, R.: remaining

study (Percentage of rating
tant" and "quite important"

for

group)
Bample G. Sample R.
1. Getting a degree 95 89
2. Getting training in my field 93 87 .
3, Baving different experience 93 88
4. Pinding out more what I am like L7 83
5, Finding out how people in my 69 61

profession work in’the U.S.

6. Seeing different parts of U.S. 59 55

7. Improving financial situation 59 €5

8. Getting to know people in U.S. 42 12

9. Finding out how people in U.S. 4 35
live ;

10. Finding out what student life 36 37

is like in the U.S.

11. Having a chance to live with
people in another country 26% 13
12, Meeting with the perents' 3Q 35
expéctation
13, Meeting many different kinds 23+ 12

of people in the U.S.

14. Learning about the form of 19 18

government in the U.S.

15. Having a chance to be -away b 4
from home
Significance difference between the two samplest
++ 2{0.10
*; PL0.05

**: 20,0}

Table 9 Anticipated difficulties to live in the U.S.
(Percentage of rating as "will be & great
problen" in the two samplesy G.3 going growp
R.: remaing grouP)

Sample G,  Semple R
1. Not having enough time to study - 3+ 48
2. Pinding out the richt course to 35 35
take
3. Getting & job if I vant ome 35%¢ @
4. Not having enough money 35 67
5, Finding the school work too 34+ 44
difficult
6. Not being able to express myself 33 41
in English
7. Having my behavior misunderstood 29 24
8. Concern about family, friends, 23% 34
conditions at home
9. Concern about raciasl discrimination 23 a
10. Feeling lonesome for my home 22% 34
and family
11, Not understanding English- 19 27
12, Finding a place to live 15 20
13, Not having the food I used to 14 17
14. Making friends with opposite sex .U 19
15. Getting to meet Americans outside 12 $
of the university
16. Getting along with my advisor 12 20
17. Keeping up with the news from home 12 20
18. Getting used to the climate 10 16
19. Getting %o travel in the U.S. 8 13
20. Making friends with Americans 6 : 4

Significance difference between the two nlphn

41 PL0.10, *1 PL0.05,

##; P£0.01




