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Academic evaluation should aim to foster academic development and raise the quality of academic production.
Evaluation criteria and methods, however, will directly affect the outcome of academic production. Over the past
decade, the evaluation methods and standards for the humanities and social sciences in Taiwan have undergone
considerable change. Their impact on the outcome of research has also begun to surface, so that it should be

about time to examine and assess these evaluation criteria and their influence.

The significance of evaluation criteria

Before assessing results, we should first examine the criteria of present academic evaluation and probe into their
implicit values and goals. Aside from peer review, currently volume criteria and SSCI (Social Sciences Citation
Index) criteria (or should we say whether or not an article has been included in the SSCI) are increasingly being
applied. In his fundraising letter of 2003, the president of National Taiwan University, for instance, described the
research achievements of the university’s teachers by pointing to the number of articles they had published in SCI

(Science Citation Index) and SSCI publications during that year.
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Since we concur that we need to learn from the experiences of the West and agree that the international academic
level is higher than that in Taiwan, it is evident that we need to improve our ability to be able to qualify for

participation in international (academic) production. But the problem is that improving our “ability’ should not be our



ultimate or sole target. Our final goal should be contributions in academia per se!

Very obviously these international evaluation criteria do not attach importance to the functional goal of “serving the
needs of the local society.” The problems that international journals are concerned about, their problem awareness,
is led by the European and North American (it would be more accurate to say the U.S.) academic circles. While
these concerns also have their universal significance, they do not necessarily have a lot of overlap with the

immediate concerns of Taiwan and any other region.

Furthermore, if our academic circles want to be able to make special contributions to international academia in the
long-term, our “niche” certainly would be research that is related to our own experiences. It would mean taking
experiences that are special to our society and using advanced theory and language that is able to communicate
with the international community to highlight our achievements and make contributions to the world. This also
pertains to catching-up countries’ problem of deploying scarce resources. In catching-up economies high-level
research personnel is scarce. The needs of the local society should be more appropriately matched, if such
resources are used to research our own experiences, or we could also say (for the society) the return on

investment would be higher.

However, within the operating mechanism of our academic circles “ serving the needs of the local society” has not
become an important goal. Therefore it has not been seriously considered in the process of establishing evaluation
criteria. Goals that are seen as more important instead are modernization and catching-up with the West. Initially
this mainly meant the demands that catching-up countries must catch-up with the West and that they must

modernize. In recent times, however, this has turned into the demand of “ being competitive amid globalization.”



Therefore, the goal derived from that is to use English as the medium of instruction at universities, to attract foreign

students, and to turn education into a commaodity for competition in the international market.

Where de facto are our niches if we want to be competitive in the global education market as a catching-up country?
If we don’ t have any niches, then we depend on handing out scholarships to attract students, which can only be
considered foreign diplomacy and cannot be construed as “ being competitive” ! Speaking for the humanities and
social sciences, the main fields where we could attract foreign scholars to visit for exchanges are Chinese
language, Sinology, as well as East Asian empiric research. As for East Asian empiric research our achievements
are extremely limited and there is nothing to speak of us being competitive. To ask Taiwan’ s universities against
this backdrop to use English as medium of instruction and to attract foreign students to compete in the global

market can only be called an erroneous market positioning.

Taking economic sciences in Taiwan as example

Amid Taiwan’ s social sciences the economic sciences developed rather early and it is the academic field with the
highest number of scholars, who obtained a doctorate in the U.S. We could say economics are the social science
that learned best from the West. If we count the number of articles that have been listed in the SSCI database,

then economics for sure has a lead over all other social sciences in Taiwan.

SSCI

At the same time there is a higher degree of consensus within the field of economics, as the majority of local
economic scientists accept that EconLit (Bibliography of Economic Literature)/SSCI publications are superior to
domestic ones. In academic circles the highest criterion for public acknowledgement of performance is the

publication of articles in a few international top economic journals. People very seldom ask “ What kind of research



are you doing,” but will ask “ Do you have enough credits for promotion,” and they will eulogize certain people who

have released articles in top international publications (regardless of the articles’ content or merit).

EconLit/SSCI

If we take as reference a performance evaluation report of academic units, which the National Science Council
commissioned to an economics department, we can discover that even within the more advanced social sciences
still only a very small number of people publish in English-language international publications. According to (2001)
statistics by (National Taiwan University Professor) Wu Ho-mou, Taiwanese researchers have not published a lot
of articles in the seven leading international economic journals. There were two articles between 1981 and 1985,
five between 1986 and 1990, four between 1991 and 1995, four between 1996 and 2000, which makes for a total
of 15 published articles in seven journals over a period of 20 years. Moreover there is no visible upward trend. If
publication in the top journals amounts to participation in the mainstream development of economics, then
Taiwan’ s economic science circles will find it “ extremely difficult to influence the international academic

mainstream.”

(2001)
1981 1985 2 1986 1990 5 1991 1995 4 199

2000 4 20 15

Actually the major publication base for the vast majority of Taiwan’s economic scholars are not the foreign
publications, that make up the above mentioned EconlLit, but local journals published in Taiwan. Taiwanese
economic scientists have done quite a lot positivist research on Taiwan’s economic problems. But the problem is
that “ problem awareness” in positivist theory does not have any distinguishing features, but mostly tags along that
of U.S. economic science circles. The vast majority of them makes efficiency tests their major topic and does not
attach any importance to dynamic growth and structural changes. And there are very few, who make policy

concerns the starting point of their research.

EconLit

Judging Taiwan’ s economic science circles based on whether they have established distinct features and used



their own niches, their achievements are not at all good. Internationally there is great interest in the development of
the East Asian economies. Be it the testing of relevant economic theories, or economic policies that can serve as
reference, these are all areas where Taiwanese economic scientists can make their contributions by conducting

research based on Taiwan’ s own development and experience. But we do very little research to that regard.

If we look at Taiwanese economists’ achievements in terms of “serving the needs of local society,” they also don’ t
do well. If we look back over the past ten years or so we can see that Taiwan underwent several major structural
changes such as economic transformation, industrial upgrading, domestic market liberalization, globalization, daily
closer cross-strait relations, a fiscal crisis, democratization and so on. These are all important topics, which do not
only have actual meaning, but are also significant for theory and policy. But our entire economic science world
does very little research on these problems. The major information gathering work is done by think tanks, while its

significance for academia waits yet to be developed.

Overall, the road that our economic scientists take is that of participating in the international division of labor as
individuals. Then their individual EconLit/SSCI publication performance is summed up to represent Taiwan’s
achievements, while the criteria for measuring their performance put emphasis on the standing of the journals in
which an article appears as well as the number of articles published. Since this is the mainstream consensus of

our academia, virtually all incentives and reward mechanisms are based on these criteria.

EconLit/SSCI

Diverse work, diverse criteria

Within the economic sciences there are actually many kinds of different research. Such research work includes
time-consuming, exhausting data collection and sorting, long-term database maintenance, and aside from

quantifying data also means research of relevant domestic and international system transitions, historic analyses,



economic policy research etc. These are all very necessary undertakings and they all have their own value.
Nonetheless, in our current system the research work that precedes publication is seen as worthless, if that
research does not make it to the final step, namely inclusion in the EconLit/SSCI. As a result, the system does not

provide any incentives for the kind of research work mentioned above.

1 EconLit/SSCI

Different units should also be positioned differently with different tasks. Most other countries discern between
research universities and teaching universities, as professional teaching also must have its place. Demanding that
all universities and colleges engage in research and calculate their number of SCI/SSCI articles will only result in
immense pressure and wrong deployment of resources, while neglecting the more important task of basic teaching.

In fact, this is a very erroneous system design.

SCI/SSCI

The problems of (and solutions) for academic production in catching-up countries

[ ]

As far as the humanities and social sciences are concerned, the influence of the global spread of neo-liberalism is
becoming evident in three major areas: First states strife for so-called international competitiveness and therefore
demand that academic production contribute more toward economic competitiveness and improve its performance.
Second, free market logic continues to penetrate peoples’ minds. Those running universities think there is a need
to use a reward framework as incentive, to establish clear evaluation criteria and to distribute resources and
decide promotions based on the outcome of performance evaluations. At the same time evaluations are becoming

ever more frequent amid this competition as if more evaluations would translate into progress.

Third, it is even more important that the academic community amid the trend of globalization adopts so-called

“global” standards as its academic evaluation criteria. Since it is best to use clear, quantifying criteria to facilitate



frequent evaluations, citations in ready -made databases abroad (in the U.S.) have become the ready-made,

frequently used standard.

SSCI

What needs to be pointed out here is that if we continue to contrast academic production with commodity
production, then our academic production will become globalized due to the competitive attitude of our academic
community and not at all because the U.S. market “needs” the cheap labor of Taiwan's academic market. The
globalization phenomenon of the humanities and social sciences in catching-up economies like Taiwan is not at all
an “international division of labor.” Instead, under the shroud of U.S. cultural hegemony, we invoke on our own
account U.S. criteria (that we affirm) as standard for mutual evaluation. This might lead to a blind following of
Western theory. At the same time it might translate into the commitment of vast academic resources for the
research of U.S. mainstream issues as well as the examination of local issues from an American perspective and

American problem awareness.

Since the humanities and social sciences are different from the natural sciences, the way for us to truly participate
in “globalization” is to underline our distinct features. It goes without saying that the local humanities and social
sciences should serve the needs of the local society in the first place. Our society has actually made considerable
progress in many areas and should therefore make efforts to rid itself from its dependency on affirmation from the
West, which is due to our lack of confidence. Our academic community should also get rid of its dependency on
absolute quantification criteria, which stems from its lack of confidence. If we are not able to achieve these

objectives, then there’ s no point talking about the “localization” of academia.
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