2001 NIS College and University Partnership Program

Individual Proposal Academic Review Report

Code:
047-RU


U.S. Applicant:
University of Michigan-Flint

Foreign Applicant:
International Academy of Business and Banking


(Russia)

Activity Fields:
Business

ECA Funds Requested:
$300,000

Total Program Costs:
$696,000

Assessment:
Highly Competitive (tie vote)

Project Description: The University of Michigan Flint and the International Academy of Business and Banking propose a project which will address four areas: faculty and curriculum development, joint exploration of technology-supported distance learning strategies, internships, and outreach activities to the business community in both countries.  The goal of this program is to train the next generation of managers and decision-makers.  To meet the objectives of this proposal, an internship component will be developed for the Russian students in the United States.

Narrative Account of the Academic Review Comment: The first panelist generally supported this proposal for funding.  He noted the proposal’s attention to the issue of gender diversity was excellent if its participant figures were accurate.  He had some concerns about the amount of money requested.

The next reviewer thought this was a feasible proposal which contained a good program for improvement of business management skills at the foreign partner.  It was also building on a previous relationship between the two schools. He thought the proposal contained a solid evaluation plan with pre- and post-surveys and annual seminars.  Both schools showed strong institutional commitment as well as a good commitment to gender and ethnic diversity.  He would have liked more information about the success of the past relationship between the two institutions.

The third reviewer thought this proposal’s approach was conservative although the implementation plan was adequate. He thought the U.S. partner would have to make a substantial monetary investment to install the necessary infrastructure for distance learning at the Russian partner, noting the technological difficulties which often occur in the United States.  The panelist believed that this proposal shifted emphasis of previous programs between the schools from the faculty to the students, which would not contribute to institution building or help make the program sustainable.

The final panelist liked the proposed student internships.  He thought the project included important components such as team teaching and mentoring and that the U.S. partner had the experience to conduct the distance learning component.  He also liked the project’s connection with the U.S. and Russian automobile industry which would enhance its sustainability.  He praised the proposed evaluation plan including its pre- and post-assessments to gauge the students’ development.  Lastly, he thought the proposal adequately addressed the problems of teaching and communicating with the Russian participants.

Suggestions for Improvement: The proposal should provide more information about the success of the institutions’ past relationship.

