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In an increasingly interdependent world, it is vitally important that education transcends national borders. Students need to learn about life in other countries and how their people see the world. For American students, what better place to start than with a neighbor? In his 1961 speech to the Canadian Parliament, President John F. Kennedy said, "Geography has made us neighbours. History has made us friends. Economics has made us partners. And necessity has made us allies." These words about the Canada-United States relationship are as true today as they were more than 40 years ago.
Canadian Embassy website

NATIONAL RESOURCE CENTERS
The U.W. Canadian Studies Center is a National Resource Center funded by a Title VI grant from the U.S. Department of Education as part of the department’s International Education Programs Service (IEPS)
—programs most of us at this conference represent.
Title VI grants for National Resource Centers
 are available to institutions of higher learning and for the purpose of strengthening international education in teaching and research, increasing the knowledge of the general public about the region or country represented (including business leaders, government staff and the media) and providing educators with professional development opportunities. The UW Canadian Studies Center, in conjunction with the Center for Canadian-American Studies at Western Washington in Bellingham, have been awarded a Title VI grant for 20 years now. 

HISTORY OF NATIONAL RESOURCE CENTERS
Most of us at this conference are aware of the history and rationale behind the International Education Programs Services (IEPS). But, for those of you who represent Centers and associations outside of this group, the IEPS grew out of competition between the U.S. and the Soviet Union. In 1957, at the height of the Cold War
, the Soviet Union launched the first artificial satellite
—Sputnik 1. The event so shocked the U.S. government that the National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) was created the following year and millions of dollars were poured into curricula reform in science and math. This was the beginning of the Space Race
 between the Soviet Union and the U.S. Before Sputnik Americans had assumed superiority in all fields of technology—Sputnik challenged these assumptions.

The combination of the Cold War and the launching of Sputnik also combined to create a new set of programs in the U.S. Department of Education—International Education and Foreign Language Programs. The point was to strengthen America’s competitiveness but also to strengthen the capability and performance in U.S. education in foreign languages and area or international studies. The U.S. defined international education as critical to global competitiveness and to the peaceful resolution of conflict. Since the late 50s and into the 21st century, the U.S. government seeks to improve secondary and post-secondary teaching and research concerning other cultures and languages. In fact, immediately following 9/11 the largest increase in funding was allocated to the International Education Programs. Canada has always held an important though modest place in the grant allocation of funds.

CANADIAN STUDIES NATIONAL RESOURCE CENTERS

There are well over 100 National Resource Centers in the U.S. today covering most regions or countries in the world. The Henry M. Jackson School of International Studies has seven National Resource Center representing Canada, West Europe, East Asia, Russia, East Europe and Central Asia, Middle East, South Asia and Southeast Asia.

There are just two National Resource Centers dedicated to Canada—the Northeast Center for the Study of Canada (a consortium that includes the Canadian Studies Centers at the University of Vermont and the State University of New York at Plattsburgh)—and the Pacific Northwest Center for the Study of Canada (including the U.W. Canadian Studies Center and the Center for Canadian-American Studies at Western Washington University). Our two Centers collaborate to increase the impact and effectiveness about teaching, research and outreach education on Canada in the Pacific Northwest and across the nation. The two Centers also collaborate to offer K-12 STUDY CANADA, an extensive program for educators.

There are many other Canadian Studies Centers at universities across the country—approximately 50 at this time—but only these two National Resource Centers receive funding from the U.S. Department of Education and are therefore mandated to serve the nation, and its educators, in increasing knowledge and understanding about Canada.

As Tina wrote in the introduction to our session, given that there are only two NRCs for Canada, and given that they are located on opposite sides of the country, the “inclusion of Canada in the social studies curriculum is generally a very hit-or-miss proposition nationwide.” In order to increase opportunities for national impact, the two Centers work closely with the two academic associations—the Association for Canadian Studies in the U.S. (which I will discuss) and the American Council for Québec Studies (that Raymond Pelletier will present on). In addition and in conjunction with the Association for Canadian Studies in the U.S., I will also outline how we are working with the Canadian Consulates to increase national visibility and impact.

NATIONAL OUTREACH CENTERS AND ACADEMIC ASSOCIATIONS

In preparation for this presentation, I spoke with the other Title VI Centers in the Henry M. Jackson School of International Studies. According to my colleagues Russian Studies, European Studies and Latin American Studies do not have strong collaborative relationships, or any relationship, with their national academic associations. Middle East and Asian studies, on the other hand, both have well-established relationships which I’d like to outline before discussing what we (Canadian Studies) have been able to accomplish. 

The Middle East Outreach Council and Committee for Teaching About Asia both hold their annual meetings in conjunction with the academic association meeting. The Middle East Outreach Council usually holds a K-12 workshop for educators in the region on the first day of the conference. The Committee for Teaching about Asia used to hold an educator workshop also on the day just prior to the conference but now conducts a professional development meeting for administrators in the field which is apparently a great success. The day includes trips to local museums, collections, etc. The 17 Middle East NRCs and the Middle East Outreach Council are all institutional members of the Middle East Studies Association and hold their annual meetings in conjunction with Association meeting. 

The Committee for Teaching about Asia holds a panel or roundtable dedicated to teaching about Asia at the K-12 and post-secondary levels that typically draws solid attendance (at least 50 to 60 attendees). Together the Association and Committee publish Education about Asia that comes out three times per year—a very impressive magazine that includes essays on current topics of interest, a review of curriculum materials, book reviews, and film reviews. Finally, the Association for Asian Studies now awards an annual $1,000 prize (the Buchanan Prize) for the best curriculum submitted that year. 

There is no better model for working with national academic associations than is found in the Middle East or Asian studies. However—to put this incredible success in perspective—there are currently 35 NRCs for Asian studies while there are just two Canadian Studies Centers and, their national association meeting draws over 3,000 academics, educators and professionals while ours draws just a few hundred (about 400 in 2005). Canadian Studies may be far more modest in size, but I believe our recent programs and successes with our national associations would be of value and provide useful models to other regional centers.

CANADA’S ENHANCED VISIBILITY IN THE U.S.

Perhaps the greatest success our two NRCs have shared recently and with our national association is a curriculum development workshop that we held in Denver in September of 2005 and in conjunction with the Canadian Consulate. Canadian Studies benefits from a close association with Foreign Affairs, Canada, the Canadian Embassy in Washington, D.C. and the 19 Consulates Generals or Consulates around the country. Canadian Studies, of course, has the fortunate of being nation-specific and therefore enjoys a very close relationship to the foreign affairs offices. The mandate of the Foreign Affairs, Canada is very similar to that of the U.S. International Educational Programs Services—to expand the Canadian Studies academic community; to raise awareness about Canadian realities internationally; to foster productive exchanges between Canada and the U.S.; and to improve Canada’s bilateral relations.

Foreign Affairs, Canada started supporting academic and outreach programs at $250,000 per year in the mid-70s. This commitment has grown to about $5 million in 2005 reflecting the seriousness of the Canadian Government's commitment to Canadian Studies. Foreign Affairs Canada support is mainly used, among other things, to acquire teaching materials and information with a view to developing new courses and improving existing ones; to helping foreign graduate students conduct research on Canada; to helping develop and publish studies and works on Canada; and to paying for internships abroad for Canadian students. It is also used to help foreign universities acquire Canadian publications and to organize conferences and seminars on Canada.

In 2003-04 the Canadian government implemented the Enhanced Representation Initiative, a new partnership of federal departments and agencies with an almost $120 million dollar budget. The purpose and goal of the Enhanced Representation Initiative is to advocate for Canada’s trade, business and investment interests in the U.S. To create this greater visibility in the U.S., the Canadian government opened seven new Consulates in the U.S., upgraded two Consulates to Consulates Generals and appointed 20 honorary Consuls. One of the mandates of this increased awareness of Canada is a raised awareness of Canada-U.S. social differences and the two nations interdependence on a North American economy and its security. "Increasing our representation will help ensure that Canada's vital political and economic interests are promoted and protected in all regions of the United States," commented Canada’s Foreign Affairs Minister, Bill Graham in 2003.
LIAISONING WITH INTERNATIONAL GOVENRMENT OFFICES
The Enhanced Representation Initiative has also created new opportunities for our Canadian Studies programs to liaison with the Canadian government offices. In 2004 a new Consulate General opened in Denver eager to reach out to the community but with little experience in doing so. In fact, most consular staff are U.S. appointees and oftentimes have little experience with the country they are representing—a perfect opportunity for our NRCs to provide a service that is needed while allowing our Centers to meet their mandate of national impact. 

In September of 2005 our two NRCs, in collaboration with the Association for Canadian Studies in the U.S., provided two curriculum development workshops at the Denver Consulate offices—one was for faculty and the other for K-12 educators and both drew an audience of about 20. The workshops focused on building Canadian studies programs (faculty) and curriculum development (K-12). 

The K-12 workshop was geared toward teachers, curriculum specialists and administrators and featured a rich variety of curriculum development materials focused on Canada, including current pedagogical approaches to curriculum instruction on Canada, the latest in lesson plans for classroom instruction, a review of national resources to assist educators in introducing Canada in the classroom and resource contacts. The greatest impact of the workshop was that the Denver Social Studies Coordinator was in attendance and requested that the NRCs and Consulate provide a similar workshop for 100 of their teachers. This requested professional training was offered this last January.

The Denver School District is mandated to teach Canada in the Sixth Grade. To meet the professional development requirements of educators in Colorado, our NRCs joined again with the Canadian Consulate, Denver and the Jefferson Country School District to deliver a three-hour training. The program included an introduction by Judy Hansen and Brian Loney, Jefferson County Schools; “Canada 101: Geography, History, Economic and Government” by Inta Morris, Consulate General of Canada in Denver; and, an “Introduction to Canada and Canadian Studies in the U.S.,” to “Linking: Connecting Canadian History to the U.S.” modules, and an overview of the “Top Ten Reference Sites” and “Top Five Resources” which our Center put together. Our East Coast partners also provided a specially designed binder of resource materials tailored to the needs of the Jefferson County teachers.

Thanks to the success of this workshop and the support of Foreign Affairs, Canada, the two NRCs in conjunction with the national academic association, plan to continue to work together to offer a workshop at a new Consulate location annually. This will allow our NRCs to reach new regions in the country and regions previously not served by either Consulates or outreach Centers and activities. I also want to add that perhaps the greatest outcome of the workshops was that the Denver consular staff utilized the trainings to build their own knowledge base and teaching modules and are now running their own professional development programs in the region. Our NRCs effectively trained new staff and professionals to carry on our national-impact mandate.
CANADIAN STUDIES NATIONALLY AND INTERNATIONALLY
In addition to working closely with the Canadian Consulates, our two NRCs are in the process of establishing a closer working relationship with our national academic association. For the last 20 years we had a National Council for the Teaching of Canada (NCTC), much like the Middle East Outreach Council or Committee for Teaching about Asia. However, given that there are really only two Centers that have funding for K-12 outreach, the NCTC ended up being more of a duplication of our combined efforts than a council that truly had a life and identity of its own.

The Association for Canadian Studies in the U.S. (commonly referred to as ACSUS) is the national academic association for Canadian Studies. ACSUS, founded in 1971, is a multidisciplinary association of scholars, professionals, and institutions dedicated to improving understanding of Canada in the U.S. ACSUS hosts two biennial academic events – a conference and the ACSUS-in-Canada Colloquium. These events primarily serve academics. The ACSUS site doesn’t have its own set of resource materials for educators but does have a modest listing of useful links to websites and other resources and to lesson plans found under “K-12 Course Development.” This workshop, Canada in the Classroom: A Curriculum Development K-12 Workshop, is the first K-12 workshop sponsored by ACSUS.

We are now in the process of determining how to best work with our national association to promote the teaching of Canada. Like Middle East and Asian studies we have had panels at the national conferences on teaching Canada but they are not well attended. The bulk of those in attendance at the national meetings are academics who are not interested in K-12 pedagogical tools and, again, there are not sufficient numbers of us who also work in the outreach “world.”

More effectively, we have utilized the models provided by the outreach community in Middle East and Asian studies to begin to implement educator workshops held in conjunction with the national meetings. This is an excellent model for reaching out to areas where NRCs may not exist (in our case, anywhere but Washington, Maine and New York) and successfully having a national impact. Beginning this Fall 2006 and at our national meeting in Anchorage, our NRCs will be working with the Anchorage School Board, Canadian Consulate and World Affairs Council to offer a workshop to social studies educators in the State. The NRCs are working with the Anchorage Social Studies Curriculum Coordinator (Steve Ex) who is offering educators a $50 stipend to attend the three-hour workshop (Denver educators were offered a $100 stipend). The goal is to tailor the curriculum materials, resources and lesson plans to the specific needs of the Anchorage educators. Educators will then also receive a reduced-rate registration fee to the annual academic conference. 

The model we develop at Anchorage we also hope to continue at future meetings. The national association meetings are always held at U.S. locations with the odd interruption in this tradition—for example, the 2007 meeting will be in Toronto. Every other year the Association holds an ASCUS-in-Canada colloquium that traditionally takes place in Canada. It seems to me that these meetings, while not conducive to educator workshops, would be perfect opportunities to develop the professional training at the front end of the conference and to take advantage of the Canadian location and activities as does the for Teaching about Asia does.

(There is also an International Council for Canadian Studies is the international organization for the study of Canada based in Ottawa, Ontario—Canada’s capital. It is a federation of 26 national and multi-national Canadian Studies associations in 38 countries. The mandate of the ICCS is to promote and support research, education and publications in all fields of Canadian Studies and in all countries. In terms of resources for educators, the ICCS in partnership with Canadian universities offers two five-day, multidisciplinary, international summer seminars during the month of August. One is offered in Ottawa and one in Western Canada. The seminars include oral presentations by faculty and leading practitioners on politics, aboriginal peoples, multiculturalism, literature, and the arts. The seminars also include visits to cultural and historic sites and attending evening events. The seminars are designed for foreign professors and graduate students, however educators are also encouraged to apply.)

WHY STUDY CANADA?
Canada is the most effective nation to use in comparative study with the U.S. First, Canada is much like the U.S. Both countries are geographically the largest in the world and peopled with aboriginals and immigrants from every nation on earth. Both were settled within a year of each other as European colonies. We look the same, at least one of our official languages is English, we watch the same televisions shows, read the same books, and buy more or less the same products. We are each other’s largest trading partner and millions of our citizens cross the border daily.

Given these similarities, when we introduce our students to the differences between the countries including our histories, governments, social welfare systems etc., those differences cannot simply be shrugged off as “foreign.” Instead, how Canada is different from the U.S. can be used to challenge students thinking about American policies and values and to highlight historical differences. At the very least, this enables students to know themselves better through comparison.

Second, much of Canadian history is linked to U.S. history and so in extending our curriculum across the 49th parallel, we broaden and enrich our students’ understanding of American history. African-American history is incomplete without the inclusion of the incredible exodus of runaway slaves to Canada during the Underground Railway Movement. Cajun history wouldn’t exist if the Acadian expulsion from Canada had not occurred. The first major influx of English settlers to Canada were American – Tories leaving the U.S. during the American Revolution. And the five million Franco-Americans in New England would not be if it weren’t for the French Canadian exodus at the turn of the 20th century. The more we include Canada in the curriculum, the more we broaden and enlarge the context of U.S. history.

Finally, Canada and the U.S. are increasingly more integrated. In addition to being one another’s largest trading partner, environmental management issues from fish stocks to air and water quality to wildlife do not stop at the border. And, more recent, security concerns are forcing close national collaboration. Students with a solid understanding of Canadian history, politics, social values, etc., will be better prepared to deal with a more integrated North America in their future roles as professionals and civic leaders.

According to the rationale behind the creation of the U.S. Department of Education’s International Studies Programs founded in the 1960s, international education is essential in maintaining peaceful relations globally and in resolving conflict in a peaceful and productive manner. Without the understanding of other nations and cultures, there is little hope that as a society we can effectively conduct trade, manage our global environment, or respect differences in order to maintain positive relations. Canada is an easy and effective way to introduce international studies into the classroom and to broaden student understanding of the world and themselves.

� There are currently �HYPERLINK "http://jsis.washington.edu/canada/about.shtml#International_Education_Programs"��15 International Education Programs� including the well known Fulbright-Hayes programs (the U.W. Canadian Studies Center currently has grants from both the Foreign Language and Area Studies Fellowships program and the National Resource Centers program). These programs include:


�HYPERLINK "http://www.ed.gov/programs/iegpsaorc/"��American Overseas Research Centers�


�HYPERLINK "http://www.ed.gov/programs/iegpsbie/"��Business and International Education�


�HYPERLINK "http://www.ed.gov/programs/iegpscibe/"��Centers for International Business Education�


�HYPERLINK "http://www.ed.gov/programs/iegpsflasf/"��Foreign Language and Area Studies Fellowships�


�HYPERLINK "http://www.ed.gov/programs/iegpsddrap/"��Fulbright-Hays Training Grants – Doctoral Dissertation Research Abroad�


�HYPERLINK "http://www.ed.gov/programs/iegpsfra/"��Fulbright-Hays Training Grants – Faculty Research Abroad�


�HYPERLINK "http://www.ed.gov/programs/iegpsgpa/"��Fulbright-Hays Training Grants – Group Projects Abroad�


�HYPERLINK "http://www.ed.gov/programs/iegpssap/"��Fulbright-Hays Seminars Abroad – Bilateral Projects�


�HYPERLINK "http://www.ed.gov/programs/iegpsiipp/"��Institute for International Public Policy�


�HYPERLINK "http://www.ed.gov/programs/iegpsirs/"��International Research and Studies�


�HYPERLINK "http://www.ed.gov/programs/iegpslrc/"��Language Resource Centers�


�HYPERLINK "http://www.ed.gov/programs/iegpsnrc/"��National Resource Centers�


�HYPERLINK "http://www.ed.gov/programs/iegpshawaiian/"��Native Hawaiian Higher Education Program�


�HYPERLINK "http://www.ed.gov/programs/iegpsticfia/"��Technological Innovation and Cooperation for Foreign Information Access�


�HYPERLINK "http://www.ed.gov/programs/iegpsugisf/"��Undergraduate International Studies and Foreign Language Program�


� This program provides grants to institutions of higher education or consortia of institutions of higher education to establish, strengthen, and operate comprehensive and undergraduate language and area/international studies centers that will be national resources for:


Teaching of any modern foreign language (Canadian Studies offers French and aboriginal languages spoken in Canada);


Instruction in fields needed to provide full understanding of areas, regions, or countries in which the language is commonly used;


Research and training in international studies;


Language aspects of professional and other fields of study; and


Instruction and research on issue in world affairs.


A National Resource Center is mandated to:


Provide outreach and consultative services on a national, regional and local basis;


Maintain linkages with overseas institutions of higher education and other organizations that may contribute to the teaching and research of the Center;


Maintain specialized library collections; and


Employ scholars engaged in training and research which relates to the subject area of the Center.


� The Cold War developed between the U.S. and the Soviet Union, and their respective allies, following World War II (and lasting until 1991 and the break-up of the Soviet Union). It was called the Cold War because there was no direct armed conflict between the two countries. (However, U.S./Soviet tension resulted in many “proxy” wars, including the Vietnam War, that impacted millions around the world.) The Cold War was primarily a “war” of economic pressure, intimidation, propaganda and significant political and diplomatic maneuvering. Post World War II both countries were convinced that ordinary diplomatic negotiations were pointless. Each country had perhaps an irrational fear that the other was going to take over the world with its political and economic ideology – capitalism or communism – and many countries aligned themselves with the Western or Eastern Bloc. In the mid-1940s, Prime Minister Winston Churchill warned that the “Iron Curtain has descended across the continent” – a statement of the division between the “blocs.” In 1961 the Berlin Wall was erected – perhaps the greatest symbol of the Cold War.





� A satellite is an object that orbits around another object or its “primary.” All masses in the solar system, for example, orbit around the sun or around one of those objects (the moon orbits around the earth that orbits around the sun). An artificial satellite, which is what the word now more commonly refers to, is a man-made object that orbits the Earth or another body in the solar system. Sputnik 1 was the first artificial satellite to be successfully launched.





� The Space Race (analogous to the Arms Race) was an informal though significant competition between the U.S. and the U.S.S.R. between approximately 1957, when Sputnik was launched by the Soviet Union, and 1969 when U.S. Apollo 11 landed a man on the moon or 1975 with the joint U.S.-U.S.S.R. mission, Apollo-Soyuz. By the end of the 60s or early 70s, the notion of a Space Race was outdated. The Space Race was a vital competition for both its military implications and the psychological, morale-raising impact. Winning the “Space Race” was a clear sign of national scientific superiority. As Vice President �HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lyndon_B._Johnson"��Lyndon B. Johnson�, �HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Vice_President_of_the_United_States"��Vice President� said to President �HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/John_F._Kennedy"��John F. Kennedy� in a letter imn 1961, “In the eyes of the world, first in space means first, period; second in space is second in everything” (quoted in “Space Race,” Wikipedia). And, Kennedy to NASA director reaffirms that the Space Race was about national superiority, “Everything we do ought to really be tied in to getting on to the moon ahead of the Russians ... otherwise we shouldn't be spending that kind of money, because I'm not interested in space... The only justification (for the cost) is because we hope to beat the USSR to demonstrate that instead of being behind by a couple of years, by God, we passed them” (same source).





